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PREFACE

The analysis of family expenditures for the main groups of goods
and services included in family living forms volume II of the United
States Bureau of Labor Statistics report on the Study of Consumer
Purchases in the Southeast. Volume I, dealing with the income,
occupational, and family type distributions of the families living in
five cities studied in this region, provides the background for the
present volume.

The surveys for Atlanta, Ga.; Columbia, S. C.; and Mobile, Ala.;
covered in this report, were part of an investigation conducted in
1936 by the Bureau of Labor Statistics in thirty-two cities in selected
size ranges located in different geographic regions of the country.
They were paralleled by studies of small-city, village, and farm
families conducted by the Bureau of Home KEconomics of the United
States Department of Agriculture. Both surveys, which together
form the Study of Consumer Purchases, were administered under a
grant of funds from the Works Progress Administration. Cooper-
ating in the planning and technical direction of this Nation-wide
study were the National Resources Committee and the Central
Statistical Board. The plans for the project were developed and
its administration 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 Mon-
roe; Works Progress Administration, Milton Forster; and Central
Statistical Board, Samuel J. Dennis.

The present study differs from previous investigations of family
living in that it represents the first effort to include in one survey
a wide range of socio-economic groups. Past studies of family con-
sumption have generally been confined to limited income and occu-
pational groups, or to a particular locality, or both. Such isolated
studies were unable to throw light on the relative position in the
population as a whole of the particular groups under investigation.
They failed to reveal how the consumption pattern of one group in
the population differed from that of families in another occupational
group or income class.

The present study of family expenditures will permit comparisons
among different sections of the country, among communities of

VI
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VIII PREFACH

varying degrees of urbanization, and, in several cities, including
those in the Southeast, between white and Negro families. It
covers a wide range of family incomes, from those just above the
relief levels to upper limits set for each community that include
every economic group of any numerical significance. It was planned,
moreover, in such a way as to supply a sample that would permit
comparisons among occupational groups and among families of
varying composition.

The results of the expenditure survey for the Southeastern cities
confirm, in broad outline, those revealed by the data for communities
in other parts of the country. Although habits, tastes, and indi-
vidual circumstances make for wide variations among families at the
same economic level, both in the level of spending as compared with
saving and in its apportionment among the several categories of
expenditure, income is nevertheless the basis determinant of both
amount and manner of spending. Of some influence, also, is the size
and composition of the family, particularly for such categories as
food and clothing. The occupation from which the family draws
the major part of its earnings appears to have only minor influence
on the level of spending for most categories, although differences in
housing expenditures between the wage-earner group, on the one
hand, and families in white-collar occupations on the other, are quite
clear, at least among white families.

While the outlay for each of the main categories of consumption
varies directly with income, the relative change over the income
scale is much greater for some groups of items than for others. In
consequence, the proportion of the total value of family consump-
tion accounted for by some categories declines in successive income
classes; while the proportion going to others increases or remains
relatively constant. In general, the categories representing chiefly
the basic essentials, such as food and shelter, decline in relative
importance over the income range, while those that contain large
elements of convenience or display, such as automobiles and clothing,
increase relatively in successive income classes.

The Bureau of Labor Statistics wishes to acknowledge the assist-
ance received from interested individuals and civic bodies, both within
and outside the Government, in addition to the agencies mentioned
above. Particular acknowledgment is due to two groups whose
collaboration must be recognized as having made these studies pos-
sible: The W. P. A. workers who performed the field collection and
office tabulation of the data, and the members of the households inter-
viewed, who contributed the time and effort required to answer the
detailed questions in the schedules.

In view of the fact that responsibility for certain parts of this sur-
vey was shared by persons outside the regular staff of the Bureau of

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



PREFACE IX

Labor Statistics, the Bureau takes pleasure in acknowledging the
services of Lois E. Gratz and Hallie K. Price, associate regional
supervisors in the Southeastern cities; William P. Koepp, supervisor of
editing and coding; Olive T. Kephart, Lucile S. Lee, and Harlow W.
Harvey, who served as check editors; and the following persons who
served as supervisors in the various cities: Lois E. Gratz and Edgar
B. McDaniel, Jr., Atlanta; William C. Rees, Columbia; Byron F.
Hemphill, Mobile.

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
MeCamman, who served as chief check editor; Marie Bloch, Ethel
Cauman, Verna Mae Feuerhelm, and Trusten P. Lee, who were in
charge of editing and review.

Isapor Lusin,

May 1939. Commissioner of Labor Statistics.
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Bulletin No. 647 (Vol. II) of the

United States Bureau of Labor Statistics

Family Expenditure in Three Southeastern Cities,
1935-36

Chapter 1
Introduction

The analysis of the family income and expenditure data obtained
by the Bureau of Labor Statistics in the Study of Consumer Purchases
is divided into three parts, of which the present volume represents
the second. Volume I showed the distribution by income class, occu-
pation, family type, nativity, and home tenure, of families studied in
selected communities of the Southeast. The second and third parts
of the analysis both are concerned with data on expenditures for
family living. In the present volume, this analysis will be confined
mainly to a consideration of the size and relative importance of ex-
penditures for the main categories of current living among families
in these communities, with only incidental reference to the constituent
items in these categories. As in volume I, variations associated with
income, occupation, 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 com-
modity and service bulletins covering all regions, which will appear
later.

In the present report data for Atlanta are shown separately, but
those for Columbia and Mobile are combined to form one unit repre-
sentative of middle-sized cities in this region.! Since Negroes con-
stitute a substantial portion of the population in the Southeast, a
separate study of expenditures of Negro families was made in both
Atlanta and the middle-sized cities.

The survey of family expenditures was designed to show primarily
the way in which expenditures vary with income and with certain
other characteristics of the family. It was, therefore, limited to

1 Vol. I presented income data for these three cities and for Gastonia, N. C., and Albany, Ga. Ex-
penditure data for Gastonia and Albany have been combined with those obtained by the Bureau of Home

Economics in Sumter, 8. C., and Griffin, Ga., and will be published by the lattcr agency. (See appendix
C for a list of communities covered by the Bureau of Labor Statistics and the Bureau of Home Econormics,)

1
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2 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

families that included a husband and wife, both native born, and that
had received no relief during the year.?

The samples of families whose expenditures were studied in the
Southeastern region were further restricted by eliminating certain in-
come groups among white families, by excluding families with no
gainfully employed members, and by limiting the occupational groups
represented in the lower and upper portions of the income scale.?

Except for Atlanta Negroes, the collection of expenditure schedules
was confined to five family types, eliminating thereby the less fre-
quent types in the community. Described in terms of the number
and age of members other than husband and wife, these five types,
shown pictorially in figure 1, are as follows:

I. No other person (families of two).
II. One child under 16 (families of three).
III. Two children under 16 (families of four).
IV. One person 16 or over, and one or no other person, regardless of age
(families 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).

Among Atlanta Negroes families of two additional types were
studied. These, in addition to the husband and wife, contained:

VI. Three or four children under 16 (five or six persons).
VII. One child under 16, and four or five others, regardless of age (families
of seven or eight).

In all three Southeastern communities white families of the first
five types accounted for approximately four-fifths of the native white
nonrelief families that included a husband and wife. This was also
true in the case of Negroes in Columbia and Mobile. The seven
family types studied for Negro families in Atlanta accounted for 94
percent of all native complete * families of that race.

2 The purpose of these qualifications was to eliminate as far as possible factors of economic stress, broken
family ties, and alien customs, which might tend to obscure the relationship of income, occupation, and
family type to family expenditure patterns. Since native white and Negro families greatly outnumber all
other racial and national groups in the Southeastern communities, it seemed wisest to confine the restricted
resources available for the survey to a study of the expenditures of these two groups.

In Atlanta about two-thirds of the families were white, nearly all of which were native born, and the
remaining third were Negro. In the middle-sized cities white families, also predominantly native. ac-
counted for three-fifths of the population.

3 Families were classified in occupational groups according to the source of the major part of the family’s
earnings. Among white families all those in Atlanta with incomes under $500 and all those in Columbia-
Mobile with incomes under $250 were excluded. All occupational groups were represented for white families
in the income classes between $1,250 and $3,000 in Atlanta, and between $1,000 and $2,500 in Columbia-
Mobile. Above $3,000 in Atlanta and $2,500 in the middle-sized cities, only business and professional
families were studied, while the lowest income class in each city unit included only wage earners, and the
next two income classes only wage-earner and clerical families.

Among Negro families wage earners were included at all levels up to $1,500 in both city units. In the
middle-sized cities other occupational groups were represented in all income classes, and in Atlanta other
occupational groups were represented in all income classes of $250 and over.

Certain other minor eligibility requirements were imposed to eliminate families whose living patterns
are not adapted to statistical analysis. (See appendix A.)

4 Families that contained a husband and wife.
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4 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

When all families were taken into consideration in these South-
eastern cities it was found that average income in Atlanta for the
year 1935-36 ° was somewhat higher than that in the middle-sized
cities taken together. Half of the Atlanta families had incomes
under $1,028 while incomes of half in Columbia-Mobile fell below
$836.°

While virtually half of the Atlanta families were found in income
classes under $1,000, only about 1 family in 4 received more than
$2,000, and only 1 in 10, $3,000 or over. In the middle-sized cities
taken together, 56 percent had incomes under $1,000 and only 20
percent received $2,000 or more. These figures on family income
refer to all families, irrespective of race, nativity, and family compo-
sition, and include those that received relief at some time during the
year as well as those that remained independent of public assistance.

The various limitations imposed in the selection of families eligible
for the expenditure study, as well as the separation of the white and
Negro families into two samples in each community, resulted in sam-
ples each of which showed a very different income distribution from
that for the communities as a whole. In Atlanta, approximately
half of the white families represented in the part of the Study that
deals with consumer expenditures had incomes below $1,900, while
in the middle-sized cities half had incomes under $1,675. Among
Negro families, half in Atlanta were found in income groups below
$740, and half in Columbia-Mobile, below $575.7

The expenditure schedule used in the Study of Consumer Purchases
provided for the collection of information on family expenditures
classified under 16 categories, varying in urgency from food and
shelter to recreation, gifts, and minor items of a miscellaneous char-
acter. The schedule ¢ontained information also on such matters as
the ownership of automobiles and household equipment, including
radios, pianos, mechanical refrigerators, and vacuum cleaners. In
addition account was taken of transactions during the report year
that increased or decreased the family assets or liabilities.®

Expenditure data covering the year 1935-36 were collected from
1,588 white families and 869 Negro families in Atlanta, and from 1,407
white and 620 Negro families in the middle-sized cities, making a

8 The report year covered a 12-month period ending not earlier than December 31, 1935, and not later
than November 30, 1936. The bulk of the schedules pertained to a year ending before July 1, 1936.

¢ Incomes in Columbia averaged slightly higher than those in Atlanta, since half of the families reported
incomes in excess of $1,050, while in Mobile the midpoint in the distribution of families by income was
$725. (8ee vol. L)

7 Since separate samples were taken for the two racial groups, and since the eligibility requirements
operated to eliminate families that in general occupied a less favorable economic position than did non-
relief native born complete families, the expenditure data have not been used to represent the spending
pattern of the “average’” family in the cities covered. Instead, the purpose of the Study is to show how
families of the kinds selected for study apportion their expenditures, and how such apportionment is in-

fluenced by the income status, occupational classification, and size and composition of the family.

& See glossary, appendix B, for definitions of the various categories of expenditure and the items included
under each,
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INTRODUCTION 5

total of 4,484 schedules for this region.® These data show that as
family income rose the amount spent for each important group of
consumption goods and services also increased. Expenditures for
the different groups of items did not, however, increase with equal
rapidity over the income scale.’® Thus, for example, expenditures
for transportation increased more rapidly than income, at least up
to the $2,000 level, while those for food and home maintenance,
although much greater at all economic levels than transportation
expenditures, increased much less, relatively, and so represented a
declining proportion of the total in successive income classes.

TaBLe 1.—Distribution of adjusted family income 1
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Percentage of adjusted income represented by —
Money value of current family living
Aver-
age
Income class ad- Con- glerf
justed Home Cloth- tribu- lus
income ain. | ingand| Trans- | Medi- | tions | geper | Por
Total | Food ? te- per- | porta- [ cal and | 50 deficit?
nance ¢ sonal | tion$ | care per-
care sonal
taxes ¢
$650 | 104.0 47.4 35.2 9.7 2.5 18 14 6.0 v3.1
901 | 110.5 41.8 37.6 12.1 5.0 4.4 2.4 7.2 99.0
1,150 { 106.3 35.8 36.5 12.9 9.1 3.0 2.4 6.6 95.0
K 1,394 | 10L.9 33.0 34.2 12.1 8.3 4.6 3.2 6.5 1.6
1,500-$1,749_ 1,617 | 10L. 4 310 34.8 11.6 9.0 4.8 2.7 7.5 90.7
1,750-$1,999._ 1,876 | 101.3 30.0 34.1 12.0 10.2 4.7 3.7 6.6 4.1
$2,000-$2,249_ 2,114 97.8 28.0 31.6 11.9 10.8 5.0 3.5 7.0 2.9
$2,250-$2,499_ 2, 396 96.3 26. 4 31.2 12.2 10.7 5.1 4.0 6.7 4.3
$2,500-$2,999._ 2,736 92.1 25.8 29.3 1.7 9.1 6.0 4.3 5.9 8.2
$3,000-$3,499. 3,238 90. 2 23.7 30.7 10.9 9.5 4.2 4.7 6.5 10.4
$3,500-$3,999___ 3,731 89.9 22.1 30.2 11. 4 10.3 4.5 5.1 6.3 10.7
4,000-$4,999__ 4, 518 83.8 19.6 27.9 11.3 9.3 4.5 5.0 6.2 15.8
5,000-$7,499_________ 5,946 83.4 17.7 26.6 10.3 10. 5 5.7 6.1 6.5 16.3
,500 and over______ 1, 483 65. 5 12.9 20. 4 7.7 5.0 8.6 7.6 5.3 34.2

See footnotes at end of table.

? Each of these four groups of families constituted a sample composed as nearly as possible of the same num-
ber of families in each income class, within each tamily type and each occupational group. Since thismethod,
by design, failed to preserve the proportions of the several groups that were found in the population of fami-
lies 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. i

10 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 differences in expenditures among families at different economiclevelsas ““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 elastie or inelastic, according to whether
amounts spent constituted an increasing or decreasing proportion of total expenditures. It will be apparent
from tables 1, 2, and 3 that the elasticity of any category is much lower when computed in relation to income
rather than to expenditures, because of the influence of deficits at the lower economic levels, and of savings
in the upper portion of the income scale.
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6 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaBLE 1.— Distribution of adjusted family income—Continued
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES

Percentage of adjusted income represented by—
Money value of current family living
Aver-
age
Income class ad- Con- ye'f
Jjusted Home | Cloth- | tribu- (e
income moin. | ing and| Trans- | Medi- | tious | gup.. | Poos
Total | Food ros per- | porta- | cal and | jreot | %r it
nance | Somal | tion | care | per- efiel
care sonal
taxes
129.9 52.7 48.8 13.0 3.2 5.3 11 5.8 928.2
109. 6 45.1 38.5 11.0 2.1 5.3 1.4 6.2 97.3
103.2 38.4 35.3 10.2 5.8 4.7 1.9 6.9 °1.5
102.0 34.9 35.6 11.2 6.1 4.8 2.2 7.2 1.4
100. 3 33.1 35.4 11.0 7.0 4.8 2.8 6.2 .4
99.1 32.4 34.4 i1.1 7.0 4.6 3.1 6.5 1.3
98. 4 29.2 34.1 10.8 9.5 4.8 3.2 6.8 1.9
96.7 27.8 32.9 11.6 9.3 4.4 4.0 6.7 4.0
91.1 24.9 31.3 10.6 8.6 4.6 4.4 6.7 8.9
92,4 23.5 33.1 11.1 10.0 3.3 4.7 6.7 7.7
86.9 21.3 30. 4 10.6 10.0 3.5 4.4 6.7 13.9
84,1 19.2 20.8 10.0 9.1 4.1 6.0 5.9 16.0
84.4 19.1 28.9 9.9 9.9 3.3 6.5 6.8 16.2
71.5 13.6 25.3 9.2 7.0 2.7 7.8 5.9 28.7
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
143.2 55.9 65.7 6.8 1.7 8.1 0.8 4.2 | 9415
109.6 45,1 41.8 8.7 2.1 4.3 2.1 55 97.3
101. 2 39.0 33.5 11.0 4.0 5.4 2.5 5.8 .3
97.5 33.9 30.3 12.8 5.8 5.5 3.4 5.8 2.9
96. 1 31.2 29.8 13.4 7.6 4.7 3.5 5.9 5.0
94.1 26.8 29.8 14.0 8.2 5.0 4.3 6.0 6.2
92.5 26.0 28.5 14.3 8.5 5.2 3.1 6.9 8.3
87.0 22.7 26.7 13.5 9.8 4.9 3.3 6.1 13.9
85.9 23.9 27.3 11. 4 9.4 3.5 4.2 6.2 14.0
82.6 21.6 27.2 11.3 7.3 3.5 4.3 7.4 17.7
75.0 18.6 24. 2 12.7 4.9 4.4 4.3 59 25.6
74.5 17.1 23.2 13.1 8.0 3.2 3.8 6.1 24. 4
73.2 14.5 17.5 12.3 13.3 6.8 1.9 6.9 25.7
719 14.0 18.9 12.4 11.5 1.9 5.1 8.1 21.7
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
115.1 51.7 50.8 5.9 [___.___. 3.4 0.8 2.5 ] 914.3
101.4 41.6 37. 9.9 0.5 55 2.0 4.2 £1,2
98.2 37.1 30.4 12.7 2.9 6.4 2.9 5.8 1.9
96.1 34.2 28.6 14.1 2.6 5.9 4.2 6.5 3.4
96.6 31.1 30.0 13.8 5.2 5.8 4.2 6.5 3.4
98.7 29.9 25.4 15.2 8.9 6.5 3.6 9.2 1.1
93.3 25.9 26.5 12.5 11. 4 5.3 6.4 5.3 7.6
84.8 26.7 27.5 11.3 4.6 4.6 2.9 7.2 13.9
76.8 22.1 21.4 10.3 6.0 4.2 7.0 5.8 21.8
88.3 19.7 28.6 1L 5 11.6 4.1 6.3 6.5 117
68.0 18.6 21.7 12.7 2.6 5.0 3.9 3.5 34.0

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

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 expense.

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

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

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

roperty.

P 7 Includes expenditures for recreation, reading, education, tobacco, and miscellaneous items.
s 8 Nlelt Isilrplus represents the excess of average money income over average current money expenditures.

ee ch. II.

v Deficit.
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INTRODUCTION 7

The urgency of the demand for food and home maintenance is
so great that among the low income groups these two categories to-
gether absorbed all but a small proportion of current income. (See
table 1.) In fact, among the lowest income class covered in each
group average current income was insufficient to cover average expend-
itures for food and home maintenance alone.! Average net deficits
declined as income rose, but the point at which current income bal-
anced current expenditures came at a much lower level among the
white group. Among Negroes in Atlanta receiving incomes of $750
to $1,000, aggregate savings exceeded aggregate deficits, but among
white families in the same city that balance was not achieved until
the $2,000 to $2,250 level was reached.

When the other categories of current expense are also considered
as a proportion of current income, it appears that each received an
increasing proportion of the total up to a certain point in the income
scale. After that point, which varied for the several categories, all
of them except contributions and personal taxes registered more or
less relative decline, giving way to the increased proportion going to
savings. Medical care is the only group for which the expenditure
pattern is not clearly defined in relation to income. The wide varia-
tion from income level to income level in the proportion of income
going to medical services and supplies testifies to the emergency
character of the great bulk of such expenditures.

The level at which a family lives in any given year depends not
only on 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
unpaid services of the housewife, but it is so difficult to arrive at a
satisfactory method of evaluating such services that this factor of
income was not included in the present study. It was possible, how-
ever, to obtain data on the value of the 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 for total income, and in the appropriate categories
under the heading “Money value of current family living,”? as a
percentage of total income. It isof interest, however, to follow average
consumption patterns at successive income levels without regard to
the source of the funds used, and without regard to savings. The

1t Expenditures for current living include the value of all goods and services secured through unpaid
bills or loans, as well as cash expenditures. (See glossary, appendix B, for definition of expenditures.)

12 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 dqring the year. The term “‘total
expenditures for eurrent 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 eategories.

125018°—40——2

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



8

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaBLE 2.—Distribution of money value of current family living, by major groups
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Percentage of money value of current family living ?

Ave{alge —
total .
: Contrij-
Income class value of Clothing s
Iy | poq | s, | ndport | TR | Modical | DO | Otter
living nance sg;s;l tion care sonal items

taxes
$676 45.5 33.9 9.3 2.4 1.8 1.3 5.8
996 37.8 34.1 10.9 4.5 4.0 2.2 8.5
1,222 33.6 34.3 12,1 8.6 2.9 2.3 6.2
1,420 32.5 33.6 11.8 8.2 4.5 3.1 6.3
1,639 30.6 34.3 11.5 8.8 4.7 2.7 7.4
1,901 29.6 33.7 11.8 10.1 4.7 3.6 6.5
2,068 28.6 32.4 12.2 110 51 3.6 7.1
2,307 27.4 32.5 12.7 11.1 5.3 4.1 6.9
2,519 28.0 3.9 12.7 9.9 6.5 4.6 6.4
2,920 26.3 34.0 12.1 10.5 4.6 5.2 7.3
3,356 24.6 33.5 12.7 11.5 5.0 5.7 7.0
3,785 23.5 33.4 13.4 11.1 5.3 5.9 7.4
4,959 21.3 31.8 12.4 12.5 6.9 7.3 7.8
, 530 19.7 31.0 1.7 .7 10.1 11.7 8.1

MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
$250-$499__ ______._.___ $609 40.6 37.6 10.0 2.5 4.1 0.8 4.4
$500-$740________ 721 41.2 35.1 10.0 1.9 4.9 1.2 5.7
7508999 _______ 943 37.2 34.2 9.9 5.6 4.6 1.8 6.7
1,000-$1,249 1,163 34.2 34.9 11.0 5.9 4.7 2.2 7.1
1,250-$1,499 1,383 33.1 35.3 11.0 6.9 4.8 2.7 6.2
1,500-$1,749. 1,622 32.7 34.7 11.2 7.1 4.6 3.1 6.6
1,750-$1,999 1,850 29.7 34.7 11.0 9.7 4.8 3.2 6.9
2,000-$2,249 2,073 28.7 34.0 12.0 9.7 4.5 4.2 6.9
2,250--$2,499 2,167 27.3 34.3 11.7 9.4 5.1 4.8 7.4
2,600-$2,999 2,541 25.4 35.8 12.0 10.8 3.6 5.1 7.3
$3,000-$3,499 2,819 24.5 35.0 12,2 11.5 4.1 5.0 7.7
3,500-$3,999 3,148 22.8 35.4 11.9 10.8 4.9 7.2 7.0
$4,000-$4,999 3,725 22.7 34.2 11.7 11.7 4.0 7.7 8.0
5,000 and over_....___ 5,342 19.1 35.3 12.8 9.8 3.8 11.0 8.2
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Under $250_ . ... . $338 39.0 45.9 4.7 1.2 5.6 0.6 3.0
$250-$499 479 41.1 38.2 7.9 1.9 4.0 1.9 5.0
$500-$749 675 38.5 33.1 10.8 4.0 5.3 2.5 5.8
$750-$999_ _ 894 34.8 31.1 13.2 5.9 5.6 3.5 59
$1,000-$1,249. 1,139 32.4 31.0 14.0 7.9 4.9 3.7 6.1
$1,250-$1,499 1,326 28.5 31.7 14.9 8.7 5.3 4.5 6.4
$1,500-$1,749_ __ 1, 552 28.1 30.8 15.5 9.1 5.7 3.4 7.4
$1,750-$1,999. __ __ 1, 665 26.2 30.7 15.5 11.2 5.6 3.8 7.0
$2,000-$2,249_ ... 1,845 27.9 3.8 13.2 10.9 4.1 4.9 7.2
$2,250-$2,499___________ 1,960 26.2 32.9 13.7 8.9 4.2 5.2 8.9
$2,500-$2,999_ __ . __ ____ 2,033 24.8 32.3 16.9 6.6 58 5.7 7.9
$3,000-$3,499_ .. _____ 2,474 23.0 31.2 17.5 10.8 4.2 5.1 8.2
$3,500-$3,999_ .. _.__... 2,876 19.8 23.9 16.9 18.2 9.2 2.6 9.4
$4,000 and over________ 3,014 19.4 26.4 17.2 16.0 2.7 7.1 11.2
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES

$274 44.9 44.2 5.1 1] 2.9 0.7 2.2
409 41.1 37.1 9.8 .5 5.4 1.9 4.2
613 37.9 3.0 12.9 2.9 6.5 2.9 5.9
841 35.6 29.7 14.6 2.7 6.2 4.4 6.8
1,092 32.2 31.0 14.3 5.4 6.0 4.4 6.7
1,410 30.2 25.7 15.4 9.0 6.6 3.7 9.4
1,518 27.7 28.4 13.4 12.2 5.7 6.9 5.7
1, 606 31.4 32.4 13.3 5.5 5.5 3.4 8.5
,000-$2,249. _____ 1,659 28.7 27.8 13.4 7.8 5.5 9.2 7.6
$2,250-$2,499. . __ 2,105 22,3 32.3 13.0 13.2 4.7 7.1 7.4
$2,500 and over 2,133 27.2 32.2 18.2 3.7 7.6 5.9 5.2

1 See glossary, appendix B, for definition of money value of current family living. o
2 See table 1, footnotes 3-7, for definition of categories included in the money value of current family living.
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INTRODUCTION 9

distribution given in table 2 shows expenditures for the major cate-
gories as a percentage of total expenditures for current living and makes
clear the changes in emphasis that follow changes in income status.

At the lower income levels, food, most urgent of the essentials
of living, absorbed a larger proportion of total expenditures than
any other category.’® Food and home maintenance (housing, house-
hold operation, and furnishings and equipment combined) accounted
for more than three-fourths of total expenditures among white
families with incomes under $750 and among Negroes below the $500
level. The urgency of these items resulted in very small allowances
at such levels for other goods and services. With increases in income
the amounts spent for food and home maintenance also increased,
but other family wants gained a more important position, relatively,
so that the proportion of total outlay going for food and home main-
tenance declined. Even in the highest income classes, however,
these two categories accounted for half, or almost half, of aggregate
expenditures.

Expenditures for clothing and personal care generally took the
third largest share of total expenditures. Unlike the food and home
maintenance categories, this group inecreased in relative importance
in the total expenditure pattern as well as in absolute amount as
income rose. This rise in relative importance of clothing and personal
care was quite moderate among white families, but among Negroes
such expenditures increased greatly as a proportion of total outlay
between the lower and upper ends of the income scale.

Although the ownership of an automobile cannot be regarded as
essential for families living in urban communities, at least half of the
families above the $1,500 income level in both racial groups were
car owners and among white families at least one in eight reported
ownership even at the bottom of the income scale. Thus, transporta-
tion expenditures are predominantly expenditures for purchase and
operation of automobiles at almost all income levels above the lowest.
The rapid growth within a generation in automobile expenditures to
rank among the major categories in the family budget probably repre-
sents a more striking change in spending habits than has ever before
occurred in an equal period of time.

At virtually all income levels in these Southeastern cities outlay
for medical care averaged between 4 and 6 percent of aggregate
expenditures, with no consistent tendency toward either increase or
decrease in relative importance over the income range. Average
amounts spent rose in successive income classes, although rather
irregularly. There were very wide variations in the amounts spent

13 Except among Atlanta Negro families with incomes under $250. In this group, expenditures for home
maintenance exceeded those for food.
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10 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

among families in the same income class, with some families reporting
no outlay, and a few reporting medical bills of several hundred dollars.

The category designated as contributions and personal taxes in the
present study differs in character somewhat from 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 direct family consumption. Sums spent for
items such as money contributions toward the support of individuals
or institutions, and personal taxes, represent aspects of family spend-
ing that are less directly related to goods and services consumed than
are most other expenditures. Nevertheless, for taxes and contri-
butions 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.

Expenditures for contributions and personal taxes were more elastic
than those for any of the other categories of consumption, rising, for
white families, from 1 percent of total expenditures at the lowest
income level studied to 11 percent of that total at the top of the
income scale. At most income levels donations to church and other
religious organizations were the largest item, particularly among
Negro families. The taxes included in this category were quite
small at all but the highest income levels studied, since they comprise
only income, personal property, and poll taxes.!*

Expenditures for recreation, tobacco, reading, education, and
miscellaneous items have been grouped in tables 1, 2, and 3 under
the heading “other items.” Among these, recreation was the largest
at most income levels. OQutlay for goods and services included in
recreation increased not only in average amounts but as a proportion
of the total. Admissions to motion pictures were generally the
largest single item in this category. Tobacco accounted for between
1 and 3 percent of expenditures for current living at all income levels,
with a slight tendency toward decline in relative importance in the
upper part of the income scale. Expenditures for reading, comprising
chiefly newspapers, were small, amounting to only about 1 percent
of total expenditures throughout the income range. Expenditures
for education were even smaller than those for reading except in the
upper part of the income scale, and accounted for less than 2 percent
of aggregate outlay save among Negro families with incomes above
$1,250.

In present-day urban communities average family expenditures in
money are (table 3) very similar to average total family expenditures
@i. e., value of current living) presented in table 2. The value of hous-
ing obtained without money expense in the report year was generally
the largest nonmoney item in family living, although at some income

4 Bee glossary, appendix B, for a statement of the expenditure categories in which other taxes were entered.
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INTRODUCTION 11

TaBLE 3.~—Distribution of money expenditures for current family living, by magjor
groups
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Percentage of money expenditures
Average
I . total
ncome class money . Contribu-
expendi- |y g Ig‘;gég_ g‘(’iﬂggf Transpor-| Medical |tionsand | Other
tures ! nance ? |sonal care] t8tion 3 care ptersoniml items &
axes
500-$749_ . ... $666 45.5 33.6 9.4 2.4 1.8 1.4 5.9
750-$999. _ _ . 978 37.6 33.7 111 4.6 4.1 2.2 6.7
$1,000-$1,249_ __ 1,179 32.9 33.8 12.5 8.9 3.0 2.4 6.5
1,250-$1,499_ __ 1,381 32.4 32.7 12.2 8.4 4.6 3.2 6.5
1,500-$1,749. 1,581 3L 1 32.5 1.9 9.1 4.9 2.8 7.7
1,750-$1,999_ 1,836 20.9 32.1 12.2 10. 4 4.8 3.8 6.8
$2,000-$2,249._ 1,997 29. 4 30.2 12.7 11. 4 5.3 3.7 7.3
2,250-$2,499. __ 2,217 27.6 30.5 13.3 il.6 5.5 4.3 7.2
2,500-$2,999___ 2, 387 28.7 29.1 13.3 10.5 6.8 4.9 6.7
3,000-$3,499_ _ . 2,797 26.9 31.6 12.6 10.9 4.8 5.5 7.7
3,500-$3,999. . 3,170 25.3 30.4 13.4 12.2 5.3 6.0 7.4
$4,000-$4,999. __ 3, 567 23.7 30.5 14.2 11.8 5.7 6.3 7.8
$5,000~$7,499___ 4,649 22.0 28.2 13.2 13.3 7.3 7.8 8.2
$7,500 and over..__.... 6, 922 20.9 25.4 12.8 8.4 11.0 12,7 8.8
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
$250-$409_ . _________.__ $561 39.7 36.6 10.9 2.7 4.4 0.9 4.8
$500-$749 __ - 670 40.2 34.4 10.8 2.0 5.3 1.3 6.0
750-$099 . _ __ - 891 36.8 33.0 10.5 6.0 4.8 L9 7.0
$1,000-$1,249 - 1,117 34.3 33.7 11. 4 6.2 4.9 2.2 7.3
$1,250-$1,499. - 1,306 33.2 33.4 11.6 7.4 5.1 2.9 6.4
1,500-81,749_ R 1, 525 33.3 32.0 11.9 7.5 4.9 3.3 7.1
1,750~$1,999. - 1,767 30.3 32.4 11.5 10.1 51 3.4 7.2
2,000-$2,249_ - 1,972 29.5 31.2 12.6 10.2 4.8 4.4 7.3
2,250-$2,499 - 2,047 28.4 31.0 12.4 10.0 5.3 5.1 7.8
2,500-$2,999_ - 2,387 26. 4 32.2 12.8 11.6 3.8 5.5 7.7
$3,000-$3,499. - 2, 643 25.8 310 13.1 12.2 4.3 5.3 8.3
3,500-$3,999 - 2, 967 23.8 319 12.5 1.6 5.2 7.6 7.4
4,000-$4,999___ - 3, 500 23.2 31.0 12.5 12.4 4.2 8.2 8.5
5,000 and over..__.._. 4,952 20. | 30.7 13.9 10.5 4.1 11.9 8.8
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Under $250...._____._. $279 36. 2 45.6 5.7 1.4 6.8 0.7 3.6
$250-$499_ _ __ 420 36.8 39.8 9.0 2.1 4.5 2.1 5.7
$500-8749__ __ 631 36.2 33.4 11.5 4.3 5.7 2.7 6.2
750-3999__ __ 812 32.0 30.4 14.6 6.5 6.2 3.8 8.5
1,000-$1,249. 1,018 29.8 29.3 15.6 8.9 5.5 4.1 6.8
1,250-$1,499___ 1,206 27.5 28.7 16.3 9.6 5.8 5.0 7.1
$1,500-$1,749__. 1,434 28.6 27.0 16.9 9.8 6.1 3.6 8.0
1,750-$1,999___ 1,617 5. 6 29.9 15.9 11.6 58 3.9 7.3
2,000-$2,249___ 1,716 20,5 27.1 14.2 1.7 4.4 5.3 7.8
2,250-$2,499_ . _ 1,823 27.6 28.3 14.7 9.6 4.5 5.6 9.7
2,500-$2,999___ 1, 856 26.7 26.3 18.5 7.3 6.4 6.2 8.6
3,000-$3,499___ 2, 358 23.9 28.1 18.4 11.2 4.4 5.3 8.7
3,500-$3,999__ . 2,731 18.0 22.6 17.8 19.1 9.7 2.8 10.0
4,000 and over.._..__ 3, 597 19.6 21.4 18.7 17. 4 2.9 7.8 12.2
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES

Under $250. .. ________ $214 38.2 47.5 6.5 0.2 3.7 0.9 3.0
250-$499_ _ __ 376 40.1 36.1 10.6 .7 5.8 2.1 4.6
500-$749 _ _ . . 580 37.8 29.3 13.6 3.1 6.9 3.1 6.2
750-$999__ .. 783 35.0 27.7 15.7 3.0 6.6 4.7 7.3
$1,000~$1,249._ 1,001 33.2 26.6 15.6 5.9 6.6 4.8 7.3
1,250-$1,499. __ 1,270 30.2 20. 9 17.1 10.0 7.3 4.1 10.4
1,500-$1,749 . __ 1,418 28.8 9.2 14.4 13.0 6.1 7.4 6.1
1,750-$1,999. _. 1,623 31.1 33.1 13.1 5.4 5.3 3.4 8.6
2,000-52,249 .. 1,554 29.9 23.7 14.3 8.3 5.8 9.8 8.2
2,250~$2,499. _ 1,876 24.4 24,7 14.6 14.8 5.2 8.0 8.3
2,500 and over_______. 2,050 27.4 30.4 18.9 3.8 7.9 6.1 5.5

! See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures 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. .

1 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 ex-
pense; and taxes on other real property, which were deducted from the gross income from such property.

5 Includes expenditures for recreation, tobacco, reading, education, and other items.
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12 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

levels, particularly among the Negroes, the value of free food was also
substantial. Hence, only these two categories represented larger pro-
portions of the total current expenditures than of total money ex-
penditures in any part of the income range. The difference between
money expenditures for consumption goods and the total money value
of goods consumed average above $200 among Atlanta white families
with incomes of $4,000 and over, but less than $20 among those with
incomes under $1,000.

The ensuing report will attempt to indicate in greater detail the
answers to questions toward which the investigation was directed.
For example: At succeeding income levels, which categories of ex-
penditure increase most regularly and which most irregularly? How
do these changes in expenditures vary as between smaller and larger,
or younger and older families? Between wage-earner and profes-
sional groups? At what income level do families enter the market or
withdraw therefrom, 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 estab-
lishment of wage levels; the development of family budgets; estimates
of national consumption; the relative taxability of successive income
strata; the effectiveness of current marketing programs; and, in the
large, the problem of keeping production in balance with consumption.
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The Family Balance Sheet

Chapter 11

The balance sheet for families studied in the Southeast communities
may be presented by comparing money income with money expendi-
tures for current living. Such a balance sheet, calculated for groups
at successive income levels, measures the changing relationship
between income and consumption along the income scale, and brings
to light the prevalence among low income groups of deficit financing
and, in the upper income groups, of surpluses that account for sub-
stantial proportions of income.

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

living 1

WHITE FAMILIES

Atlanta Middle-sized cities
Income class Money ex- Money ex-
Money in- penditures Money in- penditures
come for family come for family
living living
$260-8499_ . @ (O] $421 $561
$500-$749_ .. $640 $666 607 6870
750-3009 e 883 978 861 891
1,000-81,249_ . 1,107 1,179 1,094 1,117
1,250~$1,499_ . e 1, 355 1,381 1,302 1, 306
1,500~81,740 i 1, 559 1,581 1,538 1, 525
1,750~$1,999__ 1,811 1,836 1,798 1,767
2,000-$2,249 __ 2,043 1,997 2,044 1,972
2,250-$2;: 2, 306 2,217 2, 259 2,047
2,500-$2,999__ 2, 604 2,387 2, 596 2,387
3,000-$3,499__ 3,115 2,797 3,069 2,643
$3,500~$3,999._ _ 3, 545 3,170 3, 565 2,967
4 000—$4,999._ 4, 300 3, 667 4,186 , 500
5,000—$7,499__ 636 4,649 37,083 34,952
6,922 ®
$279 $178 $214
420 370 376
631 591 580
812 817 783
1,018 1,040 1,001
1,206 1,288 1,270
1,434 1, 528 1,418
1,617 1,910 1,623
1,716 2,053 1, 554
$2 250—$2 499, , 823 2, 155 1,876
$2,500-$2,999 - 2, 534 1, 856 43,087 42,050
$3,000—$3,499 - 3,207 2,358 Q] (O]
$3,500~$3,999__ . - 3,784 2,731 ) 4
$4,000and over_ _________. . . ... 5,130 3, 597 ® )

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 dlsbursements, whichever was larger, for any scheduled family); the net balancing difference is
given in the Tabular Summary, table 1.

2 No expenditure schedules taken for families at this income level.

8 Data for families with incomes of $5,000 and over were combined.

+ Data for families with incomes of $2,500 and over were combined.
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14 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

Among Negro families spending exceeded income only below the
$750 level in Atlanta and the $500 level in Mobile-Columbia. Among
white families, however, average money expenditures exceeded aver-
age money income in each income class up to $2,000 in Atlanta, and
$1,500 in the middle-sized cities. To make up the difference, which
was quite substantial at the lowest levels, particularly among white
families, savings were depleted, money was borrowed, or goods were
bought on credit. In the income groups whose average income
exceeded average expenditures, this favorable balance grew rapidly
with income, amounting to nearly $4,000, or over one-third of money
income, for Atlanta white families in the highest income group
covered. (See table 4.)

Current income and family resources.—Over an extended period of
time, most families may be expected to strike a balance between
their incomes and their expenditures plus savings. This does not
mean, however, that in any given year a family will match current
expenditures with current income. Older families may be living on
the capital as well as the income of past accumulations. A young
head of family may assume obligations for durable goods, such as
furniture, that cannot be met out of his income for the year. Families
of business and professional workers may maintain a fairly constant
level of living in spite of year to year variations in income, with the
result that deficits are incurred in some years and surpluses are achieved
in others. A large emergency expense for medical care may make it
necessary to retrench on savings or go into debt. Ordinarily, families
in the lower part of the income scale will not be in a position to buy
a gas range or an electric refrigerator for cash, and often not out of
available savings. Hence, in any particular year, it is to be expected
that part of the families will increase their liabilities in order to improve
their level of living, while others are keeping well within their incomes,
and perhaps reducing their obligations on the previous year’s commit-
ments.

It should be noted in this connection that the year covered by the
Study of Consumer Purchases (1935-36) was not a “normal”’ one for
a substantial proportion of the families. Incomes of many of them
had not regained predepression levels, even though business condi-
tions generally were improving and employment increasing. It is
quite probable that some families, after restricted buying for several
years, were beginning to incur obligations beyond current incomes,
predicated upon the hope of steady employment and future increases
in income. Thus, the net deficit for a family or a group of families
in the period of the Study may not reflect a chronic tendency to live
beyond income, but rather an optimistic outlook in 1935-36 regarding
future income. Some evidence on this point is supplied by the data
on net installment obligations for Atlanta families, presented in
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THE FAMILY BALANCE SHEET 15

chapter VIII, which show that the average amounts due on install-
ment purchases at the end of the year were greater than those with
which the year began.

Had the Study of Consumer Purchases been conducted at another
stage in the business cycle, the surplus and deficit record would 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 for the year 1935-36 shows
that, in the Southeast, as in other regions studied, there were occa-
sional families with strikingly unbalanced budgets for the year.
These cases are apt to distort the averages for the group, but such
instances of random fluctuations in the sample do not as a rule obscure
the general relationships indicated by the data.

Surplus and deficit by income levels.—The figures presented in table 4
on money income and expenditures for current living represent aver-
ages for the entire group of families in the specified income classes.
At each income level, however, there were some families that showed a
net surplus for the year, and, among the white families, some that
reported a deficit. (See table 5.)* In most income groups there were
likewise a few families that came out even for the year, and reported
neither surplus nor defieit.

Among the white families fewer than half of all those with incomes
below $1,000 in Atlanta and $750 in the middle-sized cities reported
a surplus for the year. At the other end of the income scale, approxi-
mately 90 percent of those with incomes of $4,000 and over in Atlanta,
and $3,000 or more in Mobile-Columbia, kept money expenditures
below money income. Among those families at the lower part of the
income scale that showed a surplus, the average amount per family
was less than $100 up to the $1,250 income level. Such averages
increased rather steadily with income, however, reaching $500 at the
$3,000 income level in both Atlanta and the middle-sized cities, and
well over $1,000 for the few families at the top of the income scale.

1 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 disbursements
and money receipts to determine whether the {otal reported money disbursements balanced with the total
reported money receipts. Asused in the presentstudy, the term ‘‘disbursements’ includes money expendi-
tures for current living and amounts spent to increase assets or decrease liabilities, while receipts include
money income and funds used for family living which were obtained through decreasing assets or increasing
liabilities. A schedule was accepted if money receipts and money disbursements agreed within 5.5 percent.
It follows from this method that the difference between average money income and average money expendi-
tures 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.)

At most income levels in each city unit, among both the white and Negro families, the net balancing
difference was negative, by amounts that rarely exceeded $20 in any income class. No attempt was made to
force a balance. It would have been impossible to account precisely for these minor diserepancies without

unduly prolonging the field interviews. They may have resulted from incorrect estimates of income,
expenditures, savings, or deficits. In any event the average differences were too small to be significant.
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TaBLE 5.—Average net surplus and deficit
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

Families having surplus!

Families having deficit !

Average net surplus or

deficit (—)
Income class P
ercentage
Percentage ‘:[‘,;%r‘;%f Percentage gx;?)rl?gg Amount ? | of money
neome

$500-$749 62 $40 38 $118 —$20 33
$750-$999___ 41 76 58 192 —81 39
$1,000-51,249 51 84 45 225 —58 35
$1,250-$1,499_ __ 52 113 47 173 —23 32
$1,500-$1,749___ 56 142 42 217 ~11 31

$1,750-81, 63 165 37 290 —2 ™
$2,000-$2,249 _ 65 241 34 281 60 3
$2,250-$2,499_ 60 363 40 295 102 4
$2,500-$2,999 _ 75 381 24 278 221 8
$3,000-$3,499_ 82 502 18 402 336 11
$3,500-83,999_ __ 78 636 22 466 399 11
,000-$4, 90 835 10 398 714 17
$5,000~$7,499___ 90 1,257 10 1, 750 968 17
$7,500 and over 96 4,157 4 1, 405 3,923 36

MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES

$250-$499___ . o 15 $27 72 $190 —$132 331
$500-$749_ _ ... 42 38 51 125 ~48 38
$750-$999_ . __________.._. 57 55 36 126 —-14 32
$1,000-$1,249. _________________ 59 80 34 187 —16 31

$1,250-$1,400_ 1T TTTTTTT 61 120 35 197 5 ™
$1,500-$1,749 ____ . ___________. 62 156 33 230 22 1
$1,750-$1,909_ 11T 66 190 32 285 35 2
$2,000-$2,249_ _________________ 68 239 27 281 86 4
$2,250-$2,499 _____________._.__ 82 321 18 261 213 9
,600~$2,909 ____ . __________ 76 391 22 379 214 8
$3,000-$3,499_____.___.___.____ 94 505 8 333 452 15
,500-$3,999_ ... 89 692 9 172 600 17
$4/000-$4,999_ 11T 81 994 19 453 716 17
$5,000 and over. . ... ___._.._. 90 2,512 10 1,191 2,144 30

ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES

Under $250_ _ - ooooeeeeo - 29 $10 67 $148 —$97 355
5034 50 20 41 102 —32 38

$500-$749. 63 32 26 69 2 ()]
$750- $999___ 69 71 29 77 27 3
$1,000-$1,249 81 98 19 105 59 6
$1,250-$1,499_ 85 127 15 142 87 7
$1,500-$1,749_ 76 255 17 321 140 9
$1,750~$1,999._ 84 378 16 333 267 14
$2,000-$2,249 _ 86 383 14 189 301 15
$2,250-$2,499 _ 90 476 10 80 420 19
$2,500-$2,999_ 94 756 6 339 695 27
9 810 25
1,008 27
1, 509 29
—~$34 3—19
-5 3—1
12 2
30 4
39 4
16 1
123 8
264 14
470 23
279 13
1,109 36

t Excludes families whose schedules showed an exact balance for the year.
2 For a reconciliation of the average net surplus or deficit with the difference between average income and
expenditure, as shown in table 4, above, see Tabular Summary, table 1,

3 Deficit.
* Less than 1 percent.
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THE FAMILY BALANCE SHEET 17

For the families that incurred a deficit, on the other hand, the
average amount per family was well over $100 in every income group.
This figure also increased with income, although less consistently than
did surpluses. At the top of the income scale average deficits among
white families going “into the red’’ were over $1,000.

When these surpluses and deficits are combined to give a net figure
for all families at each income level at the lower end of the income
scale, the more numerous and more sizable deficits outweigh the sur-
pluses. The net figure is thus an average deficit for all white families
with incomes under $2,000 in Atlanta, and under $1,250 in the middle-
sized cities.

Among Negro families, as suggested by the figures in table 4, a
relatively large percentage reported surpluses, even in the low income
groups. Among those receiving less than $250, over one-fourth man-
aged to keep current money expenditures below current money income,
while above the $1,000 level in Atlanta at least four out of five ended
the year with a surplus, and above $3,000 every Atlanta Negro family
studied had a margin of money income over money expenditures. As
in the case of white families, average surpluses rose rapidly with in-
come, while average deficits of the comparatively small number that
did not make ends meet also rose along the income scale, although
much less regularly than surpluses.

Intercity differences in balance-sheet records.—As between Atlanta
and the middle-sized cities, families in the latter communities quite
consistently had smaller average outlays for current living than did
families in the same income groups in Atlanta, and thus came out at
the end of the year with smaller deficits or larger surpluses. This
relationship held for both white and Negro families, and appeared to
rest chiefly on the fact that a greater percentage succeeded in achieving
surpluses in Mobile-Columbia than in Atlanta, rather than that sur-
pluses among families making savings were larger in the smaller cities.

Racial differences in balance-sheet records.—Even more striking than
intercity differences in the relation between income and expenditures
in the Southeast were the differences between white and Negro fami-
lies. In Atlanta the current money expenditures of Negro families
usually averaged from $100 to $500 below those of white families at
the same income level, and the disparity increased along the income
scale.

A similar showing was made in the middle-sized cities. In fact,
the average expenditures of Negro families at the upper income levels
in both urban units were usually less than those of white families at
the next lower income level. It is therefore not surprising that, as
already noted, Negro families kept expenditures within income at
lower levels than did white families, and showed average net surpluses
considerably lower in the income scale. Furthermore, even at the
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18 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

levels at which both racial groups had average net surpluses, those
of white families were smaller by $100 or more than those of the
Negroes. Atlanta Negro families had average surpluses larger by $30
to $400 than those of the white families in Mobile-Columbia. Both
in the percentage of families reporting a surplus and in the average
size of surplus of such families Negroes outranked white families in
the same income class.

Explanations for these racial differences are not difficult to find. At
the lower economic levels Negro families are much less likely than
whites to have reserves on which they can draw; and more restricted
opportunities to obtain credit. The fact that the difference between
the expenditure patterns of the whites and Negroes persists in the
upper income levels suggests that the more restricted opportunities
of the Negroes for future increases in income (gsee vol. I of this report)
have resulted in a definite difference in the attitude toward savings
of the two groups. Apparently Negro families are less likely than
white families to expand consumption to keep pace with increased
income. The data presented here suggest that, once ‘“necessity’’ out-
lays are taken care of, Negro families show less tendency to increase
their luxury expenditures, and hence they tend to accumulate more
rapidly increasing surpluses.

Surplus and deficit among oceupational groups.?—OQOccupational dif-
ferences in the relation between income and expenditures were not
well-defined in the Southeastern communities studied. The smaller
number of families in the individual occupational groups resulted in
averages that sometimes varied widely from one income class to
another and failed to show consistent relationships over the income
range or in the different communities. There was, however, some
tendency for wage-earner families to have smaller total expenditures
and hence larger surpluses (or smaller deficits) than did other occu-
pational groups. (See table 6.) This difference was less marked in
the case of Atlanta white families, among which independent business
and professional families were about as successful as wage-earner
families in making ends meet. In Atlanta the salaried professional
families and in Columbia-Mobile all business and professional groups
tended to be at the other extreme, reporting the largest average
deficits, or the smallest average surpluses.®

2 Oceupational classification is not equally detailed as between Atlanta and the middle-sized cities, nor
as between white and Negro families. Among Atlanta white families, five occupational groups are dis-
tinguished as follows: Wage earner; clerical; independent business and professional; salaried business;
salaried professional. Among Negro families in Atlanta and white families in the middle-sized cities,
these five groups are reduced to four by combining salaried business and professional families. Negro
families in the middle-sized cities are classified only into the wage-earner and the ‘‘other occupations’
grg%&eilen balance-sheet data are analyzed after eliminating differences in family-type composition of the

several occupational groups, differences in average surpluses large enough to be significant are apparent
only in the case of Columbia-Mobile families.
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TABLE 6. Average net surplus or deficit (—), by occupational group
WHITE FAMILIES

Atlanta Middle-sized cities
Inde- Salaried Inde- Salaried
Income class
‘Wage | Cleri- gﬁgﬁ;;’;g Wage | Cleri- gen}ient
earner | cal ; : earner | cal usiness .

and pro- | Busi- | Profes- and pro- | Busi- | Profes-

fessional | ness | sional fessional | ness | sional
$500-$749_ .. __ —$21f O [O] (1) m —$47 | —$61 ) (O]
$750-$999_______.__. —92 | —§57 (O] (O] o 3| —67 ) )
$1,000-$1,249 _______ —38 1 —89 [0} O] O] —26 4 —$26 —$6
$1,250-$1,499________ -3 —61 —$4 —~$8 —$61 33 3 —135 19
$1,500-$1,749_ .. ____ —61 31 106 60 | —142 81 1 —62 —40
$1,750-$1,999__.___.. 10| —21 23 67 —87 141 | —20 54 —54
$2,000-$2,249____ . __ 152 13 —70 59 61 98 139 57 —4
$2,250-$2,499._______ 82 74 272 51 174 240 222 308 136
$2,500-$2,999________ 363 180 161 188 211 (O] O] 187 225
$3,000-$3,499____ ____ O] (O] 414 366 143 ) ) 501 437
$3, 3,990, . [ O] 385 332 608 (1) (1) 688 559
$4,000-$4,999.______ ] (6] 797 692 685 O] m 813 679
$5,000-$7,400._.__._. O] ® 1,073 875 | 1,083 O] O] (O] )

NEGRO FAMILIES 3

Under $250_..._.._. —$98 (6] (O] O] —$33 —$54
$250-$499. . ___ —30 | —$50 —$67 $14 -5 —10
$500-749_. ... 2 —9 — 12 10
$750-8999. ... 32 33 —-30 —20 29 34
$1,000-$1,249_______. 66 15 55 —26 48 (]
$1,250~$1,499________ 101 60 —10 54 94 —212
$1,500-$1,749_ ... __ [} 208 249 -20 [Q] [0
$1,750~$1,999_____.__ (O] 44 424 340 ) ®)
$2,000-$2,249________.| (1) 387 342 | 144 [O) O]

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

2 Comparable data not available.

3 In Atlanta all Negro families in salaried business and professional occupations were classified together;
in the middle-sized cities all Negro families other than wage-earner were classified together.

Surplus and deficit among family type groups.*—The size and com-
position of a family appeared to have much more influence on its net
surplus and deficit for the year than did its oecupational classification.
Among the white families in both Atlanta and the middle-sized cities,
the two-person families showed average net surpluses at lower income
levels than did the larger families, and these surpluses tended to be
greater all the way up the income scale. (See table 7.) While this
fairly describes the relationships that obtain among Atlanta families
with incomes of $1,500 or more, at lower income levels the husband-
and-wife families tended to have larger deficits than other types of
white families. There is a wide age range in these two-person families.
The younger husband-and-wife families, starting life in business or one
of the professions, frequently were found to be borrowing in anticipation
of future increases in income; while some of the older husband-and-
wife families, finding themselves in the year of the survey with lower
incomes than those to which they were accustomed, were able to meet
the deficit in the year’s current expenditures by drawing on savings.

+ Expenditure schedules were collected from white families and from Columbia-Mobile Negro families
of the first five types given on p. 2. These were combined for tabulation into three groups representing

families of type I, those of types IT and I1I combined, and those of types IV and V combined. For Negro
families in Atlanta, schedules were collected and tabulated separately for each of the seven types.
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE

IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

On the whole, white families with three to six members, at least
three of them 16 or over (types IV and V), tended to have the largest
average deficits and the smallest surpluses, the families with one or
two children under 16 (types IT and IIT) falling in-between these and

the

two-person families.

This accords with expectations, since the

larger the family the more difficult it is to fill all family needs on a

TABLE 7.—Average net surplus or deficit (—), by family type

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Family type !

Income class

Income class

Family type !

I II and | IV and 1 II and ]IV and
III v III v
—$35 | —$130 || $2,250-$2,499______.___.__ $201 —$6 $114
=37 —36 || $2,500~$2,999_._____ - 348 224 140
—14 —28 $3 000—$3 499 . 397 404 243
—34 12 $3 999_______ 402 385 409
—32 —25 y 4,999 _______ 1,032 854 482
40 —14 || $5,000-$7,499_____________ 1,372 914 845
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
5008749 oo —$13 —$25 —$109 (i $2,000~$2,240_ . _____._____ $48 $52
$750-$999______. 22 —21 —28 || $2,250-$2,499_____________ 199 274 177
$1,000-$1,249.__ 22 —14 —b4 || $2,500~82,999. ____________ 390 237 115
$1,250—$1,499;, 86 —43 —4 || $3,000~$3,499_ ____________ 502 434 440
$1,500-$1,749. 6 29 26 $3 500~$3,909___._____._.. 1,058 398 508
$1,750-$1,999 96 —-31 54 $4 000-$4,999_____________ 926 | 1,026 498
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
$5 —$11 —$16 I $1,000-$1,249_____________ $67 $52
27 —-10 10 || $1,250-$1,499_____________ 11 95 —18
29 36 26 || $1,500-$2,249___ ... _____ 251 412 229
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Family type !
Income class
I II 1 IV v VI VII
—$15 ~—$9 | —$25 —$4 *) —$38
15 —19 4 —$9 —16
35 51 3 5 12 —4
115 57 64 39 —4 —8
103 35 116 91 44 26
247 199 167 178 (O] 120

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

VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).

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

*Less than $1.
tFewer than 3 cases.

org/

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



THE FAMILY BALANCE SHEET 21

given income. Thus, total money expenditures of the families
studied generally varied directly with family size among both white
and Negro families in the two city units.®

Among Negro families in the middle-sized cities, it was the families
with children that made the best showing, with little difference
between the two-person and the larger families. Among the Atlanta
Negroes, also, where seven family types were included in the Study,
families with one child were relatively the most successful in making
ends meet, followed by the two-person families, with the largest
families (type VII) at the other extreme.

The fact that data on expenditures were secured from Atlanta
Negro families of seven or eight members (type VII) which were
larger than any of the white families studied, makes it the more
striking that Negro families of all types combined made a better
showing with respect to surplus and deficit than did the white families
covered at the same income levels. Even the larger Negro families
with from five to eight members (types VI and VII) made a better
showing in this respeet than Atlanta or Mobile-Columbia white
families with three to six members (types IV and V).

5 When differences in the occupational composition of families in the several family type groups are elimi-
nated, the data for Atlanta white families indicate a clear correlation between size of family and size of
surplus. In the middle-sized cities, while two-person families made the most favorable showing with

respect to balance sheet accounts, those with one or two children under 16 had smaller surpluses than did
the larger families.
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Chapter 111
Food

As in the other communities covered by the Study, food ! expendi-
tures by families in the Southeastern cities included in the investi-
gation were of outstanding importance among the categories of con-
sumption. At all income levels studied for white families, and in all
income groups except the lowest among Negro families, money
expenditures for food exceeded those for any other individual cate-
gory.?

White families uniformly spent more for food than Negro families
at the same income level, even though in Atlanta the average size of
Negro families studied was larger than the white. At the $500
level in Atlanta, for example, white families spent an average of $75
more during the year than did Negro families. From the $750 to
the $2,500 level, the differences ranged between $82 and $135; there-
after, they increased rapidly, rising to over $300 at the $3,500 level.
In Columbia-Mobile, the differences were generally smaller, although,
with one exception, they amounted to $50 or more.

In chapter II, attention was directed to the substantially larger
total money expenditures of white families in comparison with Negro
families at the same income level. The differences in food expendi-
tures, however, were usually greater than differences in total expendi-
tures for current living. Thus, Negro families generally devoted a
smaller proportion of their total expenditures to food than did white
families.

The relatively low food bills of Negro families reflect dietary habits
distinetly different from those of white families. The food consumed
by Negroes consists to a large degree of the simpler, less expensive
foods, such as potatoes, greens, cereals, and the cheaper cuts of meat.?
Furthermore, Negroes spent relatively little for food away from home,
even at the upper income levels. The factor of free food also explains
a small part of the racial differences in money expenditures for food,

1 The category food includes food prepared and eaten at home or carried in lunches to work or school,
meals purchased and eaten away from home, candy, soft drinks and liquor, and all food and drink repre-
sented in the family’s entertainment activities.

2 When expenditures for household operation and furnishings and equipment are added to those for
housing, and the sum treated as one category, home maintenance, food expenditures no longer ranked

first except in the lower part of the income scale among white families and at scattered income levels among
Negroes.

3 Edwards, Paul K.: The Southern Urban Negro as a Consumer (1932), pp. 56-58. See also U. 8.
Department of Agriculture Circular No. 507, Diets of Families of Employed Wage Earners and
Clerical Workers in Cities, Washington, 1939,
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FOOD

TaBLE 8.— Average expenditures for food
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

23

Average money expenditures for food
: Average
Per family
‘17::}11115 Pt |Total value
ood S 1 of food per
Income class Total Permeal | 900 00" | meal per
per equiv- without |eau ivalent
Away alent i1thou adult
Percentage from adult money
Amount of total home expense
money ex-
penditures !
$303 45.5 $11 $0. 094 $5 $0. 096
368 37.6 30 .13 8 115
389 32.9 39 . 124 22 .131
, ,499_ 448 32.4 56 . 135 13 . 139
$1,500-$1,749. __ 492 31.1 67 . 144 10 . 147
$1,750-$1,999_ __ 549 29.9 87 158 14 .162
$2,000-$2,249_ __ 586 29.4 108 . 164 6 . 166
$2,250-$2,499_ __ 612 27.6 93 181 19 . 187
$2,500-$2,999 _ _ 683 28.7 129 . 186 23 . 192
$3,000-$3,499_ _ _ 753 26.9 149 . 180 15 184
,500-$3,900_ _ _ 802 25.3 169 .197 25 . 203
$4,000-54,999___ 845 23.7 171 .201 42 .211
,000~-$7, . 1,019 22.0 198 212 36 219
$7,500 and over___________..__ 1,446 20.9 302 . 290 34 . 297
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
$223 39.7 $4 $0.070 $24 $0.078
- 269 40.2 2 . 086 28 . 005
328 36.8 14 . 096 23 .103
383 34.3 22 . 120 15 L1285
434 33.2 30 . 126 23 .133
508 33.3 45 . 145 22 .151
536 30.3 42 . 147 13 . 151
582 29.5 64 . 153 13 . 156
582 28. 4 55 .151 11 . 154
631 26.4 75 151 14 . 154
681 25.8 58 . 164 10 . 166
705 23.8 63 . 166 14 . 169
811 23.2 100 . 174 35 .182
996 20.1 98 195 25 . 200
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Under $250__... . ... __.__ $101 36.2 | .. $0. 033 $31 $0. 043
$250-$499_ .. . ________ 154 36.8 $3 . 053 43 . 068
$500-B749 ..o o.i... 228 36.2 8 .071 32 . 081
$750-$999___ ... . 260 32.0 11 .078 51 .093
$1,000-$1,249__________________ 303 29.8 16 . 087 66 . 106
$1,250-$1,499_ ______ _________. 331 27.5 33 . 092 47 . 105
$1,500-$1,749_ . . ______ .. 409 28.6 31 . 099 27 . 106
$1,750-$1,999. . _______..__ 414 25.6 35 L 132 21 . 139
$2,000-$2,249_ ___ . ____.____.__ 504 29.5 38 129 10 .132
$2,250~$2,499_ ... ... 504 27.6 30 .124 10 126
$2,500-$2,999. _ ____.__.________ 496 26.7 47 . 132 9 L134
$3,000-$3,499 563 23.9 32 .159 & . 160
$3,500-$3,999 490 18.0 19 .165 30 .192
4,000 and ov: 704 19.6 129 . 155 57 .168
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
Under $250. .. __._.________.. $82 38.2 $1 $0. 028 $41 $0. 042
$250-8499_ .. ... ______ 151 40.1 1 . 052 17 . 058
$500-$749__ ... ... _. 219 37.8 8 .074 13 .078
$750-9999____ ... 274 35.0 10 .087 25 . 095
$1,000-$1,249. _______._________ 333 33.2 19 .101 18 . 106
$1,250-$1,499________ - _ 384 30.2 58 .099 42 110
$1,500-$1,749_ . ___ ... 409 28.8 32 .19 12 L122
$1,750-$1,999_ _________________ 504 311 42 5 ) A P, .11
$2,000-$2,249_ . ________________ 465 29.9 17 .126 12 129
$2,250-$2,499. .. ... 457 24.4 41 . 130 12 .133
$2,500 and over___________.____ 562 27.4 23 . 155 19 . 160

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures used in this study.
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24 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

since, particularly in Atlanta, the money value of food obtained from
home gardens or as gift or pay was in most comparable income classes
larger among Negro families than among whites by amounts that
ranged from $10 to $50. (See table 8.)

Native white families in Atlanta spent about $300 a year, or $25 a
month for food at the income level $500 to $750, about $45 a month at
the median income interval ($1,750 to $2,000), and $120 in the highest
income group. While food expenditures increased almost fivefold
over the income range, they absorbed a sharply decreasing proportion
of total money expenditures, declining from over 45 percent of the
total, at the lowest income level, to only 21 percent at the highest.
(See table 8 and fig. 2.)

Similar tendencies prevailed among both the white families in
Columbia and Mobile and the Negro families in the two urban units.
Average food outlays by white families in Columbia-Mobile increased
more than four times, from about $19 a month for those with incomes
of $250 to $500 to $83 for those with incomes of $5,000 and more.
These expenditures represented 40 percent and 20 percent, respectively,
of total money expenditures for current living.

In Atlanta and the middle-sized cities, Negro families at the lowest
income levels studied (under $250) spent approximately $8 and $7 per
month, respectively, for food, or 36 and 38 percent of their total
money expenditures. Through the $2,000 income level, food outlays
increased in amount, but declined in relation to total expenditures at
succeeding income levels. In the income classes between $2,000 and
$4,000, however, the food expenditures reported by Atlanta Negro
families were relatively constant. KEven among families with incomes
of $2,500 and more in Columbia and Mobile, monthly food expendi-
tures amounted to less than $47, and among Atlanta Negro families
with incomes of $4,000 and more, less than $59.

Money expenditures per meal per equivalent adult.*—The rise over the
income scale in the amount spent for food is reflected in data on
money expenditures per person per meal. Atlanta white families
spent less than 10 cents per meal at the lowest income level and be-
tween 11 and 16 cents from $750 to $2,250. Such expenditures were
about 18 cents at the three levels from $2,250 to $3,500 and approxi-
mately 20 cents at the three succeeding income levels up to $7,500.
Families in the highest income class spent 29 cents per meal per equiva-
lent adult.

A comparable increase in money expenditures per meal and similar
terracing at the higher levels was observed among Columbia-Mobile
white families. Average outlay was under 10 cents, however, for

4 Expenditures per meal per person were computed on the basis of total money expenditures for food
(except for food eaten while traveling) divided by the number of equivalent adults who were wmembers of
the household. Persons who were in the household less than the full year and children whose food consump-

tion was less than an adult’s, were counted as fractions of an equivalent adult. For methods of computa-
tion and the fractions of standard food unit assigned to a given sex and age, see glossary, appendix B.
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Fig. 2
FOOD AS A PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL MONEY
EXPENDITURES AT SELECTED INCOME LEVELS
SOUTHEAST REGION, 1935-1936
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26 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

families with incomes below $1,000, and did not exceed 20 cents at
incomes over $5,000.

The extremely low money expenditures for food of Negro families
are strikingly portrayed in terms of their expenditures per meal.
In both city units, the Negro families with incomes below $250 re-
ported an average money expense of only 3 cents, and a total of food
consumed only a little over 4 cents. Average outlay per meal per
person exceeded 10 cents beginning only at the $1,500 level in the
middle-sized cities and the $1,750 level in Atlanta. At no income
level did such expenditures average as much as 17 cents.®

Food away from home.—The changing character of food expendi-
tures over the income range is shown in the proportion of the total
accounted for by food consumed away from home.* In Atlanta, for
example, white families with incomes of $500 to $750 spent an average
of less than $1 monthly for food away from home, or about 4 percent
of their total outlay for food. The amounts so spent rose rather
rapidly in succeeding income classes, and averaged at least $10 per
month in every group receiving $2,500 and over. At the top of the
income scale, families devoted an average of $25 per month to food
away from home, an amount that equalled one-fifth of money ex-
penditures for this category.

Among Negro families, however, no such uniform increase in ex-
penditures for food away from home was registered. Moreover, with
two exceptions, the average amounts so spent were never as much as
$4 per month. These data suggest that Southeastern Negro families,
even in comparatively comfortable circumstances, have not developed
the habit of frequently eating out.

Food obtained without money expense.— As already suggested, the
extremely small money outlay for food among Negro families in the
lowest income groups is explained in part by the fact that purchases
of food were often supplemented by food obtained from home gardens
or received as gift or pay. Among both racial groups average amounts
of such food varied rather widely from one income class to another,
without a consistent tendency toward either increase or decrease
along the income scale. (See table 8.)

5 While these data on food expenditures per meal per equivalent adult for Negro families at the lowest
incorne level appear to indicate a diet scarcely sufficient for survival, it has been found that Negro families
in the Southeast generally make food selections that yield them a maximum for the money spent both in
energy and in the necessary minerals. Consumption of cheap leafy vegetables or ‘‘greens’’ supplies calcinm
and iron and takes the place in part of the much more expensive milk and eggs. Inthe U. &. Department of
Agriculture Cireular No. 507, Diets of Families of Employed Wage Earners and Clerical Workers in Cities,
it is shown that among the Southern Negro families at the lowest economic level covered in that study
half spent between $0.67 and $1.32 per food-expenditure unit per week, but only 10 percent of the Southern
white families at that level spent less than $1.32 per food-expenditure unit per week.

It is possible, also, that the figures collected in the present study on the value of food obtained without
money expense may represent some understatement for the Negroes, particularly in the matter of food
received as gift or as part of pay.

6 The wide range of choice with respect to ‘“‘eating out” or using meals as an auxiliary to entertainment

affects the comparison of total food expenditures of families at different income levels, since the composition
of the food bill thus varies considerably along the income scale.
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Among white families food obtained without money expense rarely
added as much as 10 percent to the total expenditures for food, but
among Negroes, particularly in the low income groups, it often made
a substantial contribution to family nutrition. Among Atlanta
Negroes the value of free food averaged over 30 percent as much as
money expenditures for food by families with incomes under $250,
and up to the $1,500 level was at least 14 percent as great as food
purchases. In Columbia-Mobile, the value of free food obtained by
Negro families was half as much as money outlay for food at the
lowest income level, but thereafter did not exceed 11 percent of that
figure.

Intercity differences in food expenditures.—Among the white families,
money expenditures for food were quite consistently higher in Atlanta
than in the middle-sized cities. The differences were never more than
$100, however, nor even as much as $50 up to the $2,500 income level.
The amounts spent for food away from home were without exception
larger among Atlanta families, reflecting the facts both that eating out
is more common in a large than a middle-sized city, and, at the upper
income levels, that a large city offers more in the way of expensive
restaurants and night clubs. It is probable, also, that business and
professional men more frequently went home for lunch in Columbia
and Mobile than in Atlanta. At every income level above $1,000,
the differences in outlays for food away from home were slightly
greater than the differences in total money expenditures for food.
Between $500 and $1,000, the differences were almost entirely offset
by the large amounts of free food obtained in Columbia-Mobile.
Thus, it seems evident that the larger money expenditures of Atlanta
families for this category were not primarily attributable to higher
food prices but to differences in amounts of free food obtained or in
the outlay for food away from home.’

Although the value of food received without money expenditure
was usually small among white families, those in the middle-sized
cities tended to report the larger amounts up to the $2,250 income level
and the smaller amounts thereafter. It is likely that vegetable
gardens are less common in a large city than in one of smaller size,
which may account for the showing at the lower income levels.

Among Negro families, there were no consistent intercity differences
in total food expenditures. This is somewhat surprising since the
Negro families studied in Atlanta included those of seven or eight
members (type VII), which generally reported the highest food ex-
penditures. Among Negro families with incomes between $250 and
$2,000 the value of food received without money expense was uni-

7 See Works Progress Administration bulletin, Intercity Differences in Costs of Living in 59 Cities, March
1935, which indicates that food costs in Atlanta were higher than those in Mobile, but enough lower than

those in Columbia so that an average for Columbia and Mobile combined would approximate closely the
level for Atlanta,
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28 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

formly greater in Atlanta than in Columbia and Mobile. If these
amounts are added to money expenditures for food, the average total
value of food consumed was slightly higher for the Atlanta Negro
families than for those in the middle-sized cities.

Money expenditures for food among occupational groups.—Among
white families occupational differences in money expenditures for
food were not large. Wage-earner families spent somewhat more
than did those in other occupational groups in both city units. (See
table 9.) In Atlanta salaried business families tended to spend the
least for food, and in Columbia-Mobile, the salaried business and
professional families, ranked lowest. In Atlanta, however, these
differences appeared to be related more to family size than to occupa-
tion, since average expenditures per meal per person were closely
similar in each occupational group.®? (See table 10.) In Columbia-
Mobile, on the other hand, average outlay per meal per equivalent
adult was consistently higher among wage-earner families than among
other occupational groups, and relatively low among salaried business
and professional families.

TaBLE 9.— Average money expenditures for food, per family, by occupational group
WHITE FAMILIES

Atlanta Middle-sized cities
Inde- Salaried Inde- Salaried
Income class
Wage | Cleri- g;g&ee’;g Wage | Cleri- gﬁggfe’;g
earner | cal | and pro. | Busi- | Profes-| ®8T0€r | cal | oy 3 oro- | Busi- | Profes-
fessional | ness | sional fessional | ness | sional
$500-8749___________ $303 [©) [ m [0 $270 | $263 (1) My
$750-8999__ . __.___ 377 | $349 ) (1) [ 322 346 1 1)
$1,000-$1,249__._____ 390 387 O] ) Q] 392 377 $355 $380
$1,250-81,499________ 459 428 $452 $453 $452 445 428 428 403
$1,500-81,749________ 527 463 455 445 484 528 498 496 487
$1,750-$1,999__ - 593 518 563 510 539 554 530 526 522
$2,000-$2,249.__ - 561 603 633 561 559 629 570 555 |' 563
$2,250-$2,499__ - 598 645 531 603 605 614 575 584 560
$2,500-$2,999. - 721 680 714 618 703 [ [} 608 641
$3,000-$3,499__ . €9} o 704 785 739 (1) (1) 647 691
$3,500-$3,999__.____. 1y (1) 844 814 716 o (O] 711 702
$4,000-$4,999________ ()] ) 814 845 889 1) (1) 769 827
$5,000-$7,499_.______ O] o 1,006 | 1,029 | 1,017 0] O] (O] ®
NEGRO FAMILIES 3
$101 | (O O] (1) $82 $84
154 $196 $152 $95 152 142
228 235 221 223 221 192
260 265 277 245 275 269
301 331 302 304 341 302
329 319 363 345 372 419
[€)] 410 428 391 O] (O]
$1,750-$1,999__ [ 460 439 339 [ ®
$2,000-$2,249 . _____ ) 504 541 482 (1) (O]

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

2 Comparable data not available.

3 In Atlanta all Negro families in salaried business and professional occupations were classified together;
in the middle-sized cities all Negro families other than wage earner were classified together.

8 When the effect of the varying family type composition of the several occupational groups is eliminated,
the average total food expenditures of wage-earner families appear to have been little above the general
level, although salaried business families retained their low rank. (See appendix D.)
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TaABLE 10.—Average money expenditures per meal per equivalent aduli, by
occupational group

WHITE FAMILIES

Atlanta Middle-sized ecities
Inde- Salaried Inde- Salaried
Income class
Wage | Cleri- | pendent Wage | Cleri- | Pendent |
earner | cal business earner | cal | Pusiness
and pro- | Busi- | Profes- and pro- | Busi- | Profes-
fessional | ness | sional fessional | ness | sional
1
$500-$749 (O] 1y [¢)) $0. 087 ($0.081 Q] (O]
$750-$999_ __ . . N )] () (O] .096 | .097 (O] (1)
$1,000-$1,249______ . . 120 (1) 1) (0] .120 L121 $0. 111 $0. 125
$1,250-$1,499_ . . $0. 134 [$0.128 | $0.140 L 125 . 124 .132 .126
$1,500-$1,749 - . . .141 .141 . 149 . 145 . 148 . 143 L 136
$1,750-$1,99 . . . 164 . 179 . 158 L1583 | . 146 . 146 . 138
$2,000-$2,24! . . . . 158 L1171 .181 . 162 . 149 . 159 . 147
$2,250-$2,499 - . . .152 171 . 186 . 161 . 139 . 152 . 155
$2,500-$2,999__ - . . 175 | 176 . 210 (O] (1) . 144 . 154
$3,000~$3,499 .174 .183 181 ()] 1) . 158 . 166
$3,500~$3,999 L1898 | . 208 . 166 ") (] 157 .171
$4,000-$4,999 . 189 . 200 .220 [ (1) . 181 171
$5,000-$7,499 .213 | 212 .212 O] O] ® (&)
NEGRO FAMILIES 3
Under $250. ... $0. 033 ® (1) ) $0. 028. $0. 035
250-$499_.________. . 054 1$0.074 $0. 053 $0. 034 . 052 . 064

$500-$749_ L0701 .077 .074 . 076 075 . 064
$750-$999 .077 | .087 . 080 . 089 087 . 084
$1,000-$1,249________ . 084 . 093 . 106 11 .102 . 098
$1,250-$1,499_ .. . 088 . 107 .13 . 105 . 090 .126
$1,500-81,749_______.| (D) .17 .096 .085 ] O} 9}
$1,750-$1,999__ . [Q] .123 . 163 . 106 (O] (%)
$2,000-$2,249______._ 1) . 116 156 135 l 1) (O]

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

2 Comparable data not available.

3 In Atlanta all Negro families in salaried business and professional occupations were classified together;
in the middle-sized cities all Negro families other than wage earner were classified together.

There were no clear-cut occupational differences among white
families in either Atlanta or the middle-sized cities in the average
amounts spent for food away from home.’

In the case of Negro families differences among the occupational
groups in the average money expenditures for food in Atlanta were
generally even smaller than were those among the white families
in the same city. There was some tendency for clerical families to
rank high at the income levels between $250 and $1,250, and families
in the salaried group to rank low. At the income levels between
$1,500 and $2,250, where only white-collar families were represented,
the latter uniformly reported lower money expenditures than the
former (table 9). Expenditures per meal per equivalent adult were
generally smallest among wage-earner families, but no consistent
differences appeared among the white-collar groups (table 10). Wage-
earner and salaried families reported substantially larger amounts
of food received without money expense than families in the clerical
or self-employed group.* When these values are added to money

% See Tabular Summary, table 3.
10 See Tabular Summary, table 3,
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30 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

expenditures for food, wage-earner families stand out as having the
highest food consumption. It will be impossible to determine whether
this larger consumption is related to the greater needs for energy-
producing foods of men doing heavy manual labor, until further
analysis of data on foods consumed have been completed.

Expenditures for food away from home were so small and varied
so irregularly that no occupational pattern could be distinguished.
Indeed, at one income level or another between $250 and $1,500,
white families in each of the four occupational groups ranked both
highest and lowest."

TABLE 11.— Average money expenditures for food per family, by family type
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Family type Family type
Income class Income class
I IIand | IV and I Il and | IV and
1 v III v

$750-$990_____ ... .. $320 $370 $410 || $2,250-$2,499_ ___.__._____ $569 $621 $641
$1,000-$1,249 348 390 437 || $2,500-$2,900_____________ 594 851 761
$1,250-$1,499._ 407 453 476 || $3,000-$3,499____.___.____ 619 744 847
$1,500-$1 749 432 497 530 || $3,500-$3,999_ ___.________ 688 778 884
$1,750-$1,999_ 434 563 628 || $4,000-$4,999_____________ 668 829 933
$2,000-$2,249_ _ ____.__.___ 509 590 633 || $5,000-87,400_____________ 850 { 1,007 1,086

$500-9740_._______________.| $249 $261 $300 || $2,000-$2,249_____________ $466 $557 $665
999, 293 326 356 || $2,250-$2,499 508 558 635
339 387 419 || $2,500-$2,999 469 631 704
369 447 469 || $3,000- 560 669 758
421 513 566 i $3,500-$3,999 403 736 791
457 523 598 (| $4,000- 628 798 891
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
$146 $154 $1567 | $1,000-$1,249_____.____ ... $304 $328 $358
220 220 218 || $1,250-%1,499_ ... ___... 336 356 409
258 267 203 || $1,500-$2,249___.___.____. 409 390 526
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Family type !
Income class

I I III v v VI VIIL
$141 $166 $152 $149 $158 $171 $232
201 235 229 235 229 265 282
239 230 270 236 346 322 307
268 297 362 285 355 359 356
257 347 406 339 393 395 419
360 456 452 429 504 Q) 516

1 The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:
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).
1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).

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

t Averages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.

<

11 8ee Tabular Summary, table 3.
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Among the Negro families in Columbia and Mobile, where only
two occupational groups were distinguished, food expenditures for
the two groups were about the same at the lowest income level. At
the levels between $250 and $1,250 wage earners spent from $6 to
$39 more than white-collar families. When the money value of free
food is combined with money expenditures, it appears that the total
value of food reported by wage-earner families was slightly larger
than that reported by white-collar families at all levels up to $1,250.12

Money expenditures for food among family type groups—The im-
portance of family size in influencing food expenditures may be seen
from the remarkable consistency, among both whites and Negroes,
with which the two-person families reported the lowest average
money expenditures for food and the highest outlay per meal per
equivalent adult, and the large families, the highest total expendi-
tures and the lowest expenditures per meal per person. (See tables
11 and 12.)

TasLE 12.— Average money expenditures per meal per equivalent aduli, by family
type
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Family type! Family typet
Income class Income class

1 I1and | IV and I IIand | IV and

111 v IIT \
$0.108 | $0.090 || $2,250-$2,499__________.__ 3 $0.164 | $0.138
116 . 098 || $2,500-$2,999____ R .170 .151
130 107 (| $3,000-$3,490___. . 184 .152
.138 . 118 }| $3,500-3$3 999 ___ . 181 170
. 158 . 138 || $4,000-$4,999_ . __ . . 199 172
L 158 133 || $5,000-$7,499 . __________ . 288 .212 . 186

MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES

$0.073 || $2,000-$2,249____

.076 || $2,250-$2,409 208 | 146 7
1097 || $2,500-$2,999. 188 | 152 134
1106 || $3,000-$3,499_ 19| 165 150
2123 || $3,500-53,999 b 3| 1
2129 || $47000-84,900_ .- 11111 Tl ;e lire| sy
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
$250-$499_ ... $0.067 | $0.046 | $0.035 || $1,000-$1,249 . ___________ $0.137 | $0.097 | $0.076
$500-$749_ 090 | .085 | .051 || $1,250-31,499_ - o165 | losa| o83
§750-3999_ ... 117 080 | .o064 || $1,500-$2240 . (1T T 1860 106 -108

See footnotes at end of table,

12 See Tabular Summary, table 3.
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32 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaBLE 12.— Average money expenditures per meal per equivalent adult, by family
type—Continued

ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES

Family type!
Income class
I I 11 v \% v A\ H
$250-$490_ . $0.065 | $0.071 | $0.039 | $0.042 | $0.029 | $0.034 | $0.032
$500-8749. _ e aeao. .091 .076 . 058 .064 . 039 . 054 . 039
$750-8999_ ___ .. - 107 .073 . 065 . 064 . 061 . 062 .041
$1,000-$1,249_ - .119 . 096 . 087 .075 . 062 .073 047
$1,250-$1,499_ - .115 .107 .104 . 088 L0711 . 080 . 053
$1,500-$2,249______.______ - .164 .143 .13 .107 . 086 [¢5] .073

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

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 1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or over, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of § or 6).
VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

{Fewer than 3 cases.

Among white families, expenditures for food away from home were
in general greatest among families with three to six members, at least
three of them over 16 (types IV and V), particularly at the income
levels beginning with $1,750.2 The showing was by no means so
clear, however, as in respect to total food expenditures. In Atlanta,
the two-person families ranked somewhat higher in such expenditures
than those with children; but in Columbia-Mobile, where outlay for
food away from home was generally lower than in Atlanta, the addi-
tion of one or two children appeared to have no effect on expenditures
for eating out. Among the Negro families, expenditures for food
away from home were so small and so irregular that no family type
differences were apparent. In Atlanta, however, where families of
seven or eight members (type VII), were studied, such families had
the lowest average expenditures of this kind.

The inverse relationship between expenditures per meal per person
at given income levels, and family size is well illustrated among the
white families in Atlanta. An average expenditure per meal per per-
son of more than 15 cents was reported by two-person families in this
group at all income levels above $1,000; by families of one or two
children under 16 at all levels above $1,750; and by the other families
(types IV and V) only at the levels above $2,500. The indicated
relationship was probably due both to the fact that food costs per
person are somewhat lower when food is purchased and prepared in
relatively large quantities, and to the fact that larger families, par-
ticularly at the lower income levels, are likely to restrict their purchase
to cheaper foods than those used by small families.

13 See Tabular Suminary, table 3.
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Although the showing was by no means clear, there is evidence that
the larger families tended to obtain the greatest amount of food with-
out money expenditure, probably because home ownership, and con-
sequently the cultivation of vegetable gardens, was most common
among those families. Among the white families, those containing
only the husband and wife generally reported the least “free food.”
Among the Negroes, however, the money value of free food did not
vary so closely with family size as it did in the case of white families.
In Atlanta the two-person Negro families usually reported more free
food than did those with one or two children. This may result in
part from the fact that members of two-person families were more
often employed as domestic servants than were members of families
with children. Among the other family types, those with seven or
eight members ranked high in reported value of free food, while those
with at least three members over 16 in addition to husband and wife
(types IV and V), together with the two-person families, came next,
and the families with from one to four children under 16 were lowest.

Summary.—Food expenditures, while of predominant importance
in the family budget, lost steadily as a percentage of total money
expenditures in successively higher income classes. Thus, at the
lowest economic levels studied, food took close to 40 percent of total
money expenditures among both white and Negro families, but only
a little more than half as great a proportion at the top of the income
scale. Negro families spent substantially less than whites at corre-
sponding income levels.

In accordance with expectations, family composition had a clear
influence on expenditures for food in both racial groups, the amount
varying quite directly with family size.
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Chapter IV
Home Maintenance

Next to food, housing was the most important category in the budg-
ets of families studied in the Southeastern cities included in the investi-
gation. When housing expenditures are combined with those for
household operation and for furnishings and equipment, to form a
broader group (home maintenance), the average expenditures for the
total exceeded those for food among white families above the $1,000
income level in both city units, and among Negroes at almost all levels
in Atlanta.

Housing.'—The housing category differs somewhat from the others
distinguished in the present study of urban families because of the
fact that home owners and families occupying houses furnished to
them as a gift or as a part of pay were sufficiently numerous at each
income level to make the average money expenditures an inadequate
representation of the housing obtained during the year. Accordingly,
the data on housing expenditures presented here comprise all money
outlays for the family home (including fuel, light, and refrigeration)
and for lodging for family members away from home, together with
the occupancy value of housing obtained without money expense.? As
indicated in chapter I, such occupancy values were also included as
a part of total family income, realized in the form of housing rather
than cash.

t Caution must be exercised in making comparison of housing data presented in this chapter and those
presented ip vol.I,ch. VI. The discussion in vol. I, based on the short schedule used with the large random
sample, was concerned solely with the family home, for which data were presented on rents paid by renting
families and the rental values of houses occupied by their owners. The present chapter covers the occupancy
value of all housing, regardless of tenure, and the expenditures for lodging away from home. In vol. I,
money expenditures for fuel, light, and refrigeration were included only when they could not be separated
from the rent figure; in this chapter, such expenditures are in all cases included. The imputed value of
home ownership, as reported on the family schedule and presented in vol. I, was an estimated figure; the
data in this chapter on nonmoney value of housing are calculated on the basis of actual money expenditures
of home-owning families. In vol. I, the averages at any given income level, for all families and for families
of specified occupational groups, include the large 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 include
families with no gainfully employed members, likewise excluded from the expenditure sample.

1 The net occupancy value of owned homes was computed by subtracting from the rental value of the
dwelling for the period of occupancy all expenditures for mortgage interest, refinancing charges, taxes, repairs,
and insurance. Permanent improvements and payments on the principal of the mortgage were considered
investments, and not current expenditures for family living. Expenditures for fuel, light, and refrigeration

were combined with those for housing because among renters the rent figure reported often included one or
more of these items. (See Tabular Summary, table 4-A.)
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TABLE 13.—- Average expenditures for home maintenance
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

35

Average expenditure Percentage of total expenditure
& Housing & E 2 Housing s E
= g 2, | = & o
e ~ % | o8 13 ~ °. | o8
Income class g8 2 |=2| 58 | g8 B |=a| 58
3 - 2 |82 |22 g - 2 |28 | E&
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g g T | 2 |% |2€|g | B | 41818 |=8
° S 1S ElE |2 |2 & & B8 I35
= s lZz |83 |= |= 2|z |"d s
$229 $178 | $1738 $5 $27 $24 | 33.9 | 26.3 | 26.0 0.3 4.0 3.6
339 252 242 10 44 43 | 34.1 | 25.3 | 24.3 1.0} 4.4 4.4
419 291 270 21 54 74 [ 34.3 | 23.8 ; 22.9 .9 4.4 6.1
477 339 | 313 26 75 63 133.6(23.9|22.7| 12| 53 4.4
562 378 | 330 48 | 100 84 1343 |23.1(2.9( 22| 6.1 5.1
639 435 | 384 51| 133 71 133.6|229|2.2| 2.7 7.0 3.7
669 445 | 380 65 | 132 921324 |21.6185] 31| 6.4 4.4
748 508 | 437 71| 164 76 32,5 |22119.8] 23| 7.1 3.3
802 529 420 109 193 80 | 3.9 | 21.1 ¢} 16.7 4.4 7.6 3.2
993 635 527 108 266 92 | 34.0 4 21.7 | 18.8 2.9 9.1 3.2
1,127 736 575 161 293 98 1 33.5 | 22.0 | 18.1 3.9 8.6 2.9
1,262 799 623 176 367 96 | 33.4 | 21.1 | 17.5 3.6 9.8 2.5
1, 580 920 646 274 520 140 | 31.8 | 18.5 1 13.0 55| 10.5 2.8
2,334 1,379 805 574 728 227 131011831118 651 9.7 3.0
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
250-$499____________ .. $229 $195 | $171 | $24 | $23 | $11 | 37.6 | 32.0| 30.5| 1.5 | 3.8 1.8
500-$749 253 201 178 23 29 23 1351 27.9 26.7 1.2 4.0 3.2
750-$999_ __ 323 257 228 29 41 25 134.21)27.2| 25.5 1.7 4.4 2.6
1,000-$1,249 406 206 265 31 62 48 1 34.91 25.5 1 23.8 L7 5.3 4.1
1,250-$1,499__ _ 489 335 281 54 81 73(1353]241 ] 216 2.5 5.9 5.3
$1,500-81,749__ _ 563 394 319 75 101 68 (34 7| 24.3] 20.9 3.4 6.2 4.2
1,750-$1,999 . _ 642 434 | 364 70 | 137 71 (34.7]23.5]20.6| 29| 7.4 3.8
2,000-$2,249 _ 705 472 1 384 88| 154 791340228 19.4| 3.4 7.4 3.8
2,250-$2,499 . 743 498 | 380 | 109 | 172 7313432301189 | 41| 7.9 3.4
2,500-$2,999 910 612 472 140 226 72| 35.8 | 24.1{ 19.8 4.3 8.9 2.8
3,000-$3,499_ __ 988 630 464 166 278 80 | 35.0 | 22.3 | 17.5 4.8 9.9 2.8
3,500-$3,999_ _ 1,113 695 528 167 325 93 | 35.4 1 22.1 | 17.8 4.3 ]10.3 3.0
4,000-$4,999 _ __ L2785 802 612 190 365 108 | 34.2 | 21.5 | 17.5 4.0 9.8 2.9
5,000 and over. ... 1,887 | 1,123 1 758t 365! 55110 213135312101 153! 57! 10.3 4.0
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
$155 $137 | $109 | $28 $10 [ 45.9 | 40.5 | 32.2 | 83| 2.4 3.0
183 163 147 16 11 93823401307 3.3 2.3 1.9
223 187 175 12 18 18 | 33.1 ) 27.7 | 25.9 18 2.7 2.7
. 278 221 190 31 25 32 | 31.1 1247|213 3.4 2.8 3.6
$1,000-$1,249 353 274 219 55 33 46 1 31.0 | 24.1 | 19.2 4.9 2.9 4.0
$1,250~-$1,409 420 305 232 73 58 57 [ 3L.7 1230|175 5.5 4.4 4.3
$1,500-$1,749 479 350 259 91 79 50 | 30.8 | 22.5 | 16.7 5.8 5.1 3.2
$1,750-$1,999 511 401 374 27 77 33 [30.7 | 24.1] 225 1.6 4.6 2.0
$2,000-$2,249 585 445 326 119 100 40 | 31.8 | 24.2 | 17.7 6.5 5.4 2.2
$2,250-$2,499 645 464 337 127 94 87 | 32.9]23.7|17.2 6.5 4.8 4.4
$2,500-$2,999 . 857 464 296 168 119 74| 32.3 228 14.6 8.2 5.9 3.6
$3,000-$3,499 772 484 373 111 214 74 | 31.2 1 19.6 | 15. 1 4.5 8.6 3.0
$3,500-$3,999_ 685 470 405 65 184 311|239 16.4 | 14.1 2.3 6.4 1.1
$4,000 and over...____ 1,031 667 | 407 | 260 255! 109 1264117111041 6.7 6.5 2.8
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
Under $250  ______ $121 $L11 $92 $19 $8 $2 | 44.2 | 40.6 | 33.6 7.0 2.9 0.7
$250-3499 . . 152 135 119 16 10 71371330201 3.9 2.4 1.7
$500-$749 190 158 138 20 15 17 [ 3L.0 | 25.8 1 22.5 3.3 2.4 2.8
$750-$999. . 250 198 165 33 23 29 | 20.7 | 23.5 | 19.6 3.9 2.7 3.5
$1,000-51,249_ 339 254 181 73 32 53 | 31.0 ) 23.3 | 16.6 6.7 2.9 4.8
$1,250-%1,499_____ 363 271 173 98 43 49 1 25.7 1 19.2{ 13.2 6.0 3.0 3.5
1,500-$1,749. . 431 332 244 88 79 20 | 28.4 | 21.9 | 16.1 5.8 5.2 1.3
$1,750-$1,999_ _ . 521 358 375 | —17 39 124 1 32.4 | 22.3 | 23.3 |—-1.0 2.4 7.7
$2,000-$2,249 _ _ . 461 351, 258 42 [ 27.8 1 21.2 | 15.6 5.6 4.1 2.5
$2,250-$2,499__ _ 681 465 248 217 109 107 | 32.4 ) 22.1 | 11.8 | 10.3 5.2 5.1
$2,500 and over________ 686 430 366 64 148 108 132212021175 2.7 6.9 5.1

! Includes all current money expenditures for the family home and the vacation home (mortgage interest,
taxes, repairs, and insurance for owned homes, and rent for rented homes) and expenditures for lodging for

the family members away from home, including room rent at school.

Expenditures for fuel, light, and

refrigeration are combined with expenditures for housing, since rent as paid by many families included one

or more of these items.

(See Tabular Summary, table 4A.)

? Includes imputed income from home ownership and rent received as gift or pay, and the value of fuel

obtained without money expense.

3 Includes expenditures for household help, laundry, telephone, water rent, and other items of household
operation,
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36 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN OCITIES

Average expenditures for housing, like those for food, increased
fairly steadily over the income range among both white and Negro
families. (See table 13.) White families in Atlanta spent only $178,
or about $15 a month, at the income level $500 to $750; those at the
median income interval ($1,750 to $2,000) spent $36 per month; and
those with incomes of $7,500 or more spent $115 per month, or over
seven times as much as those receiving $500 to $750. Increases in
housing expenditures were neither so rapid nor quite so regular among
Negro families. In Atlanta, Negro families with incomes below $250
spent an average of about $11 a month, while those with incomes of
$4,000 and more spent almost $56.

Since these outlays increased more slowly than total expenditures,
they absorbed a declining proportion of the total at succeeding in-
come levels. Thus, among white families in Atlanta, housing took
more than one-fourth of total expenditures of families with incomes
of $500 to $750, whereas among families with incomes of $7,500 and
more, less than one-fifth went into housing. Similarly, in Columbia
and Mobile, white families allocated only about two-thirds as large
a proportion of total expenditures to housing at the top of the income
scale as at the bottom. Among Negro families in both city units
the decline in relative importance of the housing category was from
40 percent of total expenditures at the lowest income level studied
to 20 percent or less in the highest income class studied in each
city unit.? )

White families rather consistently reported larger average housing
expenditures than did Negroes at the same income level. While the
differences were not very great in the lower part of the income range,
they were large enough to be significant at most income levels. This
racial difference was chiefly accounted for by differences in money
expenditures for housing since for all but a few scattered income
levels in both city units the value of housing obtained without money
expense was at least as great among Negroes as among white families
in the same income class.

A part of the difference in level of housing expenditures between
white and Negro families is undoubtedly explained by differences in
facilities obtained. Although there was little difference between the
two racial groups in Atlanta in the number of persons per room, the
percentage having a central furnace was consistently higher among
white families than among Negroes at the same income level, while
the percentage without running hot water, electric lights, and inside
flush toilet was much greater among the Negroes. Up to the $2,000
level in Atlanta 40 percent or more of the Negro families in Atlanta

3 Money expenditures for housing were consistently lower, up to the $3,000 level, among white families
in Atlanta than among those in Providence, Columbus, and Omaha. In the case of Negro families, like-

wise, those in Atlanta at almost every income level reported smaller average housing outlays than did
those in Columbus.

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



HOME MAINTENANCE 37

reported that their dwellings were without any of these facilities. In
this connection it should be recalled that all but 5 percent of the
Negro families in Atlanta had incomes under $1,500." Among white
‘families, on the other hand, more than four out of five families above
the $500 level had at least these three minimum facilities. Similarly
indicating a difference in facilities is the fact that a much smaller
proportion of the Negro than of the white renting families reported
that the rent paid included such items as electric refrigeration, light,
heat, or garage.’

Among white families, housing expenditures were closely similar in
Atlanta and the middle-sized cities for corresponding income groups,
although, contrary to what might be expected, the averages for
Columbia-Mobile tended to be slightly larger than those for Atlanta.
With respect to money expenditures for housing considered sepa-
rately, however, Atlanta families generally ranked higher than those
in the middle-sized cities.® Among Negro families the more usual
relationships between city size and housing expenditures obtained,
with respect both to dollar expenditures and total value of housing,
Atlanta families generally reporting larger average amounts than
those in the middle-sized cities.

TaBLE 14.—Percentage of families reporting home ownership

White families Negro families
Income class Middl Middl
iddle- iddle-
Atlanta | ;i0q cities Atlanta sized cities

_____________________________________________ 0] ™
0}

4 9
9 14

18 21

18 28

$1,500-$1,749 2 42
$1,750-$1,999___ 27 34
$2,000-$2, 249 __ 33 41
$2,250-$2,499___ 35 47
$2,500-$2,099. ) 40 49
$3,000-$3,499_ - 43 50
$3,500-$3,999  __ 51 61
$4,000-84,999. 59 55
$5,000-$7,499 66 281

$7,500 and over _ 88 )

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

2 In the middle-sized cities all white families with incomes of $5,000 and over were combined.
3 In Atlanta the Negro families with incomes of $4,000 and over were combined.

4+ In the middle-sized cities Negro families with incomes of $2,500 and over were combined.

Home ownership and housing value.—Since the imputed income of
home owners constituted the major portion of the nonmoney housing
values, the magnitude of these values (as averaged for all families at

4 See vol. I, ch. L.
8 Based on tabulations to appear in a later bulletin.

¢ The Works Progress Administration report Intercity Differences in Costs of Living in 59 Cities,
March 1935, indicates substantially larger housing costs in Atlanta than in either Columbia or Mobile.
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38 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

a given income level) depended largely on the proportion of families
that owned their homes. Among both whites and Negroes in the
two city units, the proportion of home owners increased rapidly in
successive income classes. Below the $1,000 level in Atlanta and the
$750 level in Columbia-Mobile less than 10 percent of the white
families reported home ownership, while at least half were owners in
the income groups above $3,500 in Atlanta and $3,000 in the middle-
sized cities. Among Negro families home owners outnumbered
renters in all income classes above $1,250 in Atlanta and above
$1,500 in Columbia-Mobile. Even among families with incomes
below $500, about 10 percent owned their homes.

In general, home ownership was less common among white families
at given incomes in the Southeast than among those in all other cities
of comparable size except in New England. The proportion of Negro
families reporting home ownership, however, was higher in Atlanta
than in Columbus, Ohio, at all income levels between $750 and $2,500.

For home owners considered separately the average net money value
of occupancy of homes owned by white families amounted to more
than $100 at virtually all income levels, and to more than $600 for
Atlanta families with incomes of $7,500 and over.” Except at the
lower end of the income scale Negro owners reported smaller net
values for occupancy than did white owners in the same income class.
Among families in the upper part of the income range the difference
was quite substantial, particularly in Atlanta.

Household operation.—This category included two main groups of
items—household help, and supplies and services. Unlike expendi-
tures for housing, those for household operation increased more
rapidly than total expenditures, with the result that among the higher
income groups they absorbed a substantially larger share of total
expenditures than in the lower part of the income scale. (See table
13.) Thus, both in Atlanta and the middle-sized cities, and among
families of both races, the proportion of total expenditures devoted to
household operation more than doubled over the income range. White
families in Atlanta, for example, with incomes of $7,500 or over spent
an average of more than $60 per month for household operation, or
over half as much as for housing, whereas those at the median in-
terval ($1,750 to $2,000) averaged only about $11 per month, or less
than one-fourth as much as for housing, and those with incomes of
$500 to $750, little more than $2, barely one-sixth as much as for
housing.?

7 The average value of imputed income received by home owners may be computed by dividing the
average value of such income for all families by the percentage of families reporting home ownership. (See
Tabular Summary, table 4-A.)

8 Comparison of the average outlays for household operation reported by white families in the Southeast
and by families in other cities of comparable size included in the Study of Consumer Purchases indicates

that expenditures of families in the Southeast were uniformly high, beginning at the $750 level. ‘This fact
is in interesting contrast to the relatively low housing expenditures of Southeastern families.
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TaBLE 15.—Average money expenditures for household operation
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

39

Paid household help
R Other
Income class Total Families reporting servi(tlzes
: an
Amount supplies
Percent- | Average
age amount
8 $88 $20
20 ¢ 30 38
17 41 47
27 44 63
30 93 72
49 96 86
51 100 81
52 115 104
80 104 110
86 170 120
81 198 133
88 244 152
99 345 178
97 243
____________________________________________ 9 $11 $22
__________ 16 31 24
__________ 28 28 33
$1,000-$1,249 32 44 48
$1,250-$1,499 40 68 54
$1,500-$1,749 51 65 68
$1,750-$1,999 66 85 81
$2,000-$2,249 63 102 90
$2,250~$2,499 64 112 100
$2,500-$2,999 73 142 122
$3,000-$3,499__ _ 91 168 125
$3,500-$3,999.__ 94 202 135
$4,000-$4,999 96 223 151
$5,000 and over 97 366 196
88 | e $8
11 ™ 1 $1 11
18 ™* 4 10 18
25 *) 2 10 25
33 $1 3 33 32
58 1 3 33 57
79 12 13 92 67
77 6 9 67 71
100 17 27 63 83
94 9 17 53 85
119 18 24 75 101
214 79 46 172 135
184 68 40 170 116
255 99 60 165 156
CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES

__________________________________________ $8 ()] 3 $2 $8
______ D U 2 DRSS FSPURI PP, 10
______ 15 * 1 40 15
...... 23 $1 2 50 22
32 1 6 17 31
43 6 11 54 37
79 27 48 56 52
$1,750-$1,999 39 7 14 50 32
$2,000-$2,249 68 5 22 23 63
$2,250-$2,499___ . 109 20 24 83 89
$2,500 and over. 148 69 64 108 79

*Less than $1.
125018°—40——4
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40 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

Of the two constituents included under household operation, ex-
penditures for paid household help were far more elastic than those
for supplies and services. (See table 15.) Thus, among white
families with incomes of less than $3,000 in both Atlanta and the
middle-sized cities, expenditures for household help were less than
those for other items of household operation, such as telephone,
laundry, and miscellaneous items like stationery. Among families
with incomes above $3,000, however, expenditures for paid household
help were much larger than those for other household operation. The
outlay for household help was consistently smaller among Negro than
among white families at the same income level.

Much of the increase over the income scale in the expenditures for
household help was attributable to the increasing proportion of fami-
lies reporting such help. Among white families in the two city units,
fewer than one in ten reported household help at the lowest income
levels studied, but more than four out of five at the income levels
above $3,000 had such help and almost every family with an income
of $5,000 or more had expenditures for domestic service. Among
Negro families, by contrast, more than one-half reported payments
for household help only at the highest income levels studied.

Preliminary examination of the detailed data on expenditures for
household operation indicates that laundry expense was of major
importance, with telephone costs running second. At the lowest in-
come levels, families spent more for laundry supplies for washing at
home than for laundry sent out. At higher income levels, however,
this relationship was reversed, since the average expense for laundry
supplies varied little with income, while that for laundry sent out
increased rapidly even among Negro families. Average outlays for
telephone service also rose rapidly at succeeding income levels.?

Expenditures for household operation reported by white families
were usually lower in Atlanta than in the middle-sized cities, whereas
among Negro families the reverse situation obtained. The larger
expenditures by white families in the middle-sized cities was due to
the higher proportion of families employing household help, and hence
the larger average outlays for that item. When the expenditures of
families employing help are compared, there were no significant differ-
ences in amounts so spent. Moreover, there were no intercity differ-
ences in expenditures for household supplies and services other than
help.

Racial differences in expenditures for household operation were
much greater with respect to paid household help than with respect to
such relatively standardized items as telephone, laundry, and the like.
Taking all household operation expenditures together, however, white
families in each city unit uniformly spent more than Negro families
with the same income.

? Based on tabulations appearing in a later bulletin.
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Furnishings and equipment.—The character of expenditures for
furnishings and equipment is very different from that of the categories
previously discussed. Included in this category is a wide variety of
items such as kitchenware, glass, china, linens, furniture, and other
durable items such as refrigerators. At any given income level, the
majority of families spent relatively small sums on routine items that
must be replaced frequently, while occasional families made large
purchases of durable equipment. As a result of the character of this
category of consumption, the range of expenditures for families within
a given income class is much wider than appears in average expendi-
tures at successive income levels, and these averages do not, therefore,
necessarily represent the level of spending for the majority of the
families studied.

Average expenditures for this category were under $100 up to the
$3,500 level. There was a tendency for amounts spent to increase
with income, particularly among the Negro families. The rise was
not regular, however. In the middle-sized cities, for example, the
average expenditures of white families in the income group between
$1,250 and $3,500 varied irregularly from $68 to $80.

There was no consistent tendency for white families to devote an
increasing share of their total expenditures to furnishings and equip-
ment. The proportion of the total so spent generally ranged between
2 and 6 percent. In the case of Negro families the proportion varied
somewhat more widely over the income scale, but increased fairly
consistently in the income groups below $1,500 in Atlanta and below
$1,250 in the middle-sized cities.

Expenditures for furnishings and equipment, though erratic in
their behavior, tended to run higher in Atlanta than in the smaller
cities throughout the income range in the case of white families, and
below the $1,750 level in the case of Negro families.

Although in Atlanta the Negro families reported almost uniformly
smaller average amounts spent on furnishings and equipment than
white families, the reverse was often the case in the middle-sized
cities.

Expenditures for home maintenance.— When expenditures for housing,
household operation, and furnishings and equipment are considered
together, they amount to something over $200 among native white
families even at the income level of $250 to $500 in the Southeastern
communities, rising steadily to more than $2,300 for Atlanta families
with incomes of $7,500 and more. Among the Negro families with
incomes below $250, this important group of expenditures amounted
to $155 in Atlanta and a little over $120 in the smaller cities. As
among white families, there was a fairly steady, although less rapid,
increase at successive income levels, the average amount reaching
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42 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

$1,031 among that very small proportion of Atlanta Negro families
with incomes of $4,000 and more.

In spite of the effect of the housing category on the figures for
home maintenance, among white families there was practically no
decline over the income range in the proportion of total expenditures
devoted to home maintenance. There was, however, a fairly sub-
stantial decline among the Negroes. Such outlays amounted to more
than 30 percent of total expenditures for current living among white
families at all income levels in both Atlanta and the middle-sized
cities. Among Atlanta Negro families home maintenance absorbed
between 31 and 33 percent of total expenditures in the income range
between $500 and $3,500, but less than 30 percent above that level.
In the middle-sized cities there was no regular decline in the relative
importance of the home maintenance category above the $1,000 level,
although the proportion of total expenditures allocated to this group
fell below 30 percent in several income groups.

When expenditures for total home maintenance are taken as a group,
Atlanta families had larger expenditures than did those in the middle-
sized cities among both white and Negro families. The slightly
larger expenditures for housing and furnishings and equipment by
Atlanta families outweighed the higher outlays of the families in the
smaller cities for household help.

While neither income nor city size exerted a substantial and con-
sistent influence on the proportion of total expenditures going for
home maintenance, white families consistently spent more for total
home maintenance than Negro families at comparable income levels,
in both Atlanta and Mobile-Columbia. In Atlanta, the differences
between the two racial groups in expenditures for home maintenance
were about the same as the differences in outlays for food, expendi-
tures by Negroes generally ranging from about 70 to 90 percent of
expenditures by white families for both categories. In the middle-
sized cities, however, the differences between white and Negro families
were substantially larger in respect to home maintenance than they
were with respect to food. Food expenditures reported by Negro
families were generally 80 to 90 percent as large as those of white
families; their home maintenance outlays, on the other hand, with
one exception, never amounted to more than 75 percent of the expend-
itures of white families.

Racial differences in the relationship between money expenditures
for food and home maintenance are worth noting. Among white
families in both city units, food expenditures exceeded expenditures
for home maintenance at the income levels below $1,000, were roughly
equal to the latter at succeeding levels up to $1,750, and then dropped
consistently below home-maintenance expenditures. Among the
Negro families, on the other hand, expenditures for home maintenance
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exceeded those for food at the lowest and highest income levels
studied in each city unit, but throughout the middle income ranges,
food expenditures were generally the higher.

Housing expenditures among occupational groups.—There were some
rather clear differences among the occupational groups studied in the
Southeast in the level of expenditures for housing. Among white
families, those in wage-earner occupations consistently reported
smaller housing values than did other occupational groups. (See
table 16.) Differences among the other groups were considerably less
clear. In both city units, however, families in the salaried business
and professional groups tended to have the largest expenditures for
housing.

The proportion of home owners among wage-earner families was
higher than for any occupational group except the self-employed.!?
This fact suggests that average equities in homes owned by wage
earners were lower than for other groups, either because of larger
mortgages or because they owned smaller, or less expensively built
houses. Among the other groups, families of self-employed workers
tended to rank high in value of housing in the middle-sized cities, but
in Atlanta salaried workers ranked as high as or higher than self-
employed groups.

For Negro families occupational differences in money expenditures
for housing and in housing value were not well-defined. In Atlanta
clerical families more often ranked higher in money outlay for this
category than did the other groups, but in the middle-sized cities
wage-earner families spent more than white-collar groups. In total
money value of housing, Negro wage earners tended to rank relatively
low in both city units, and in Atlanta salaried business and professional
families were generally highest.! On the whole, the data for Negro
families indicate that occupation was without much influence on the
level of housing expenditures.

Expenditures for household operation and furnishings among occupa-
tional groups.—Among the white families studied, those in the wage-
earner group ranked low not only in housing expenditures but also
in outlay for household operation.’? Families in independent business
and professional groups, on the other hand, spent the most for such
items in both Atlanta and Columbia-Mobile.'* This showing was
particularly clear with respect to paid help in the middle-sized cities,
and with respect to other household operation expenses in Atlanta.!*

10 See Tabular Summary, table 4~A. When housing data were examined for the several occupational groups
with family type held constant, wage-earner families still ranked low in eomparison with those in other
oceupations, both in money expenditures for housing and in money value of housing. (See appendix D.)

11 See Tabular Summary, table 4-A.

12 See Tabular Summary, table 5.

13 This occupational difference is maintained when the effect of differences in family type composition

of the several occupational groups is eliminated. (See appendix D.)
4 See Tabular Summary, table 5.
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44 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaBLE 16.— Average espenditures for housing,! by occupational group
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Indte end- Salaried
ent busi-
Income class Zg&g; Clerical | ness and
profes- Business Profes-
sional usine: sional
$750-$999_ .. $247 $261 ) ® ®
$1,000-81,249_ e 281 303 ®) 15} @
$1,250-$1,499. .. 319 355 $372 $380 $387
$1,500—$1,749A ________ 345 392 432 438 431
$1,750-81,999 e 414 446 434 423 497
$2, 000—$2 249 e 393 465 482 490 477
$2,250-$2,499_ - 497 508 508 527 530
$2,500—$2,999_ 475 533 600 546 526
$3,000-$3,499 (] (O] 707 587 661
$3,500-$3,999 ( (* 769 736 696
$4,000-$4,99! 3 ® 883 769 794
$5,000-$7,49 ® ® 975 899 830

MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES

$500-$749. . ___________ e $200 $216 @ 0]
$750-$999. . ___________ _ 254 269 ® ®)
$1,000-$1,249 ) 284 304 $336 $314
$1,250-81,499 e 306 362 383 337
$1,500~$1,749. ) 354 434 424 304
$1,750-81,999. 391 458 443 460
$2,000~$2,249 439 475 503 492
$2,250-$2,499 483 495 518 512
2,500-$2, ® ) 601 616
$3,000-$3,409 ® ® 601 639
$3,500-$3,999. O] (9 746 673
$4,000-$4,009_ LTI ® ® 795 803

gy wl oo
$50 -

$750-$999_ _ 247 285
$1,000~$1,24! 270 310 293 288
$1,250~$1,409_ 292 335 356 354
$1,500-$1,749_ [Q] 319 362 370
$1,750~$1,999.__ - (%) 420 345 441
$2,000-$2,249_ e * 377 555 488

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.

2 Expendlture schedules not taken for families at this income level.

3 In the middle-sized cities all Negro families in oceupations other than wage earner were classified together,

In expenditures for furnishings and equipment occupational rela-
tionships were not very clear, probably because of the miscellaneous
character of the category and the wide variations from year to year
in the amount spent by individual families. In Atlanta, families of
wage earners, which ranked low in outlay for housing and household
operation, spent more for furnishings and equipment at given income
levels than did any other group, while those in self-employed business
and professional occupations spent less than the others,!

15 See Tabular Summary, table 2.
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As in the case of housing, occupational differences among Negroes
in the level of spending for household operation and furnishings were
insignificant. In Atlanta, variations in expenditures for the former
category were associated directly with variations in value of housing,
the occupational group with the highest housing values—salaried
business and professional—reporting the largest outlay for household
operation, and the wage-earner families, the smallest. With respect
to furnishings and equipment, on the other hand, the salaried group
generally spent less than other families in the same income class,
but there was little difference among the other occupations.

Expenditures for home maintenance among occupational groups.-—
Since, among white families, expenditures for housing and household
operation both were relatively low for the wage-earner group, families
in this occupational category ranked low also in total expenditures
for home maintenance. (See table 17.) Families of salaried business
and professional workers in both city units had relatively large ex-
penditures for this combined category, chiefly because of their rank
with respect to outlay for housing.

Among Negro families, the salaried business and professional group
in Atlanta and the clerical group in Columbia-Mobile tended to report
larger expenditures for home maintenance than other families in their
respective communities. As already indicated, however, there is
little clear evidence that occupation was a factor of any real signifi-
cance in its effect on the pattern of spending of Negro families for
the categories included in home maintenance.

Expenditures for home maintenance among family type groups.—
Family size and composition had no pronounced influence on expendi-
tures for categories included in home maintenance in either city unit.
Such family type differences as were found, like oceupational differ-
ences, were better defined among white families than among Negroes.

On the whole, the only consistent difference in housing among
white families of varying composition was found in the proportion
of home owners. In both city units the families with at least three
members over 16 (types 1V and V) reported home ownership with
greater relative frequency than did other families.!® This difference
corresponds with that found in communities surveyed in other regions,
and suggests that the greater prevalence of home ownership among
such families was associated with the fact that they are usually older
than other families included in the Study. In general, two-person
families ranked next in the proportion of owners, probably because
this group includes elderly couples whose children are no longer at
home, as well as young, recently married couples.

18 See Tabular Summary, table 4-A.
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TaBLE 17.— Average expenditures for home maintenance,! by occupational group
WHITE FAMILIES

Atlanta Middle-sized cities
Inde- Salaried Inde- N
Income class Wago pendent Wage pendent %ala_ned
ey | Clerical| business earnger Clerical| business | JUSIDESS
@ and pro- | Busi- | Profes- and pro- ?n .prol-
fessional | ness | sional fessional | 'essional
$500-$749. ... 22 | @ @ ) 0] $253 | $265 | () @
$750-$009 . 338 | $338| () o) 0] 314 | 3| (® o
$1,000-$1,249__ 391 457 ] (%) 2) 401 391 $454 $431
$1,250~-$1,499__ 450 504 $508 505 440 532 575 489
$1,500-$1,749._ 548 558 579 622 627 479 637 613 579
$1,750-$1,999. 620 647 624 614 734 562 687 658 688
$2,000-$2,249. 628 679 701 715 712 647 703 766 750
$2,250-$2,499__ 745 729 747 805 790 712 712 762 805
$2,500-$2,999_ . 7 795 937 823 827 (7; ?) 909
$3,000-$3,499__ [0} (9; 1,022 954 1,060 (2 2} 982 989
, 500-$3,999_ m (2 1,207 ] 1,111 | 1,073 O] (%) 1,161 1,002
,000-$4,999__ O] (o) 1,385 1, 206 1,306 (O] @ 1,244 1,286
$5,000-$7,499.______ ... )} O] 1,676 1, 541 1,437 ® ® @)
NEGRO FAMILIES ¢
$156 9 2 @) $123 $115
1 $166 $197 $197 151 164
224 215 219 256 186 224
272 34 316 343 246 286
349 378 388 352 330 373
407 455 459 469 362 367
$1,500-$1,749. _ - Q)] 407 493 534 2) 3)
$1,750-$1,999_.__ . ?) 535 429 572 [0 @)
$2,000-$2,249__.________ ?) 514 676 644 O] ®)

! 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.

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

3 Comparable data not available.

¢+ In Atlanta all Negro families in salaried business and professional occupations were classified together;
in the middle-sized cities all Negro families other than wage-earner were classified together.

In both city units expenditures for household operation were
greatest among families with one or two children under 16, chiefly
because such families reported more household help than did the
others.!” Families with at least three members 16 or over tended
to have the lowest expenditures for paid service and hence for house
hold operation as a whole.

While there were no clearly defined differences among the family-
type groups in average amounts spent for furnishings and equipment
there was some indication in both city units that the older families,
with at least three members 16 or over (types IV and V), spent less
than the other groups.'®

17 See Tabular Summary, table 5.
18 See Tabular Summary, table 2.
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TaBLE 18.—

HOME MAINTENANCE

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Average expenditures for housing,! by family type

47

Income class

Family type 2

Income class

Family type ?

I ITand | IV and I IIand | IV and
v a1} A%
$750~-$999 _______ . ______ $279 $207 $285 || $2,250-$2,499_ . ___________ $481 $527 $519
$1,000-$1,249 308 281 283 || 82, 500—$2 999 _ _ 498 524 546
$1,250-$1,499 . 364 317 351 || $3, 000—$3 499__ - 652 631 628
$1,500-$1,749_ 385 367 387 $3,500—$3,999 . - 654 791 739
$1,750-$1,999 446 415 449 || $4,000-$4,999. _ 800 769 817
$2,000-$2,249 405 447 470 || $5, 000—$7 499, . ... 1,016 | 1,030 836
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
$500-$749___ ... __ $204 $174 $227 || $2,000~$2,240_____________ $482 $477 $463
$750-$999__ . 238 257 271 || $2,250-$2,499. . 519 500 489
$1,000-$1,249_ I 310 273 315 || $2,500-$2,999. 657 594 807
$1,250-$1, 499_ - 341 326 342 §| $3,000-$3,499_. 655 631 616
$1,500-$1,749_ . 386 387 409 || $3,500-$3,999__ 683 713 689
$l,750—$1,999 _____________ 458 430 425 || $4,000-$4,999_ ____________ 829 786 797
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
$250-$499__._______..____ $131 $132 $144 || $1,000-$1,249__.____..____ $269 $231 $253
$500-$749_ . 152 146 173 || $1,250-$1,499__ . 259 247 285
$750-$999 ... _ 182 206 208 || $1,500-$2,249_ ____________ 381 338 350
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Family type ?
Income class
I 11 111 v v VI VII

$250-$499_ e $169 $154 $146 $163 $167 $150 $166
$500-8$749._______ 176 196 200 197 178 187 203
$750-$999__. ___ 220 226 219 242 187 210 222
$1,000-$1,249_ . 264 278 252 308 233 288 259
$1,250~$1,499___ 305 299 386 301 291 299 309
$1,500-$2,249_ . o 339 469 362 i 435 368 (6] 435

1 Includes money expenditures for housing (rent, taxes, and current upkeep of owned homes) and for fuel
light, and refrigeration, and the value of housing and fuel obtained without money expense.
2 The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband

and wife, as follows:

I No other persons (families of 2).

tFewer than 3 cases.
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1 child under 16 (families of 3).

2 children under 16 (families of 4).
1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (familes of 3 or 4).

1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or more, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).

1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).
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TaBLE 19.— Average expenditures for home maintenance,! by family type

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Family type ? Family type 2
Income class Income class
I II-1II | IV-V I II-II1 | IV-V
$385 $279 $374 || $2,260-$2,490_____________ $708 $808 $733
503 382 367 || $2,500-$2,909_ _ - 729 816 833
528 451 469 || $3,000-$3,499._ - 1,029 953 1,001
610 550 535 || $3,500-$3,999. . - 985 | 1,275 1,092
650 627 642 |1 $4,000-$4,999. _ - L,204 1 1,268 1,282
640 694 667 || $5,000-$7,499__._________. 1,612 | 1,788 1,477

MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES

$500-$749___ oo $281 $213 $276 || $2,000-$2,249 $762 $653
$756-$999_ ___ 320 326 321 || $2,250-$2,499 782 604
$1,000-$1,249 394 396 430 || $2, 2,999 921 858
$1,250-$1,499_ _ 507 503 460 || $3,000-$3,499 938 985
$1,500-$1,749__ 604 566 532 || $3,500-$3,999 1,182 1,083
$1,750-$1,990_ . ___________ 679 691 580 I $4,000-$4,999_ 1,263 1,287
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
$250-$499. oo $147 $150 $163 || $1,000-$1,249_____________ $373 $308 $327
$500~-$749_ oo 183 176 207 || $1,250-$1,499_ 380 365 358
$750~$999___________._____ 243 261 251 || $1,500-$2,249_ . _____.___. 521 458 464
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Family type ?
Income class
I I III v v VI VIL
$250-$499_ . $193 $168 $165 $189 $183 $163 $179
$500-$749_ _ 216 231 248 227 209 219 229
$750-$999_ 277 301 257 306 231 244 273
$1,000-$1,24¢ 374 357 324 370 290 356 334
$1,250-$1,499 449 408 539 415 | 371 390 381
$1,500-$2,249_ . 456 642 563 556 459 (6)) 533

1 Includes all current money expenditures for housing (rent, 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 frel received without money expense.

2The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than hus-
band and wife, as follows:

I No other persons (families of 2).
I1 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 more, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
VI 3or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).
VII 1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

tFewer than 3 cases.
Summary

Home maintenance expenditures increased with income, but de-
creased in relative importance over the income range. The decline
in the percentage of income spent for this category was not as great,
however, as in the percentage spent for food. Housing expenditures
were responsible for the decline, since the proportion going to house-
hold operation was greater in the upper part of the income scale
than in the lower, and the proportion going to furnishings and equip-
ment remained relatively constant throughout the income range. The
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proportion of home owners increased in successive income classes, but
tended to be lower in the Southeastern cities studied than in those of
similar size in most other regions.

On the whole, expenditures for home maintenance by Negro families
followed patterns similar to those for whites, except that average
amounts spent for each constituent category were substantially
smaller among Negroes than among whites.

Among families of each race, within a city unit, occupation was
more important than family type in influencing home maintenance
expenditures. Among the white families, wage earners quite con-
sistently had lower expenditures than families in other occupational
groups. Among the white families, also, those with at least three
members over 16 (types IV and V) tended to report the lowest
expenditures. Among the Negroes, business and professional families
in Atlanta and white-collar families in Columbia and Mobile ranked
high. No family type pattern was evident, however, in that racial
group.
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Chapter V

Clothing and Personal Care

Clothing ! ranked next in importance to food and housing in the
budgets of most groups of families studied in the Southeastern region,
although its share of total money expenditures for current living was
much less than that of either of the other basic essentials already dis-
cussed. Among white families with incomes under $2,000, outlay for
clothing took scarcely 10 percent of total money expenditures and was
thus only about one-third as large as the amount spent for food, and
about half of that for housing.

Expenditures for clothing not only increased with income, but,
unlike those for food and housing, increased rapidly enough to account
for a larger proportion of total money expenditures at the top of the
income scale than at the bottom. The relative increase in outlay for
clothing was not so great among white families in the Southeast as in
other regions included in the investigation. The increase was more
pronounced among Negro families, however. The proportion of total
money expenditures so used approximately doubled over the income
range in which Negro families were studied.

Clothing expenditures, which averaged about $70 for white families
with incomes under $1,000, aveaaged to over $180 for those at the
median income interval in Atlanta ($1,750 to $2,000) and somewhat
less for those in the middle-sized cities. (See table 20.) At higher
incomes the increase continued, average expenditures being over $350
for families with incomes of $3,500 or more, and well over $500 for the
relatively few Atlanta families with incomes of $5,000 and above.
(See fig. 3.)

The small average money outlay for clothing at the low income
levels indicates that at such levels the sums spent covered little more
than absolute essentials, and that, especially among the Negroes, some
of the purchases were probably second-hand garments. 1t is probable
also that in the larger families the same garment often served two or
more members in turn, and that gifts of new or partly worn clothing
were received, particularly by families with children. At the upper
income levels the amounts spent provided not only clothing essentials
but an increasing proportion of articles purchased because of the desire
for style and variety.

1 Purchases of all wearing apparel, accessories and jewelry, and expenditures for cleaning and pressing and
for materials and paid help used in home sewing were classified as expenditures for clothing.
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Fig. 3

CLOTHING AS A PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL MONEY
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE

IN SOUTHREASTERN CITIES

TaBLE 20.— Average money expenditures for clothing and personal care in 1 year,

19856-8

6

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Percentage of total money expendi-

Amount tures t
Income class Ie)! (()ithing . X Ol(()ithing o
and per- N ersons. and per- 5 ersonal
sonal care | Clothing care sonel care | Clothing care

combined combined
$500~$749_ .. ____________ $63 $47 $16 9.4 7.0 2.4
750-$099._ . _ 109 85 24 11.1 8.7 2.4
1,000-$1,249 . 148 118 30 12. 6 10.0 2.5
1,250-$1,499. 168 135 33 12.2 9.8 2.4
1,500-$1,749_ 188 153 35 11.9 9.7 2.2
1, $1, 225 182 43 12.2 9.9 2.3
2,000-$2,249 _ 252 209 43 12.7 10.5 2.2
2,250~-$2,499 _ 293 245 48 13.3 1.1 2.2
2,500-$2,999 _ 319 267 52 13.3 111 2.2
$3.000-$3,499_ 353 293 60 12,6 10.5 2.1
$3,500-$3,999_ 425 351 74 13.4 1.1 2.3
4,000-34, 500 436 73 14.2 12.2 2.0
5,000-87,499_ __ 614 530 84 13.2 11.4 1.8
7,500 and over___ 888 763 125 12.8 11.0 1.8

MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
$250-$499. _________ ... $61 $50 $11 10.9 8.9 2.0
500-$749_ - 72 58 14 10.8 8.7 2.1
$750-$999 - 93 72 21 10.5 8.1 2.4
1,000-$1,249 - 128 102 26 11.4 9.1 2.3
1,250-$1,499 _ - 152 123 29 11. 6 9.4 2.2
1,600-$1,749_ ___________. ____ 182 151 31 11.9 9.9 2.0
$1,750-$1,999_ T 1TC 203 166 37 1.5 9.4 2.1
$2,000-$2,249_ - 249 209 40 12.8 10.6 2.0
2,250-$2,499_ - 253 212 41 12.4 10.4 2.0
$2,500-$2,999_ - 306 261 45 12.8 10.9 1.9
3,000-$3,499_ - 345 298 47 13.1 11.3 1.8
3,500-$3,999_ _ _ _— 374 319 56 12.5 10.7 1.8
4,000-$4,999_ _ . - 436 380 56 12.5 10.9 16
$5,000 and over_______________ 684 591 93 13.9 12.0 1.9

ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES

Under $250__ .. _______________ $16 $10 $6 5.7 3.6 2.1
11 9.0 6.4 2.6
18 1.6 8.7 2.8
24 14.6 11.6 3.0
33 15. 6 12.4 3.2
39 16.3 13.1 3.2
41 16.9 14.0 2.9
41 15.9 13. 4 2.5
43 14.2 1.7 2.5
48 14.7 12.1 2.6
53 | 18. 5 15.6 2.9
70 18.4 15.4 3.0
56 17.8 15.7 2.1
119 18.7 15.4 3.3

NEGRO FAMILIES
$5 6.5 4.2 2.3
11 10.6 7.7 2.9
17 13.6 10.7 2.9
24 15.7 12.6 3.1
K 5 28 15. 6 12.8 2.8
$1,250-$1,499 217 187 30 17.1 14.7 2.4
$1,500-$1,749_ __ ____________.__ 204 172 32 14.4 12,1 2.3
$1,750-81,999_ ____.___ _______. 213 169 44 13.1 10. 4 2.7
$2,000-$2,249_ ____________.____ 222 197 25 14.3 12.7 1.6
$2,250-$2,499_ 274 234 40 14.6 12.5 2.1
$2,500 and over_.__._ ... _.____ 388 334 54 18.9 16.3 2.6

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures used in this study.
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Clothing expenditures of husbands and wives—In both the urban
units studied, the average clothing expenses of husbands equalled or
exceeded those of wives among white families at the lower income
levels.? In Atlanta this relationship was reversed at the $2,000 level
and above; in the middle-sized cities, only above the $3,500 level.
Among the Negro families, there was a clear tendency, particularly
in Atlanta, for expenditures of wives to equal or exceed those of
husbands throughout the income range.

Personal care—Since expenditures for personal care (including
barber-shop and beauty-parlor services, toilet articles, and prepara-
tions) are closely related to those for clothing, it seems appropriate
to consider them here. On the whole, average amounts spent for
personal care maintained a very constant relationship to total money
expenditures, varying from about 2 or 3 percent of this total through-
out the income range. (See table 20.) They averaged about one-
fourth as large as clothing expenditures for families below the $1,000
income level, but only about one-sixth as large for the families with
incomes of $5,000 or more.

Intercity differences in expenditures for clothing and personal care.—
White families in Atlanta clearly spent more for both clothing and
personal care than did the comparable families in the middie-sized
cities (table 20). These differences were more marked in respect to
outlays for clothing than for personal care, but differences in the
combined expenditures were great enough at most income levels so
that, although total money expenditures for current living were greater
at most income levels in Atlanta than in Columbia-Mobile, a larger
share of this total went for these categories in the former city than
in the two latter.

Among the Negroes, intercity differences in clothing expenditures
were less clearly marked, although, due to the larger families sched-
uled among Atlanta Negroes, greater differences than appeared among
the white families might have been expected. Atlanta Negro fami-
lies reported average expenditures for personal care that were gener-
erally equal to if not larger than those of families in the middle-sized
cities. The share of total expenditures going for clothing and per-
sonal care combined was usually smaller in Atlanta than in the
middle-sized cities at the lower income levels, and at least as large
or larger at the upper income levels.

Among the white families, average clothing expenditures of hus-
bands and wives, as well as total family expense, were generally greater
in Atlanta than in the middle-sized cities. This was particularly
marked in the case of the wives’ expenditures. With reference to
the Negro families, however, the intercity differences were very slight,
with the expenditures of both husbands and wives tending to be less

1 See Tabular Summary, table 6.
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54 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

in Atlanta than in Columbia-Mobile. This was to be expected, in
view of the larger average size of family in Atlanta, since clothing
expenditures of husbands and wives are generally in inverse relation-
ship to size of family.

Racial differences in expenditures for clothing and personal care.—
The well-defined differences in expenditure patterns between white
and Negro families, noted in the case of food and housing, appear
also in clothing expenditures. While Negro families in these two city
groups consistently spent less for food and housing than did white
families at the same income level, they spent more than white families
for clothing. At almost every comparable income level, the average
clothing outlays of Negro families exceeded those of white families,
in both Atlanta and the middle-sized cities. That the difference was
not one merely of size of family is shown clearly by the fact that the
same relationship appears in the average expenditures of husbands
and wives. This was naturally more marked in the middle-sized cities
than in Atlanta, since in the latter city the larger number of other
family members among the Negroes reduced the average expenditures
of husbands and wives. Even in Atlanta, however, average expendi-
tures of Negro husbands were greater than those of husbands in the
white families in half of the comparable income classes, and those of
Negro wives were greater in two-thirds of the 12 income groups
compared.

Racial differences in average clothing expenditures tended to be
greater among the wives than the husbands, in both Atlanta and the
middle-sized cities. Particularly in Atlanta, the average amounts
spent for clothing by white and Negro husbands were more alike
than were expenditures of husbands and wives in each racial group
separately.?

Similar differences between white and Negro families were found
in expenditures for personal care, although the size of such differences
was naturally small. Hence, when clothing and personal care are
combined, the racial difference noted above is still clearly apparent.
The differential is summarized below by showing expenditures of
Negro families for clothing and personal care as a percentage of those
of white families at the same income level:

Middle- Middle-
Income class Atlanta sized cities Income class Atlanta sized cities
$500-$749_________________ 116 110 (| $1,750-$1,999_ _____________ 115 105
750-$999_______ 108 132 || $2,000-$2,249______._______ 95 89
$1,000-$1,249____ 107 122 || $2,250-$2,499_ ___..eoeo.. 91 108
$1,250-$1,499____ 117 143 |} $2,500-%2,000______________ 109 |
$1,500-$1,749_ o o_ono_- 128 112 || $3,000-$3,999_________.___. 128 | el

Expenditures for clothing and personal care among occupational
groups.—Occupational classification appears to have exercised little

38ee Tabular Summary, table 6.
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influence on the level of spending for clothing or personal care for the
family as a whole. (See table 21.) Among white families in the
middle-sized cities, however, wage-earner families had the lowest
average outlay for clothing, and salaried workers, the highest. Among
the Negro families, on the other hand, those in the wage-earner group
tended to have relatively larger expenditures for clothing and personal

TaBLE 21.— Average money expenditures for clothing and personal care, by occupa-
tional group, in 1 year, 1935-36

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Clothing Personal care
Inde- Salaried Inde- Salaried
Income class
Wage | Cler- 3'3’?;;;' Wage | Cler- gﬁ“;fegg
earner | ical 5 . _| earner | ical 3 .
and pro- | Busi- | Profes and pro- | Busi- | Profes-
fessional | ness | sional fessional | ness | sional
$82 $93 O] O] m $22 $26 (O] O] (O]
122 112 [0) 1) [Q) 32 28 0] Q) 0]
132 152 $111 | $114 $128 32 35 $29 $34 $30
169 148 105 128 146 36 35 34 34 35
185 183 183 174 177 43 43 39 40 49
202 214 193 217 224 40 45 44 45 50
253 251 210 244 228 41 56 43 48 4
257 270 267 265 280 49 51 52 56 59
[0} ) 254 313 299 (O] ()] 57 61 66
(1) (1) 364 349 343 (1) (O] 65 80
) (O] 416 446 422 [Q] ?) 71 73 75
0] ® 523 551 445 ) 1) 88 84

$500-$749. . ________ $59 $53 Q] 1) $14 $14 51) ()]
$750-$999. __ 72 74 ) (1) 20 22 1) )
$1,000-$1,24 101 94 $102 $137 25 30 $25 $26
$1,250-$1,499_ 122 118 138 136 28 29 29 28
$1,500-$1,749_ 151 153 150 151 30 32 32 32
$1,750-$1,999._ 140 178 160 194 33 39 31 a0
$2,000-$2,249 . 197 211 177 231 37 42 33 46
$2,250-$2.499._ 188 243 195 203 41 43 35
$2,500~$2,999 . Q) [ 252 264 () lg 47 45
$3,000-$3,499_. (] [} 314 202 m 1 46 48
$3,500-$3,999_ [Q) [0 305 326 [Q) 1) 56
$4,000-$4,999. o (O] 347 393 (] ) 53 57
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
$28 $23 $21 $19 $11 $12 $11 $7
56 66 47 51 18 18 16 18
94 88 99 a1 23 30 24 23
132 102 81 127 33 33 21 38
163 172 123 127 40 39 37 34
[Q)] 181 188 225 (O] 40 42 41
0] 227 240 181 (1; 50 35 38
) 249 123 1m ( 40 35 53
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES :
Under $250___..___. $0 $4 $6 $2
$250-$499__ - 30 24 11 10
$500-$749___ 62 65 16 19
$750-$990_ _ - 100 88 24 21
$1,000-$1,249_ - 130 123 29 25
$1,250-$1,499________ 193 167 32 22

t Expenditure schedules not taken for families at this income level.
2 In the middle-sized cities all Negro families other than wage earners were classified together.

125018°—40——35
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56 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

care, particularly in the middle-sized cities, than did families in white-
collar occupations. This difference may be due to a larger proportion
of wives working outside the home in the wage-earner group. Other
studies have shown that women gainfully employed in wage-earner or
clerical occupations spend more for clothing than do women of the
same age who are not so employed.*

TABLE 22.— Average money expenditures of husbands and wives for clothing, by
occupational group, tn 1 year, 1935-36

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Husbands Wives
Income class Inge- . Salaried Inge— ¢ Salaried
;. | penden ;. | pendent | __
avage | Cler| Pisiness | —— e | Clet-| Bisings
and pro- j Busi- | Profes- and pro- | Busi- | Profes-
fessional | ness | sional fessional | ness | sional
$30 $41 (O] m (O] $31 $33 (O] (O] m
50 43 () 0] 42 38 ) (O] )
44 53 $42 $44 $48 45 62 $35 $44
62 51 40 54 57 57 59 33 46 48
64 66 58 67 67 58 70 74 64 68
63 70 59 81 82 61 79 54 84 094
78 81 81 100 78 94 107 73 82 89
73 86 90 93 93 80 104 94 93 103
)] *) 81 100 95 O] ) 101 114 122
0] 0] 121 | 125 01 O 10} 127 | 139 116
(O] O] 125 129 117 (O] (1) 166 158 127
Q) O] 150 155 134 0] O] 226 208 157

$22 | s21 Q] m $22 | §16 o m
25 26 ! ) 23 ® @)
33 35 $37 $50 36 36 $37 $56
36 44 47 52 40 35 50 49
49 61 52 59 46 48 56 54
48 66 56 66 45 64 61 68
62 79 60 78 60 74 63 91
5 80 64 68 60 72 70 72
® m 76 98 M M 86 80
$3,000-$3,409 _.____| () m 95 107 (1) 10} 115 94
$3,500-$3,999 _.___.| () m 93 104 10} m 112 122
$4,000-$4,999________ O} ® 114 114 0] M 11 119

$250-$499._________. $10 $8 $8 $10 $10 $11 $4
$500-$749_____ 19 28 16 17 21 24 18 19
$750-$999_____ 30 29 32 27 35 34 33 40
$1,000-$1,240 36 26 18 55 41 40 44 49
$1,250-$1,499 50 59 36 51 57 75 25 48
$1,500-$1,749 [O] 46 50 it (O] 60 71 53
$1,750-$1,999 o 88 69 52 ()] 75 110 68
$2,000-$2,249. O] 65 45 58 O] 74 32 57
Under$250. _.._____ $4 $2
$250-$499.__. 10
$500-3749 27
$750-$999__. __ 32
$1,000-$1,249__ 51
$1,250-$1,499 56

! Expenditure schedules not taken for families at this income level.
2 In the middle-sized cities all Negro families other than wage earners were classified together.

4 S8ee U. 8. Bureau of Labor Statistics Bull. No. 640, Money Disbursements of Wage Earners and
Clerical Workers in Twelve Cities of the South, Washington, 1939.
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When clothing expenditures of husbands and wives in families of
the several occupational groups are examined there appears a tendency
in Atlanta for husbands and wives in families in the self-employed
groups to spend slightly less than those in other occupations. This
difference, although small, appeared in the data for both racial groups.
(See table 22.)

Expenditures for clothing and personal care among family type
groups.—As would be expected, the composition of a family had much
more effect upon expenditures for clothing than did occupational
classification. There was clearly a direct relationship between
family composition and average expenditures for both clothing and
personal care, however, both among the white and the Negro families.
In Atlanta, where seven family types were included among the
Negroes covered in the Study, the greater cost of clothing an adult
than a child is reflected in the high average expenditures by families
of five or six persons with a majority of adult members, as contrasted
with those of families at the same income level with five or six mem-
bers but with at least three under 16.! Average expenditures for
personal care were remarkably similar among Negro families of
different composition in both Atlanta and the middle-sized cities.

In spite of the fact that the larger and older families spent more for
clothing than the smaller and younger ones at the same income level,
it appears that an expenditure which would have supplied each
family member with clothes comparable to those worn by individuals
in the smaller families would usually have required sacrifices of other
goods which were regarded as essential by the larger families.

Data from families of varying composition show a very close in-
verse relationship between family size and the average clothing ex-
penditures of husbands and wives. (See table 24.) The husbands
and wives in two-person families almost invariably had the highest
expenditures, followed by those in families containing one or two
children; the expenditures of husbands and wives in families with
three to six members, at least three of them over 16, were lowest.
This was equally true at all income levels among the white families
in both Atlanta and the middle-sized cities, and the Negro families
in the smaller cities. Among the more numerous family types
studied for Atlanta Negroes, the average outlays of husbands and
wives were always greatest in the families of husband and wife only,
followed by those with one or two children under 16. Families with
seven or eight members (type VII1) and those with five or six, at least
three over 16 (type V), usually reported thes mallest clothing expendi-
tures for husbands and wives.

s The direct relationship between size of family composition and amount spent for clothing is evident also
when average expenditures are compared for the several family type groups with each occupational group
given equal weight. (See appendix D.)

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



58 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaBLE 23.—Average money expenditures for clothing and personal care, by family
type, in 1 year, 19356-36
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Family type !

Income class Clothing Personal care
1 IIand | IV.and ITand | IV and
Jois v 111 v
$90 $80 $89 $24
96 132 124 29 28
126 135 142 33 36
144 156 156 37 35
144 189 206 43 45
183 217 220 42 47
247 226 259 52 50
247 291 263 52 52
239 318 309 65 58
351 312 382 64 79
403 304 477 64 80
500 488 559 86 84
$14 $15
21 23
28 24
30 30
30 32
39 37
40 41
37 46
43 50
53 46
50 58
51 59
$250-$499 o $27 $26 $37 $9 $11 $13
$500-$749_ 52 70 67 16 18 17
$750-$999___ 89 98 108 23 25
$1,000-81,249_ 121 116 139 28 29 28
$1,250-$1,499 ___ 124 159 216 31 29
$1,500~$2,249 ... 170 152 204 2% 38
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Family type !
Income class
I II III v v VI VII
Clothing
$250-$490______ $25 $28 $35 $25 $31 $20 $36
$749. _ 55 54 48 63 50 64 42
$750-$999. . ___ ... __ 83 80 97 99 114 91 119
$1,000-$1,249 115 126 125 123 136 119 166
$1,250-$1,499 146 154 126 158 191 134 186
$1,500-$2,249 199 142 223 198 254 )] 237
Personal care

$11 $11 $14 $11 $10 $10 $15
20 16 17 17 18 19 16
24 25 24 23 21 24 25
32 27 24 32 40 33 37
42 38 52 40 36 30 32
34 40 37 45 a7 M 47

1 The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband

and wife, as follows:
I No other persons (families of 2).
II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
III 2 children under 16 (families of 4).

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

<

VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).

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

t Fewer than 3 cases.

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



CLOTHING AND PERSONAL CARE

59

TaBLE 24.— Average money expenditures of husbands and wives for clothing, by

family type, in 1 year, 1935-36
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Family type !

Income class Husbands

I II and IIT

IVand V

$1,000-81,249 L T T T T T
$1,250-81,499_ _

$1,500-$2,249_ _ . 88 66

ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES

HUSBANDS

Family type !

Income class

v

VII

szsmg;gg ..................................... $13 $9
$750-$999_ __
$1,000-$1,249
$1,250-$1,499. _
$1,500-$2,249 1T T 106 62

46

1 The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband

and wife, as follows:
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 16, 1 person 16 or more, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).

VI 3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).

1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).

V1I
t Fewer than 3 cases.
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60 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES
SUMMARY

Average expenditures for clothing increased somewhat more rapidly
than total money expenditures for current living among white fami-
lies and considerably more rapidly among the Negroes. Negro fami-
lies spent more for clothing than did white families at the same income
level. Outlay for clothing and personal care combined was generally
larger in Atlanta than in the middle-sized cities. While there was
little difference among the occupational groups in average expendi-
tures for clothing, the outlay for this category varied directly with
family composition, although not in proportion to the number of
members to be clothed. Accordingly, clothing expenditures of hus-
bands and wives tended to vary inversely with size of family. In
the lower part of the income range, the average amount spent for
clothing by wives was generally about the same as that for husbands,
but at the upper income levels the outlay for wives usually exceeded
that for husbands.
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Chapter VI
Transportation

The importance of the transportation category among families
studied in the Southeast appears clearly from its position in relation
to other expenditure items. In average outlay it is, of course, sub-
stantially less important than food and shelter, and, except among
white families at the upper income levels, less important than clothing.
There is, however, no mistaking the readiness of the families studied
to increase expenditures for transportation as rapidly as income will
permit. Atlanta white families with incomes of $500 to $1,000, for
example, spent scarcely one-tenth as much for transportation as for
food or home maintenance, while those with incomes of $5,000 and
more spent about one-half as much for transportation as for either of
these two essentials. On the other hand, Atlanta Negro families
with incomes below $500 spent only about one-twentieth as much
for all transportation as for food or home maintenance; those with
incomes of $3,000 and more about three-quarters as much.

The comparatively large place given to transportation in the
family budget has one outstanding explanation, the automobile.
Among white families, at virtually all income levels except the lowest,
two-thirds or more of the total outlay for transportation took that
form. Thus, among white families at least, transportation in this
study represents predominantly the family automobile, and the
ramifications of automobile use in all spheres of family activity, social
and recreational as well as more purely utilitarian, mean that the
expenditures presented here are only in part outlays for transporta-
tion to and from work, or school or shopping centers.

Expenditures for transportation increased more rapidly over the
income range than did those for any of the categories so far discussed,
and while they were much smaller than clothing expenditures at the
bottom of the income scale, they rose more rapidly, so that white
families with incomes of $1,750 or more spent at least as much, on
the average, for transportation as for clothing. Among Negro
families, whose clothing expenditures were relatively high, average
transportation outlays were generally lower than clothing expenditures
at all but one or two of the highest income levels. (See table 25.)

Among white families the increase in relative importance of ex-
penditures for transportation was largely concentrated in the lower
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62 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

Fig. 4 N
TRANSPORTATION AS A PERCENTAGE
OF TOTAL MONEY EXPENDITURES
AT SELECTED INCOME LEVELS
SOUTHEAST REGION, 1935-1936
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TRANSPORTATION 63

portion of the income scale. Above the $2,000 level in both Atlants
and the middle-sized cities, such expenditures showed comparatively
little increase as a proportion of total money outlay for current living.
Among Negro families, however, they varied widely from one income
level to another, but in general assumed considerably greater im-
portance in the upper part of the income range than in the lower
part. (See fig. 4.)

For purposes of this study, the category of transportation included
three main items: expense for automobiles purchased (gross price
less trade-in allowance on old cars), automobile operation, and other
transportation, local and interurban. Transportation expense charge-
able to business was deducted from family expense in this field.! All
other transportation was included, however, from daily trips to and
from office and school to holiday trips by automobile, train, or boat.

Automobile purchase..—Expenditures for automobile purchase, like
those for many of the durable items of furnishings and equipment,
are irregular in occurrence and vary considerably with general eco-
nomic conditions. In consequence, although the proportion of families
purchasing cars increased at successive income levels in the South-
eastern cities studied, the rise was by no means regular. At the lower
levels, fewer than 1 in 10 families purchased cars, and only at the
highest levels did more than 3 in 10 report purchase.

The average expenditures of all families for automobile purchase
increased rapidly with income, although less rapidly than operation
expenditures at the lower levels.?

Automobile ownership and operation.—Expenditures for automobile
operation were the largest element in transportation expenditures at
almost every income level. The increase in average outlay for auto-
mobile operation at succeeding income levels was far more rapid than
the increase in the total money expenditures for current living. Thus,
the proportion of each dollar spent that was devoted to automobile
operation mounted from less than 1 percent for Atlanta white families
with incomes of $500 to $750, for example, to over 5 percent for those
with incomes of $2,000 and over. Above that level the relative
increase was quite small.

Much of the rapid growth in average expenditures for automobile
operation at successive income levels was accounted for by the increas-
ing proportion of families owning and operating automobiles. In
Atlanta, only 1 in 6 of the white families with incomes of $500 to $750
owned automobiles, whereas approximately 3 in every 4 of those at the
$2,000 to $2,250 level, and more than 9 in every 10 of those with in-
comes of $5,000 and over reported automobile ownership. (See
Tabular Summary, table 8.) In Mobile-Columbia the proportion of

1 See glossary, appendix B.
1 See Tabular Summary, table 8.
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TaBLE 25.— Average money expenditures for transportation, percentage of families
reporting automobile operation, and average expenditures for automobile operation
per family reporting expenditure

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Average expense for transportation

Families reporting
car operation !

Total

Inecome class Ault)nﬁ- Aué%- P ¢ Average
mobile | mobile ercent- | opera-
P ((a;fcal).lttaalge pur- opera- Other age tion ex-
Amount money ex- chase tion pense
penditures?
$500-$749_____.__________.____ $16 2.4 $4 $2 $10 16 $12
$750-8999___ 45 4.6 7 17 21 31 55
$1,000-$1,249_ 105 8.9 38 46 21 49 94
$1,250-$1,499_ 116 8.4 35 48 33 47 102
$1,500-$1,749. 145 9.1 52 62 31 59 106
$1,750-$1,999_ 192 10.4 70 85 37 64 133
$2,000-$2,249 228 11.4 85 112 31 78 144
$2,250-$2,499. 257 11.6 11 115 31 75 153
2,500-$2,999._ 250 10.5 74 137 39 87 157
ook m oWy oW omlou R om
500-$3,999._ 5 . 1 8 209
$4,000-$4,999. 421 1.8 178 196 47 87 225
$5,000-$7,499_ 622 13.3 289 304 29 92 330
$7,500 and over..____.__.____. 583 8.4 117 377 89 92 410
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES

$250-$499. . _____________. $15 2.7 $2 $4 $9 12 $33
$500-$749 _________________._. 14 2.0 3 7 4 12 58
$750-3999_ .. __________________ 53 6.0 21 25 7 39 64
$1,000-$1,249. 69 6.2 10 45 14 47 96
$1,250-$1,499_ 96 7.4 23 59 14 63 94
$1,500-$1,749. . __________ 115 7.5 32 68 15 61 111
$1,750~$1,999 179 10.1 66 98 15 74 132
$2,000-$2,249. 200 10.2 86 92 22 73 126
$2,250-$2,499 204 10.0 77 106 21 79 134
et Boom ) omomloal
$3,000-$3,499_ 2 3 169
$3,500-33,999. 342 116 154 168 20 97 173
$4,000-$4,999.__ 435 12.4 211 191 33 93 205
$5,000 and over 521 10.5 264 235 22 96 245

ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES

Under $260.__________________ $4

$250-$499. _

e
NOMNOHODOOD AN

Bt 1D Q0 O T D 00 O U O i

b ek ft

-~
*
~

[
fad sl ettt ad i nd ol ot

WO O DL O =T

—

*)

! Any family which reported expense for automobile operation was tabulated as an operating family. See
glossary, appendix B.

1 See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures used in this study.
*Less than $1, ’
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car owners was almost 8 times as large among the white families in
the income classes above $3,500 as in the $250 to $500 group. Among
white families, moreover, at least half in all income classes over $1,500
in Atlanta, and over $1,250 in Mobile-Columbia, were automobile
owners. At no income level did fewer than one-ninth of the white
families own automobiles.

Among Negro families automobile ownership was generally some-
what less prevalent than among whites at the same income level, but
in both racial groups owners generally outnumbered nonowners among
families with incomes of $1,500 and over. Among Atlanta Negro
families with incomes of $4,000 and over, 9 out of every 10 reported
automobile ownership.

A considerable portion of the increase in expenditures for automo-
bile operation, particularly at the upper income levels, was due to
the higher operation costs reported by operating families. The aver-
age automobile operation expenditures of operating families increased
steadily at succeeding income levels, from less than $100 among both
white and Negro families in Atlanta with incomes under $1,250, to
more than $200 at the levels above $3,500 and more than $400 among
white families with incomes of $7,500 and over. Similar increases
occurred in Mobile-Columbia, although they were less marked in the
case of the Negro families.

Families at the higher income levels doubtless used their cars more
extensively, for week-end and vacation trips, than did the lower in-
come families. The greater costs of operating more expensive auto-
mobiles, and increased expenses for garage, parking, and the like,
were also factors making for increased expenditures for automobile
operation in the higher income groups. :

Other tramsportation.—In contrast to expenditures for automobile
purchase and operation, average expenditures for other transporta-
tion increased slowly over the income range both in Atlanta and in
Columbia-Mobile. While average outlay for other transportation
was greater at the lowest income levels than were expenditures for
automobile purchase and operation combined, it constituted less than
10 percent of total transportation expense among Atlanta white
families with incomes of $5,000 and over. Such expenditures, con-
sisting chiefly of local bus and trolley fares, showed no consistent
increase in average amount above the $1,500 level in Atlanta and
the $2,000 level in Columbia-Mobile.

Intercity differences in tramsportation expenditures.—Expenditures
for transportation were generally higher in Atlanta than in Columbia
and Mobile, among both white and Negro families. Because of the
wide variation from one income class to another in the average
amounts spent for this category, particularly among the Negroes, the
size of intercity differences also varied considerably. On the whole,
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66 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

families in Atlanta allocated to transportation a slightly higher pro-
portion of their total money expenditures than did families in the
smaller cities.

In the lower part of the income range this difference appeared most
consistently in transportation other than by automobile. For this
category Atlanta families spent substantially more than did families
in Columbia-Mobile at virtually all income levels. This relationship
between city size and expenditures for transportation other than auto-
mobile is apparently related to distances between home and work,
and home and stores within the metropolitan area. It has been
found characteristic in all the regions covered by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics in the Study of Consumer Purchases.?

Differences between Atlanta and the middle-sized cities in expendi-
tures for automobile operation were not well-marked, either in terms
of averages based on all families, or in terms of those based on fam-
ilies operating cars. Among white families, average outlay on either
basis tended to be higher in Atlanta than in Columbia-Mobile in
income groups above $2,000.

Racial differences in transportation expenditures.—On the whole,
white families reported larger outlays for transportation than did
Negroes at the same income level. Thus, transportation, along with
food and home maintenance, represents a category of consumption
for which white families in the Southeast spend more than Negroes.

The greater expenditures by white families is explained by differ-
ences between the racial groups in frequency of automobile ownership,
and hence in expenditures for operation of cars. In Atlanta, average
automobile operation expenses were greater for white than for Negro
families at virtually all income levels for which comparisons are
possible, while in the smaller cities the former ranked ahead of the
latter in the income range between $250 and $2,000. Among operating
families, however, expenses for car operation tended to be a little
higher among the Negroes than among white families, which suggests
that the former may have driven older cars, less economical to operate,
or that they may have used their cars more extensively.

Although Negro families as a whole spent less for automobile pur-
chase and operation than did white families, they spent more for
transportation other than by automobile. The difference was par-
ticularly marked in Atlanta where such outlay was relatively large.
In consequence, Negro families in that city spent more for other
transportation than for automobile operation at all income levels up
to $1,500, while this was true of white families only up to the $1,000
level.

2 In the Southeast this difference rested partly on the fact that local streetcar and bus fares were somewhat
lower in the middle-sized cities than in Atlanta.
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Expenditures for transportation among occupational and family type
groups.—QOccupational differences in transportation expenditures were
small in the Southeastern cities studied. (See table 26.) Among
white families in neither city unit were there consistent differences in
total outlay for transportation or in the level of spending for auto-
mobile purchase and operation, although in Atlanta, car ownership
tended to be least frequent among clerical and salaried professional
families at given income levels.* This difference was accounted for by
the higher average outlays for transportation other than automobile by
these two occupational groups.® Among car-operating families, how-
ever, those in clerical and salaried professional occupations in Atlanta
tended to report relatively large expenditures for automobile opera-
tion. (See table 27.)

TABLE 26.—Average money expenditures for transportation, by occupational group
WHITE FAMILIES

Atlanta Middle-sized cities
Inde- Salaried Inde- Salaried
Income class
Wage | Cleri- l’;?:rsl?neegg Wage | Cleri- gﬁgﬂf;g
earner | eal | onq'pry’ | Busi- | Profes- | %8™0er | cal | onaore. | Busi- | Profes-
fessional | ness | sional fessional | ness | sional
$16| O m O] m $15 $13 m O]
48 $38 O] (‘; O] 52 56 O] Q]
98 115 ) 63 ) 63 87 $66 $61
135 98 $82 $84 $92 93 94 125 92
147 156 97 106 196 113 92 134 169
158 230 178 192 144 134 206 181 196
219 212 310 286 191 223 192 253 162
265 236 301 282 218 167 251 166 193
228 253 250 261 271 m ) 302 264
$3,000-$3,499 (l; m 266 298 382 ®) (6] 337 318
$3,500-$3,999 ( (O] 404 353 454 (‘; (‘g 296 362
$4,000-$4,099. 1) El) 406 443 351 5‘ Q 369 461
$5,000-87,499____ ... O] O 564 683 506 1) o U] O]
NEGRO FAMILIES 3
#“loQ [O) Q] (@) s
8 $14 $11 $11 $1 $6
26 25 34 37 17
53 33 83 £1 20 43
85 140 72 158 43 116
112 148 122 141 48 360
51) 144 139 144 (1 )
1) 314 77 169 ( ®
0] 150 102 339 @ ®

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

2 Comparable data not available. i . . .

3 In Atlanta all Negro families in salaried business and professional occupations were classified together;
in the middle-sized cities all Negro families other than wage earner were classified together.

*Less than $1.

Among Negro families in both Atlanta and the smaller communi-
ties automobile ownership and operation expenditures each showed

4 S8ee Tabular Summary, table 8.

8 See Tabular Summary, table 2. The occupational difference in expenditures for transportation other
than by automobile remain significant when the effect of the varying family type composition of the occu-
pational groups is eliminated. (See appendix D.)
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some relation to family occupation. Business and professional fam-
ilies in Atlanta ranked above wage-earner and clerical families, while
in the middle-sized cities those in the white-collar group ranked
above wage-earner families.

TaBLE 27.—Average money expenditures for autg)mobile operation per family
reporting expenditure, by occupational group

WHITE FAMILIES

Atlanta Middle-sized cities
Inde- Salaried Inde- Salaried
Income class
Wage | Cleri- genglent Wage | Cleri- %enqlent,
earner | oa usiness K earner | cal usiness .
and pro- { Busi- | Profes- and pro- | Busi- | Profes-
fessional | ness | sional fessional | ness | sional
191 (O m [0} (‘g $67 $29 m ('g
67 | $34 ) (" (t 60 74 (O] ¢
100 83 ® ) ) 87 123 $92
102 105 $80 $92 $128 92 76 100 92
108 103 80 100 131 117 94 116 123
122 144 121 137 138 116 143 124 136
120 159 174 146 142 107 124 135 152
172 142 146 153 129 123 122 138 160
164 183 163 165 189 () (] 201 143
o O] 227 163 234 (1; ) 193 162
(1) 1) 234 200 222 [¢) O] 170 175
(O] 0] 240 222 226 ) (1; 219 200
® O] 260 396 263 O] < (O] O]
NEGRO FAMILIES:3
$10 |..__._- $33 $33 $20 $50
38 $43 55 57 58
71 125 89 29 75 83
83 108 71 88 91 127
97 116 142 166 100 110
(O] 161 129 96 (1) Q]
o 82 56 132 ) ®)
O] 120 168 154 0] (O]

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

2 Comparable data not ayailable. .

3In Atlanta, Negro families in salaried business and professional occupations were classified together;
in the middle-sized cities all families other than wage earner were classified together.

Family composition apparently had as little influence on the level
of spending for transportation as did occupational classification.
(See table 28.) Among white families the proportion of car owners
showed no consistent variation from one family type to another, but
among Negroes the small families reported a higher percentage of car
ownership and their average expenditures for car operation were
higher than those of larger families. Among operating families
average expenditures for operation were not consistently different for
the several groups, although there was a slight tendency, except among
Atlanta white families, for the larger families to spend less than the
small. (See table 29.) Other transportation expenses were in general
highest among the families with at least three members 16 or over
(types IV and V) for both whites and Negroes in the two city units.®

¢ This family type difference was particularly clear among Atlanta white families where family type com-
parisons were made with occupation held constant,
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Summary

69

Chiefly because of the outstanding importance of automobiles in
present-day American living patterns, transportation now ranks

among the large categories of consumption.

Average expenditures

of families studied in the Southeast increased rapidly at successive
income levels, particularly in the lower part of the income range, and
accounted for an increasing proportion of total money expenditures
for current living.

TaBLE 28.— Average money expenditures for transportation, by family type
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Income class

Family type!

Income class

Family type!

I IIand | IV and I Il and | IV and
111 v III v
$750~-$999______ $44 $47 $42 || $2,250-$2,499_ $211 $290 $263
$1,000-$1,249. _ 140 98 72 11 $2,500-$2,999 228 241 270
$1,250-$1,499__ 85 133 117 {1 $3,000-$3,499 389 259 288
$1,500-$1,749_ . 161 150 127 || $3,500-$3,999 419 381 369
$1,750-$1,999___ 245 176 163 || $4,000-$4,999 538 423 368
$2,000-$2,249_ ___.__.___._ 227 217 237 || $5,000-$7,499. _ B 612 569 647
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
$500-8749. .. ___. $14 $5 $25 || $2,000-$2,249 $216 $203 $187
$750-$999___ 62 57 41 | $2,250-$2,499__ 214 180 215
$1,000-31,249_ 88 66 57 1| $2,500-$2,099_ 251 279 281
$1,250-$1,499 _ _ 103 96 95 {1 $3,000~$3,499_ 309 400 266
$1,500-$1,749 _ . 138 119 97 1l $3,500-$3,999 . _ 320 414 301
$1,750-$1,999_____________ 181 211 148 X $4, 423 324 488
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
$250-$499 $1 $4 $2 || $1,000-$1,249. _____________ $87 $56 $3R
$500-$749.__ 25 16 11 $1,250-$1,499__ - 277 136 83
$750-$999 28 18 22 || $1,500-$2,249____________. 110 201 92
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Family type 1
Income class
I II I v v VI VII

$250-$499_ . $10 $5 $10 $8 $4 $11 $13
$500-$749_ 32 26 27 23 26 22 12
$750-$999___ 58 67 37 60 32 28 56
$1,000-$1,249 112 73 58 69 126 155 41
$1,250-$1,499__ 143 102 69 101 107 199 75
$1,500-$2,249 R 185 202 241 187 2 ¢ 239

t The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband

and wife, as follows:

I No other persons (families of 2).

tFewer than 3 cases.
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1 child under 16 (families of 3).

2 children under 16 (families of 4).
1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or more, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).
3 or 4 children under 16 (families of 5 or 6).

1 child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (families of 7 or 8).
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T ABLE 29.— Average money expenditures for automobile operation per family reporting
expenditures, by family type

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Family type ! Family type !
Income class Income class
I II and | IV and 1 IT and IV and
1II v II1 v

$62 $39 $100 || $2,250-$2,409___________.__ $143 $150 $163
124 91 60 || $2,500-$2,999____ 168 184 172

85 106 108 [ $3,000-$3,499___ 223 191 184
112 106 96 || $3,500-$3,999__..__ 233 194 208
153 125 110 || $4,000-$4,999___._ 223 262 207
148 127 156 || $5,000-$7,499_____________ 285 316 351

138 148 123
144 166 160
195 153 167
167 173 176
204 179 216
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
$20 $40 ... $1,000-$1,249_ $125 $100 $83
60 62 $55 |1 $1,250-$1,499_ 121 93 100
113 85 50 || $1,500-$2,249_ 115 166 84
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
Family type !
Income class

I I 11X v v VI VII
$11 $20 ||| $60 | _______
$100 $54 $25 100 ... __.
72 80 39 67 oo 27 $77

98 100 74 44 93 84

98 107 70 135 156 95 75
111 158 167 122 ] ® 112

1 The 7 family types are distinguished on the basis of the number and age of members other than husband
and wife, as follows:
I No other persons (families of 2).
II 1 child under 16 (families of 3).
IIr 2 children under 16 (families of 4).

1 person 16 or over and 1 or no other person, regardless of age (families of 3 or 4).
1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or more, and 1 or 2 others, regardless of age (families of 5 or 6).

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

t Fewer than 3 cases.

<:2

The proportion of car-owning families was higher among white
families in the middle-sized cities than in Atlanta; among the Negroes,
however, city size appeared to be unrelated to frequency of car owner-
ship. In general, a larger proportion of white than of Negro families
reported ownership. Automobile operation expenditures, for the most
part, bore the same relationship as car ownership to city size and race.

Other transportation expenses were rather uniformly high in Atlanta
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TRANSPORTATION 71

as compared with the middle-sized cities, and also among Negro
families as compared with whites.

Neither a family’s composition nor its occupational classification
bore a consistent relationship to frequency of car ownership or the
expenditures for automobile operation. Average outlays for other
transportation tended to run higher for the large than the small
families, but had no direct relationship to the occupational group in
which a family was classified.

125018°—40——6
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Chapter VII

Minor Categories of Expenditure

When families have taken care of their food, shelter, clothing, and
transportation requirements, there still remain goods and services
such as medical care, recreation, reading, education, tobacco, and
other miscellaneous items to be provided. In the lower income
groups, among families studied in the Southeast, the pressure of the
major expenditures was so great that only about 10 to 15 cents out
of every dollar spent was available for these goods and services.
(See table 30.) In the upper income groups, on the other hand,
about 25 cents out of every dollar was devoted to these categories.

It should be noted that there is no clear division on the basis of
the urgency or elasticity of demand between the major categories of
expenditure discussed in previous chapters and the minor categories
to be considered in this chapter. At all income levels, but notably
in the upper part of the income range, the food budgets of most fami-
lies included, in addition to a subsistence or even a nutritionally ade-
quate diet, expenditures for entertaining and for candy, liquor,
and the like. At the higher income levels there is an element of
conspicuous consumption also 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 indispensable, particularly in a city with ade-
quate transportation facilities.

Expenditures for medical care, on the other hand, although in the
group of minor expenditures, are in only small measure a matter of
free consumer choice. Even at the low income levels, families are
frequently called on to make very substantial expenditures for medi-
cal care. Moreover, emergency expenditures of this type often
necessitate subsequent reductions in the so-called major expenditures
of the family affected. Contributions to community welfare and to
religious organizations also represent expenditures which low income
families may feel obliged to incur. The taxes (poll, income, and
personal-property taxes) included in this section are, however, largely
borne by families with incomes over $2,500.

72
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MINOR CATEGORIES OF EXPENDITURE

TaBLE 30.—Average money expenditures for the minor categories
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

73

Total
Medi e
Percent- | ".0!" | Recre-| To- | Read- |Educa-| "utlons
Income class age of to- c‘:_l ation | bacco | ing | tion and 1 Other
Amount |ta]l money| 3¢ pterson’a
expendi- axes
tures !
$500-8749 . ________ $60 91| si2| s8] $12 $8 $1 $9 $2
$750~ 127 13.0 40 23 25 11 2 22 4
$1,000-81,249_ 139 11.9 35 26 27 12 2 28 9
$1,250-$1,499_ 108 14.3 64 32 36 13 4 44 5
$1,500-$1,749 242 15.4 77 47 44 15 6 44 9
$1,750~$1,999_ 282 15. 4 89 47 41 18 9 69 9
$2,000-$2,249 327 16.3 105 52 48 18 17 74 13
$2,250-$2,499 378 17.0 123 64 49 20 9 95 18
$2,500-$2,999 _ 442 18. 4 163 67 44 22 17 117 12
$3,000-$3,499_ 500 18.0 135 92 55 27 27 153 11
$3,500-$3,999. 592 18.7 168 116 53 30 19 190 16
$4,000-$4,999_ 706 19.8 202 126 61 35 36 225 21
$5,000-$7,499___ 1,088 23.3 340 187 72 39 59 362 20
$7,500 and over 2, 245 32.5 758 269 89 53 92 878 106
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
$250-$499 . _________ $57 10.1 $25 $7 $12 $6 $2 $5 $1
$500-$749 - 85 12.6 35 11 17 7 2 9 4
$750-$999 __ - 123 13.7 43 24 22 9 4 17 4
$1,000-$1,249 _ - 162 14.4 56 27 28 11 9 25 7
$1,250-$1,499 - 189 14. 4 66 33 29 13 7 38 3
$1,500-$1,749 . 232 15.3 76 43 33 13 12 50 6
$1,750-$1,099_ - 277 15.7 90 49 45 16 12 60 5
$2.000-$2,249 _ - 324 16.5 94 57 41 18 23 86 5
$2,250-$2,499 . - 374 18.2 109 66 48 18 20 105 8
$2,500-$2,999 - 406 17.0 121 75 44 22 40 130 4
$3,000-$3,499 . - 473 17.9 114 100 57 26 20 141 15
$3,500-$3,999 - 600 20. 2 153 102 52 29 31 226 7
$4,000-$4,999 _ _ . 733 20. 9 147 143 87 30 49 287 10
$5,000 and over________ 1,229 24.8 205 242 60 36 76 586 24
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
$31 11. 1 $19 $3 $4 $2 *) $2 $1
52 12.3 19 5 10 5 $1 9 3
92 14.6 36 11 15 8 2 17 3
134 16. 5 50 16 19 10 4 31 4
168 16.4 56 25 27 12 5 42 1
, 5 215 17.9 70 32 25 13 11 60 4
$1,500-$1,749 . 255 17.7 88 29 20 19 13 52 34
$1,750-$1,999 274 17.0 94 39 13 21 30 63 14
$2,000-$2,249 . 300 17.5 76 54 20 19 32 9 8
$2,250-$2,499 359 19.8 82 69 31 21 47 102 7
$2,500-$2,999 394 21.2 118 45 24 28 59 116 4
,000-§3,. 434 18. 4 105 85 46 42 19 125 12
$3,500-$3,999_ . 612 22.5 266 59 62 37 [ 76 112
$4,000 and over.______. 823 22.9 105 169 26 45 195 279 4
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
$16 7.6 $8 $1 $3 $1 $1 $21
47 12.5 22 2 9 4 2 8 &)
94 16.2 40 11 17 5 2 18 $1
146 18.6 52 15 17 8 7 37 10
187 18.7 66 26 27 n 7 48 2
277 21.8 93 36 27 13 35 52 21
277 19.6 86 26 21 11 27 105 1
280 17.3 88 43 22 16 55 55 1
369 23.8 91 42 20 17 46 152 1
- . 404 21.5 98 50 43 19 31 150 13
$2,500 and over__._____ 400 19.5 162 36 4R 22 |, 125 7

! See glossary, appendix B, for the definition of expenditures used in this study. .

? Excludes sales taxes, which were included in the expense for the items to which they applied; automo-
bile taxes, which were included in auntomobile operation expense; taxes on owned homes, included in housing
ex Ip;nse;t ?]nd gsixes on other real property, which were deducted from the gross income from such property.
ess than §1.
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74 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

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

Medical care.—The average amounts spent for medical care, like
those for all categories previously discussed, increased with consider-
able regularity over the income scale. Except among Atlanta white
families, however, they showed no consistent tendency to absorb
either an increasing or a decreasing proportion of total expenditures
at succeeding income levels, White families in Atlanta, at the in-
come levels below $2,000, devoted less than 5 percent of the total to
medical care, and at all but one of the succeeding levels, more than
5 percent.!

Although data from other sources indicate that families at the
lower income levels tend to have more illness than families at the
upper levels,? medical-care expenses of white families did not average
more than $50 per year until the $1,250 level was reached in Atlanta,
and the $1,000 level in the middle-sized cities (see table 30). Aver-
age outlays amounted to more than $50 among Negro families with
incomes of $750 and over, that is, at their median income interval or
higher.

In the present study it seemed impracticable to ask families for
estimates of the value of the free medical care received, and such
services cannot, therefore, be related to money outlay for medical
care. There can be little doubt, however, that the small expendi-
tures at the lower income levels do not represent the full value of
medical attention received. Certainly many families made use of
clinics that provided care without charge or at merely nominal fees.

Up to the $1,500 income level, white families in Atlanta made some-
what smaller average outlays for medical care than did white families
in the middle-sized city unit, whereas, above the $2,000 level, the
former spent more than the latter. Among the Negroes, however, at

1 See Tabular Summary, table 2.

2 See, for example, the National Health Survey, Sickness and Medical Care Series, Preliminary Bulletin
No. 2: Illness and Medical Care in Relation to Economic Status, U, S, Public Health Service, Washing-
ton, 1938,
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all but two comparable income levels from $250 to $2,500, families in
Atlanta had the smaller expenditures. This suggests that the low
income families were afforded more public health and clinic services
in Atlanta than in the smaller cities.

Since the distribution of the medical care expenditures of white
families was similar in the two city units, the figures for Atlanta may
be taken as illustrative (see table 31). Expenditures for the general
physician were most important at almost all income levels up to
$7,500; they increased steadily in amount, but accounted for about
one-third of the medical bill at most income levels. Medicine and
drugs took the next largest share of medical expenses, up to the
$3,500 income level, but declined rapidly in relation to total expendi-
tures for medical care at successive income levels. By contrast,
dentists took an irregularly increasing share of the total—a share
that exceeded that of medicine and drugs above the $3,500 level.
Average expenditures for oculists were very low, never exceeding
2 percent of all medical care expenses. The outlays for eyeglasses
declined as a proportion of the total with increases in income, but at
most levels were at least three times as great as expenditures for
oculists, This fact suggests frequent resort to examination offered
as a free service by optical dealers with the purchase of glasses. Ex-
penditures for other specialists increased in relative size with increases
in income, but were not usually substantial except at the highest
levels. Likewise, expenditures for nursing, examination, and other
unspecified services increased as a proportion of the total. As would
be expected, hospital expenses varied irregularly, in accordance with
family needs rather than income. Health and accident insurance
took between 4 and 8 percent of total expenditures for medical care,
with no tendency toward relative increase or decrease over the income
range.

Up to the $2,000 level in Atlanta and from the $500 to the $1,750
level in the middle-sized cities, Negro families spent more than white
families for medical care. (See table 30.) At succeeding levels
(except the $3,500 level in Atlanta), Negro families spent less. A
comparison of the figures for white and Negro families in Atlanta
indicates that the differences in average total medical care expendi-
tures were mainly attributable to the very high outlays of Negro
families for health and accident insurance—outlays that averaged
more than one-half of the total medical bill up to the $1,500 level
in Atlanta, and the $1,000 level in the smaller cities. If expenditures
for medical care, exclusive of insurance payments, are compared for
the two racial groups, it is seen that white families generally had
considerably higher expenditures than did Negroes.
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TaABLE 31.— Distribution of money expenditures of Atlanta families for medical care?!
WHITE FAMILIES

Percentage of money expenditures for medical care
. Avera]ge Medi Hea}ith
Income class tota Other | Hospi- edi- an
amount | Physi- | Den- s : H cine Eye- | acci-

cign tist Oculist spitsegal- tﬂ;z]f" and | glasses | dent Other:

drugs insur-

ance 2
$500-$749_________. $12 25 10 2 e 46 8 8 1
$750-3999____ 40 39 14 2 ™) 7 23 8 3 4
$1,000-$1,249_ 35 32 13 1 3 7 27 7 8 2
$1,250-$1,499. 64 36 16 2 6 8 16 I3 5 6
$1,500-$1,749_ 77 36 1 2 4 8 19 7 5 8
$1,750-$1,999_ 89 34 15 2 8 10 18 3 6 4
$2, 000-$2 249___ 105 36 15 1 9 6 17 4 6 6
$2,250-$2,499._ .. 123 32 13 1 8 6 14 4 4 18
$2,500-$2,999_ 163 35 14 1 6 1 16 4 6 7
$3,000-$3,499. 135 36 16 1 9 4 18 3 8 5
3.500-$3.999. 163 20 16 1 11 23 14 4 4 7
$4,000-$4,999. _____ 202 28 28 2 6 5 13 4 8 6
$5,000-$7,499_______ 340 33 23 1 10 8 8 3 5 9
$7,500 and over.___ 758 17 9 *) 13 20 7 3 4 27

NEGRO FAMILIES
$19 34 15 (oo 51 ..
19 15 13 2 651 (*)

36 15 11 1 68

50 15 13 1 66 1
56 14 12 1 63| (*

70 13 13 3 63
88 30 17 1 47 .
94 37 23 2 29 1
76 25 19 3 38 3
82 36 21 2 36 1
118 32 7 8 34 2
105 20 13 3 27 4
266 39 9 3 18 ..
$4,000 and over__.. 105 7 1 6 30 3

1 Summary of data published in Bull. 648, vol. V.,
2 Excludes automobile-accident insurance.
3 Includes nursing care, examinations and tests, clinic visits, and medical appliances.

* Less than 1 percent.

A majority of the Negro families at almost every income level
reported health or accident insurance policies, whereas at only a few
comparable levels did as many as one-third of the white families
report such policies. Among the former, health and accident insur-
ance payments averaged $25 or more at all income levels above
$500 in Atlanta and, with one exception, above $750 in the middle-
sized cities, while among the whites in both city units they averaged
less than $8 at all levels up to $2,500.2 These figures may reflect
largely the common practice among Negroes of joining fraternal
lodges which offer health as well as burial insurance.

In other respects, also, the distribution of medical expenditures
differed for the two racial groups. Average insurance payments by
Negro families exceeded outlays for the physician at all but two
income levels up to $3,500. As among the white families, expendi-

3 Based on tabulations published in Bull. 648, vol, V,
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tures by Negroes for dentists increased over the income scale, but
they were in general relatively less important among the latter fami-
lies than among the former. Outlays for medicine and drugs were
rather large for both racial groups, but they usually absorbed a
smaller share of the total among Negro families than among whites.
It is noteworthy that Negro families reported practically no expendi-
tures for oculists, other specialists, hospitalization, nursing, and
similar services, except at the highest levels studied, although white
families frequently made substantial outlays for such services. Fi-
nally, it is of interest that Negro families reported much smaller
expenditures for eyeglasses than did white families. This difference
is probably due, at least in part, to the fact that comparatively few
Negroes follow occupations that impose a strain on the eyes.

For neither the white families nor the Negroes were there well-
defined or consistent differences among occupational or family type
groups in the level of expenditures for medical care.* While there
was a slight tendency for white families in salaried professional occu-
pations in Atlanta to have relatively high medical care expenditures,
in the middle-sized cities wage earners and salaried groups tended
to rank above the others in average outlay for this category. Among
family type groups, two-person families appeared to spend rather
more than the others in Atlanta, but families with one or two chil-
dren under 16 ranked high in Columbia-Mobile. Data for the
Negroes showed differences even less coneclusive than those noted for
white families.

Recreation.—At most income levels expenditures for amusements
and recreational equipment® were next largest after medical care.
Such expenditures tended to absorb a slowly increasing proportion
of total money expenditures for current living at successive income
levels.® Atlanta white families with incomes under $1,000 spent an
average of less than 50 cents per week for recreation, while those in
the highest income class studied averaged $5 per week. A similar
rise occurred in the middle-sized cities. Among Negro families
expenditures for recreation also rose with income, but were less than
$1 per week per family in all income groups under $2,000 in Atlanta,
and in all groups studied in the middle-sized cities.
mSummMy, table 2. Even when the effect of varying family type composition of the occu-
pational groups was eliminated, no significant differences were found among the occupational groups,
nor were any found among families of different composition when occupation was held constant. (See
appendix D).

¢ Includes admissions to motion pictures, theaters, concerts, spectator sports, lectures, and dances; games

and sports; club dues; and recreational supplies and equipment.
¢ See Tabular Summary, table 2.
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Expenditures classified under this heading by no means represented
the full amounts spent on leisure-time activities. Amounts spent
for food and liquor used in entertaining guests have been considered
food expenditures. Expenditures for owned and rented vacation
homes as well as camping sites used while on vacation were con-
sidered under housing. The expense of cruises was allocated to food
and transportation. Expenditures for automobile pleasure trips
were included under automobile operation expense, and similarly,
railroad and other fares for vacation trips were treated as transpor-
tation expense. Had such outlays been included under the category
of recreation, it is probable that the increase in relation to total
expenditures would have been much more marked.

The distribution of recreation expenditures among the constituent
items was similar for families of the two races in both city units.’
Admissions to motion pictures were generally the largest single item,
constituting about one-third of the total at all but the highest levels.
Expenditures for other admissions were relatively small, usually ab-
sorbing about 9 percent of the total among white families and slightly
more among Negroes. Expenditures for active rather than passive
forms of recreation, as represented by outlays for fees and equipment
necessary for participation in games and sports, increased in relative
importance from approximately 5 to 15 percent of the recreation bill
among white families in Atlanta. Among the Negroes, however,
expenditures for games and sports were relatively less important,
particularly at the upper income levels, and did not increase to any
marked degree over the income range. All other recreation expendi-
tures together constituted the largest share of the total® Among all
groups the increase in the amount of these expenditures was in large
part attributable to the growing outlays for club dues and entertain-
ing. Among white families, expenditures for toys and pets were also
of considerable importance at the higher levels.

Although the distribution of recreation expenditures did not differ
significantly among the several groups of families studied, certain
small though clear distinctions appeared in respect to the total.
Among white families, those in the middle-sized cities generally had
slightly higher recreation expenditures than did families in Atlanta.
Among the Negroes, the reverse was generally true, perhaps because
the recreational opportunities are relatively more limited for Negroes
than for whites in smaller communities as compared with a large city
such as Atlanta. The intercity differences found were so small,
however, as to suggest that they may have been the result of chance
factors.

7 See Tabular Summary, table 9.

8 This category includes expenditures for radios, musical and photographic equipment, toys, pets, enter-
taining, club dues, and the like.
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Racial differences were somewhat greater and were consistent in
both city units, with white families generally reporting the higher
expenditures. In general, of course, leisure-time expenditures are
strongly influenced by personal tastes. There are significant differ-
ences, however, in the number and type of recreational activities
available to white and Negro families. White families have more
recreational facilities of the luxury type to choose from than Negro
families, and thus have more opportunity for large expenditures for
certain kinds of amusements.

The occupational groups in which white families were classified
bore no consistent relation to their expenditures for recreation.
Among the Negro families in Atlanta, those in the wage-earner, and
particularly the clerical, groups tended to spend more than business
and professional families. In Columbia and Mobile, where only two
occupational groups were distinguished, wage-earner families generally
spent more for recreation than did families in the white-collar groups.

Among white families in both city units and Negro families in the
middle-sized cities, those with one or two children generally had
higher expenditures than the two-person families or those containing
at least three members over 16.° Among Negro families in Atlanta,
where families of seven family types were studied, those with only
two members stood out as having the smallest outlays for recreation.
There were no clear differences, however, among the families ranging
from three to eight members in size.!®

Tobacco.—Although the amounts spent for tobacco, as for recrea-
tion, depend primarily on tastes and habits, average tobacco expendi-
tures were relatively stable, in relation to total money expenditures,
averaging between 1 and 3 percent of the total at almost all income
levels, among families of both races in each city unit.!* There was a
slight tendency for the share of the total taken by tobacco to decline
at the higher levels. (See table 30.)

The dollar expenditures for tobacco were similar in the two city
units. Almost without exception, however, white families spent
substantially more than Negro families. On the whole, this differ-
ence appears to rest as much on the quantity of tobacco used as on
the prices paid. The average number of packages of cigarettes pur-
chased was generally greater among whites than among Negroes at
the same income level, but there was a tendency for the Negroes to
purchase more cigars than did the whites.!?

There were no consistent occupational differences among white

9 The high rank of families with children was found to be characteristic of white families when the effect
of the varying occupational composition of the type groups was eliminated.
10 S8ee T'abular Summary, table 2.

it 8ee Tabular Summary, table 2,
12 Based on tabulations published in Bull. 648, vol. VIIL.
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families in expenditures for tobacco, although the data for Atlanta
suggest some tendency for salaried professional families to have
relatively small outlays.® Among Negroes, wage earners generally
spent somewhat more than other families. Family type differences
were likewise insignificant among the white families. Among the
Negroes, the husband-and-wife families generally had the highest
expenditures. In Atlanta, where seven family types were studied,
the families containing only children under 16 in addition to the
parents (types II, ITI, and VI) ranked at the opposite extreme.

Reading.—Expenditures for reading were small among both white
and Negro families. Average outlay by white families did not
amount to as much as $2 monthly until the $3,000 income level was
reached. Among Negro families it was below $2 per month among all
income groups studied in Columbia-Mobile, and among all groups
below $2,500 in Atlanta. These expenditures represented a relatively
constant proportion of total money expenditures, about 1 percent at
most income levels.’* Among virtually all groups newspapers
accounted for the bulk of expenditures for reading.'®

The average expenditures for reading among Negro families in
Atlanta were about the same as those of white families at the income
levels below $1,500, but were greater than those of white families at
succeeding levels. These differences probably rest in large part on
the fact that public libraries are not as readily available to Negroes
as to whites in the cities studied.’®* Furthermore, it is likely that
many Negro families purchase both general newspapers and the special
newspaper published in Atlanta for Negroes. In the middle-sized
cities Negro families reported expenditures for reading that were
appreciably higher than those of white families only at the highest
comparable income level, $2,250 to $2,500.

The relatively greater outlay for reading by Atlanta Negroes above
the $1,500 level, in comparison with that of whites, is apparent only
among business and professional families. Wage earners in the two
racial groups had about the same average expenditures, while among
clerical families the whites tended to spend more than the Negroes.

Wage-earner families generally reported lower expenditures for
reading than did other groups studied in the Southeast. Among the
white families, the highest expenditures were reported by those in
the salaried professional group in Atlanta and those in the inde-
pendent business and professional classification in the smaller cities.”

18 The averages for families of each occupational group with family type held constant likewise fail toreveal

significant differences in the level of spending for tobaecco. (See appendix D.)
14 See Tabular Summary, table 2.

18 Based on tabulations published in Bull. 648, vol. VII.

18 In Atlanta, Negroes are excluded from the main public library and from all but one branch library.

178ee Tabular Summary, table 2. Although dollar differences in expenditures were small, wage-earner
families still rank low, at least among white families, when the effect of family type differences among the
occupational groups is eliminated. (See appendix D.)
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Family type differences in expenditures for reading were not con-
sistent enough to indicate that family composition had any significant
effect on the level of outlay for this category.!®

Education.—Direct outlays for formal education were generally even
smaller than those for reading in the lower portion of the income scale
but at higher levels the reverse was usually true. (See table 30.)
Although education claimed an increasing proportion of total money
expenditures as income increased, it never averaged as much as 2 per-
cent of this total among white families nor, with one exception, as
much as 4 percent among Negro families.”* The increase in expendi-
tures for education as income increased was due in part to the greater
frequency of families reporting this type of expenditures. In the
lower income groups, fewer than half of the families reported ex-
penditures for education; in the upper income levels, more than half
showed some expenditure for this category. In the lower part of the
income scale most of the amounts expended went for books and sup-
plies used by children in the public schools, while at the highest income
levels, tuition fees accounted for a large share of the expenditures for
education.®

Expenditures for room or board at school were included in housing
and food, respectively, and not in education. Since such expendi-
tures constituted an almost negligible proportion of either housing or
food expenditures, it is probable that the educational facilities offered
in these cities for whites and Negroes were utilized more frequently
than were schools away from home.

Both white and Negro families in the middle-sized cities tended to
spend more for education than those in Atlanta. This difference is
the more striking in view of the fact that, among white families at
least, a larger proportion reported outlays for education in Atlanta
than in the smaller cities. Among families that had expenditures for
education, families in the middle-sized cities reported larger average
amounts than Atlanta families at every income level except one. It
may be that much of the difference, at least at the lower income levels,
is to be explained in terms of free text books provided in Atlanta
schools. Expenditures for parochial schools may also be a factor of
some importance, at least in Mobile, where there is a sizable Catholic
population.

Racial differences in -education expenditures were fairly consistent,
with Negroes spending substantially more than white families at the
same income level. Among the higher income groups, where the
differences in average expenditures were greater, they are probably
to be accounted for in considerable measure by the more common

18 See Tabular Summary, table 2.
19 See Tabular Summary, table 2. Public expenditures for education are not, of course, included in these

figures.
20 Based on tabulations published in Bull. 648, vol. VII.
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tendency among Negro families to send their children to private
educational institutions.

Family composition was a major factor in determining expendi-
tures for education,” but occupation bore no significant relationship
to such expenditures. Two-person families, as would be expected,
reported virtually no outlay for this category. Among Negro fami-
lies in Atlanta, those with seven or eight members usually had the
highest expenditures. Among white families, and among Negroes in
the middle-sized cities, families containing at least one member over
16, in addition to the husband and wife, reported average outlays
that were almost uniformly greater than those of families with one or
two children under 16. This probably reflects the larger outlays for
education necessary as children reach high school and college age.

Contributions and personal taxes.—Expenditures for contributions to
individuals and institutions and personal taxes were among the most
elastic categories of expenditure. Average outlay for this group of
items increased much more rapidly than did total money expenditures
for current living.” Among white families in Atlanta, for example,
they amounted to only $9, or little over 1 percent of the total at the
$500 level; at the median income interval they averaged $69, or
almost 4 percent of the total, and at the highest level, $878, close to
13 percent of all money expenditures. (See table 30.)

Donations to the church and other religious institutions were
generally larger than any other type of outlays at both the low and
the high income levels. This was particularly true among Negro
families and among white families in the middle-sized cities. QOut-
lays for the support of relatives were usually next largest; among
white families in Atlanta they averaged approximately as large as
donations to the church. (See table 32.) Gifts to persons outside
the economic family were generally third in importance, followed by
tax payments #® and contributions to the community chest and welfare
agencies,

When these expenditures are considered in combination, no clear
intercity differences are apparent. Within each city unit, however,
Negro families tended to spend more than white families, at least
up to the $2,500 income level. This was in part attributable to their
larger church donations.

Occupational differences in average expenditures for contributions
and personal taxes varied from one city unit to the other and from
one racial group to the other, suggesting that particular family cir-

21 S8ee Tabular Summary, table 2, and appendix D.

22 See Tabular Summary, table 2.

28 Taxes included in this category comprise only income, poll, and personal-property taxes. Sales taxes
were included in the expense for the items to which they applied; automobile taxes were included in auto-
mobile operation expense; taxes on owned homes were included with housing expense; and taxes on other
real property were deducted from the gross income from such property.
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cumstances influenced these outlays more than the occupation from
which the family derived the major portion of its earnings.

TaBLE 32.— Perceniage distribution of money expenditures by Atlanta families for
contributions and personal taxes !
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES
Percentage of contributions and taxes
I ) Aot | e
ncome class tota eli- :
amount | gious Sol}gg’l%‘:t cyg]ilfo mctg?ilt.y Personal | All

ltlllls:‘.ti:’)tlllls tives? | persons ?| welfare taxes? | other
$500-$749 11 4 46 1
$750-3999. 17 4 18 2
$1,000-$1,249__ 21 4 20 [-_.._.
$1,250-$1,409__ 19 4 14 2
$1,500-$1,749____ 22 4 16 3
$1,750-$1,999____ 23 4 11 2
$2,000-$2,249____ 21 4 12 3
$2,250-$2,499___. 23 5 10 3
$2,500-$2,999. 19 4 10 3
$3,000-$3,499 20 6 8 5
$3,500-33, 21 7 9 1
$4,000-$4,999____ 25 ] 9 3
$5,000-$7,199 18 8 16 1
$7,500 and over. 24 7 27 2
Under $250 ) U SR 56 |
$250-$499. __ 9 2 14 3
$500-$749. __ 10 2 11 1
$750-$999___ 10 1 8 5
$1,000-$1,24! 13 2 6 2
$1,250-$1,499 12 2 8 2
$1,500-$1,749._ . 26 6 ] 2
$1,750-$1, 31 5 10 1
$2,000-$2,24 26 4 8 1
$2,250-$2,499 22 5 14| ™
$2,500-$2,999 33 4 5 3
$3,000-$3,499__ 20 12 8 |oooo
$3,500-$3,999. 26 5 17 ..
$4,000and over.______..___.__.__._. 279 22 23 23 10 12 10

1 Summary of data published in Bull. 648, vol. VIIL.

2 Refers to persons outside the economic family.

3 Amounts reported for taxes under this heading do not include sales taxes, which were included in the
expense for the items to which they applied: 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 gross income from such property.

* Averages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.

Among white families, these expenditures were inversely related to
family size.?* Two-person families are naturally in a better position
to assist persons outside the economic family than are larger families
with the same income. Furthermore, at a given income level, income
taxes of husband-and-wife families are generally highest, since they
have only the minimum exemption. Families containing at least
three members 16 or over (types IV and V) tended to have the
smallest expenditures for this category. It should be noted, however,
that there was generally less difference between the expenditures of
families with one or two children under 16 and of those with at least
three adults than between the expenditures of the former and of
families containing only husband and wife.

# See Tabular Summary, table 2, and appendix D.
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Among the Negroes, the smallest families consistently reported
the largest outlay for contributions and personal taxes. In Columbia
and Mobile, however, there were no consistent differences in the ex-
penditures of families in the other type groups. In Atlanta, where
seven family types were distinguished, the largest families (type VII)
and those with five or six members, at least three of whom were over
16 (types IV and V), were at the opposite extreme from the two-person
families.

Summary

Average expenditures for all the minor categories combined rose
rapidly at successive income levels, absorbing a steadily increasing
share of total expenditures. This rise reflected the more or less rapid
increase in the proportion of the total taken by recreation, education,
and contributions and personal taxes. Average expenditures for
medical care, reading, and tobacco absorbed a relatively constant
share of all expenditures.

When all expenditures for the minor categories are considered
together, intercity differences are negligible among either white or
Negro families. This reflects the balancing out of differences in
respect to the constituent groups of items.

Negroes tended to spend more than whites at the same income
level for education, contributions, and personal taxes. In the lower
income groups they spent more than whites for medical care, and
in the upper groups, more for reading. White families spent more
than Negroes for recreation and tobacco.

There were few clear occupational differences in expenditures for
the groups of items discussed in this chapter. Only in respect to
reading, which was relatively unimportant in amount, was there a
consistent occupational difference, wage-earner families ranking low
among whites and Negroes in both city units. It is not surprising,
therefore, to find no clear occupational patterning of expenditures
for the minor categories as a group.

Family type differences in expenditures for the minor categories
were somewhat clearer. Average expenditures for formal education
were of course directly related to family composition. Outlays for
contributions and personal taxes were in general inversely related to
family size. When the average expenditures for all the minor cate-
gories are combined, however, the differences balance out and no clear
pattern appears.
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Chapter VIII

Surplus and Deficit Items

A summary of the relationship between income and expenditures
of the families studied in the Southeast was presented in chapter II.
It was found that at succeeding income levels an increasing proportion
of families ended the year 1935-36 with a surplus and a decreasing
proportion reported a negative balance between income and outgo.
Consequently, there was a shift from large average net deficits for
families as a group at the lower income levels to substantial net sur-
pluses for families at the higher levels.

The nature of changes in assets and liabilities.—In the present chapter
a more detailed analysis of surplus and deficit will be made for Atlanta
families in order to show the relative importance at different income
levels of negative and positive changes in family assets and liabilities,
and the role played in these changes by the various constituent items.!
It should be pointed out, however, that no attempt was made in the
present study to determine the total assets of the families interviewed,
or the sum of their liabilities. They were asked to report only as to
increases or decreases that had taken place during the 12-month period
covered by the schedule. Thus, all along the income range, both sur-
plus and deficit items were likely to be reported by the same family,
since there is a wide variety of transactions that involve changing
either the form of resources and commitments, or the family’s net
assets.

The more common surplus items throughout the income scale were
insurance premiums paid, investments, and increases in savings. The
payment of an insurance premium, however, might involve a with-
drawal of savings accumulated in previous years, or borrowing the
money to avoid lapse of policy. Similarly, investments in securities
or other business enterprise might represent merely a change in the
form of an asset—from savings accounts to bonds or real estate, for
example—or they might represent savings from the year’s income.
On the liability side there was equal possibility for change both in
the form and amount of obligations. Old bills were paid off and new
ones incurred. Many home-owning families paid something on the
principal of the mortgage, but some families increased their mortgage

1 In the following discussion, based on a summary of detailed data published in Bull. 648, vol. VIII, two
typesof surplus items and two types of deficit items are distinguished. Surplusitemsrepresent transactions

that increase assets or decrease liabilities, while deficit items represent transactions that decrease assets or
increase liabilities.
85
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debts. As previously indicated, the net result of such changes was
rarely an exact balance; most families had either a surplus or a deficit
for the year.

Important surplus items.—The change from average net deficit to
average net surplus among all the families at successive income levels,
was chiefly the result of the growing amounts of those items which
went to increase assets, chiefly insurance premiums, bank accounts,
and various forms of investment. Throughout the income range,
among both white and Negro families, increases in assets made greater
contributions to surplus than did decreases in liabilities. (See table
33.

)TABLE 33.—Surplus items: Average amount of change in 1 year, 1935-36

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Income class
=Y a|lo|la =3 <
Ttem Slelalal3 2318122188188 )8 e
“ 222199 |%|4 (8|99 5|8
5|3 |5 % g e § g % 212 2 g £
lgisi2E|5|E|E|IE|5|IE|E | B8 8|8
DR B2 2| 2| 2[dd|8|4] & 2 P 2 &
All surplusitemsi______ (9 | () | 64] 80| 85| 120{ 212{ 233| 201| 394| 432| 697 845| 1,010 1,474| 4,312
Increases in assets___| (3) | (2) | 35| 62| 60 98] 172{ 179| 219] 208( 303! 598| 740| 806; 1,243| 3,961
Bank accounts..| (3) | (%) | 1| 11] 8 17| 24 29 59| 96| 93] 137 252| 279] 344; 1,673
Investments____{ () | ® |...] 3 3| 25| 73] 48 66| 85 74 243| 221} 239 392 1,109
(3) | 34| 45| 46| 54| 67| 95| 87| 113| 129 191} 251 2711 459 1,075
@ |-} 8 8 2| 8 7 7Y 4 7 27| 18| 17 48] 104
(2) | 20| 18| 25| 31| 40| 54| 72| 96| 129 99 105 204 231 351
Mortgage pay-
ments_ @) | ()| 20 4 7| 14| 19; 26| 42 54 7 155 1. 208

50 0 84 53
@le_| 11 e 5 7 8 11 10 18 5 (%) 7| 22 122
9 12| 11 200 18 36 24 21 53
GOM 2™ YOG O e feee 2 3

ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES

All surplus items 1_____. 14| 21| 32| 80|116| 147| 365 475[ 461| 602| 877( 1,017} 1,271|31,643

Increases in assets___| 14| 19| 26| 57| 87| 06| 266( 360] 373| 451| 683 869| 1,170/31, 467

28 92| 98] 202| 324 301} 930 * 686
2( 113] 84| 140| 117| 194 244 15| 3361
63 83| 1356 128| 158 324 225 3405|_
3| L™ 4 7 315

Bank accounts

51| 99| 115 88] 151} 194 148] 101} 3176

13 17} 30 76| 92| 57] 96 78
™| 2| 6l 12| 4| 8/ 16 38
8| 10} 14f 11| 18| 23| 38| 78
21" Yooy Yoo ool

t Allsurplus items represent the sum of increases in assets and decreases in liabilities for families at the
respective income levels. Many of these families also reported decreases in assets and increases in liabilities,
asshown in table 35. 'The algebraic sum of total surplus and total deficit at a given income level is the aver-
age net surplus or deficit, as shown in table 5, chapter II, of this bulletin.

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

3 Includes all families with incomes of $4,000 and more.

* Less than $1.
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SURPLUS AND DEFICIT ITEMS 87

Moreover, increases in assets rose rapidly with income, while de-
creases in liabilities showed no consistent upward trend over the income
range. The following figures for white and Negro families at selected
income intervals in Atlanta illustrate the relationship between the two
categories, as a percentage of money income:

‘White families Negro families
Income class
Increase in | Decreasein | Increase in | Decrease in
assets liabilities assets liabilities

Under $250. - oo O] ® - 20 (R ——
$500-$749._ . 5 4 4 1
$1,000-$1,249.. 5 2 8 3
$1,500-$1,749___ 11 3 17 6
$2,250-$2,499. ._ 13 4 20 7
$3,500-$3,999__._ 21 3 31 3
$7,500 and OVer. . o eeuos 36 3 0] ®

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

In general, Negro families showed considerably larger increases in
assets than did white families at comparable income levels. Never-
theless, the relationship between the factors making up the surpluses
was closely similar for white and Negro families in both city units.

Insurance premiums were of major importance in the accumulation
of assets.? Among white families, they generally exceeded increases
in investments or bank accounts up to the $3,000 level, and among
Negroes, to the $1,500 level. Moreover, they were almost always
greater than the total for decreases in liabilities.

The general importance of insurance premium payments is illus-
trated by the figures in table 34, showing such payments for Atlanta
families as a percentage of both their money income and their total
surplus for the year. Among white families, insurance payments
amounted to 4 or 5 percent of money income up to the $3,000 level,
and thereafter increased from 6 to 10 percent, while, as a proportion
of total surplus, they declined from more than one-half among families
with incomes under $1,250 to one-quarter at the highest levels. Insur-
ance payments of Negro families were less directly related to money
income, ranging rather irregularly from 4 to 10 percent. At the in-
come levels under $750, they constituted practically the only surplus
items reported, but at succeeding levels generally accounted for a
smaller proportion of all amounts spent for surplus items than among
white families, although the actual sums paid in insurance premiums
tended to run higher among Negro than among white families.
mamong Federal employees conducted by the Bureau of Labor Statistics shortly before the
inauguration of this investigation, the schedule provided for information on the type of insurance repre-
sented by the premiums reported. Informants were so infrequently able to supply such facts that the
question was omitted from the present schedule. It is, therefore, impossible to estimate how much of the

amount paid in life insurance premiums represents savings, and how much represents merely insurance
protection for the year.

125018°—40——7
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Increases in bank accounts and money on hand were generally
second in importance; although at the higher income levels, among
white families in Atlanta, they were not consistently greater than
increases in investments. Average increases in bank accounts of
Atlanta white families exceeded $900, at all levels above $2,250, rising
rapidly to $1,675 in the highest income group. Increases in invest-
ments,? rather surprisingly, exceeded bank account increases among
families with incomes between $1,250 and $2,250; thereafter, they
were sometimes lower and sometimes higher than the latter, but
amounted to an average of more than $200 beginning at the $3,000
level. Among white families in the middle-sized cities, the reported
increases in bank accounts tended to be larger, those in investments,
smaller, than among Atlanta white families.

TaBLE 34.— Average insurance premiums paid by Atlanta families, as a percentage
of money income and of all surplus ttems

Percentage | Percentage Percentage | Percentage

Income class Income class
: i of money | of all sur- rrey of money | of all sur-

(White families) income | plus items! (Negro families) income | plus items!

5 53 {| Under $250______.________ 8 100

5 56 (| $250-$499_ ____ 5 86

4 54 | $500-$749___ 4 69

4 42 || $750-$900__.____ 4 45

4 32 i} $1,000-$1,249._ 5 44

5 41 || $1,250-$1,499__ 5 43

4 30 || $1,500-$1,749 _ 5 23

5 29 (| $1,750-$1,999__ 4 17

5 30 || $2,000-$2,249___. 7 29

6 27 || $2,250-$2,499____.__ [] 21

7 30 2,500-$2,999__ 6 18

[ 27 || $3,000-$3,409__ 10 32

8 31 ,500-$3,999__ 6 19

10 25 {| $4,000 and over-.... 8 25

t Surplus items consist of the sum of increases in assets and decreases in liabilities.

Negro families in Atlanta showed increases in investments that ex-
ceeded an average of $100 at all but two levels above $1,500, whereas
in the smaller cities they reported increases in this category at only
four scattered levels, the average amounts never exceeding $34.
Increases in bank accounts generally amounted to more than $100
among Negro families with incomes of $1,500 and more in Columbia
and Mobile, and in Atlanta, beginning at the next higher income level.
In general, increases in bank accounts were larger than increases in
investments among Negro families.

As has been pointed out, decreases in liabilities were considerably
less important than increases in assets. Reductions in mortgages
were generally the largest item, except among white families with
incomes below $2,000 in Columbia and Mobile, among which amounts
paid on bills and installment accounts exceeded payments on mort-
gages. Among other families, the latter items were generally second

3 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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to mortgages in importance. Repayments of loans were a negligible
factor.

Important deficit items.—Among deficit items reported by families
studied in the Southeast, increases in liabilities were considerably
more important than decreases in assets at nearly all income levels
among both white and Negro families. In this respect the Southeast-
ern communities studied differ from most other communities covered,
since, in the other communities, decreases in assets were generally
greater than increases in liabilities, particularly in the upper part of
the income range.

With few exceptions, decreases in bank accounts constituted the
major portion of the decreases in assets. (See table 35.) Reductions
in assets due to the surrender or settlement of insurance policies or the
disposal of investments were significant only at scattered points in the
income scale.

On the liability side, bills due (charge and installment accounts and
other bills) tended to be most important, and frequently exceeded
bank withdrawals in amount. New or increased loans and unpaid
rents (the latter included under ‘“other’” increases in liabilities) were
relatively substantial at the lower income levels. New mortgages
and Increases in mortgages were reported only at the middle income
ranges, and rarely averaged as much as $100 per family.

Installment purchases—The situation with respect to increases in
liabilities during the year 1935-36 is well illustrated by the figures
reported by Atlanta families on installment accounts, which are in-
cluded in table 34 under “Balances due”. If the figures on increase
and decrease in amounts due on installment purchases at each income
level are compared, it will be seen that, almost without exception, the
proportion of both white and Negro families that reported an increase
was greater than the proportion that reduced their obligations. (See
table 36.) Moreover, at all but three or four income levels among
each group of families, the average amounts of increase exceeded the
decreases.

The tendencies revealed by these figures are very clear. For the
most part, the proportion of families reporting a net increase in the
balance due on installment purchases was at least two or three times
as great as the proportion reporting decreases. With few exceptions
the average increases reported were substantially greater than the
decreases. It is interesting to note that the increases shown for
families in the Southeast ran noticeably above those of families in
other cities covered by the Bureau of Labor Statistics in the Study of
Consumer Purchases.
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TaBLE 35.— Deficit items: Average amount of change in 1 year, 1935-36
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

Income class

£~
£
=) = = o | B
Ttemm Slelale|S|E|28|32\1218 (8188
& K Slz|z2|3(8|8|8|8|8|3(8)]F
g,-,aaggééé%&%g'égé
Slels|e|E|E|IRIEIE|R|R|8|2]|8 (8|8
Pl 8 5|2 |2|2ld|d|Fd 2lag|s|8|8
Dol.|Del.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.
All deficit items 1______________ @ ® 84 161| 143| 152{ 223| 235 231 202| 211f 361| 446] 296] 506| 389
(@) | 24| 8a) 42| 45 52| 101| 45| 153| 54| 113| 165 51| 181| 57
@ 3| 67| 37| 20| 24| 77 41| 135{ 46 75| 134 24| 149] 47
) |--- 1 3l 15 2| 13 3 5 3 22|._..| 13 8| 10
® 21| 16| 1 1] 24; 10 1 13| 3y 71 31 14 15/ (®»
[€) 10 PN I b | 2| Yo__J___ 20 9. 9.
(2) | 60| 77| 101{ 107| 171] 134| 186[ 139| 157| 248| 281| 245| 325| 332
[C)7) RO . (‘) 19 57| 13| 38| 26| 34{ 111] 166 129{ 11j___
Loans due )| 25| 26 18] 20f 39] 60! 55| 66| 54| 49| 38| 133( 305
Balances due. (3| 34| 48 72 70] 90| 82| 86| 57| 66/ 83| 64] 76] 181 27
Other__ ... ___.._.__._ ® 1 3 21 (™ 4™ 2 1 1 (* 20 2| |--..
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
1Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.| Dol.
All deficit items ! _____________ 111] 53| 30| 53| 57| 60| 225 208| 160| 182| 182| 207| 263(3134|____|....
Decreases in assets_____.__._ 54| 23] 11 11| 18| 19| 99| 27| 17 32| 11 103| 100| 35 ___| __.
Bank accounts_________ 54| 18] 6 6] 12| 16| 27 22
Investments__._ *) i .. |-t &
Insurance.__._ 5 5 4| 5 3] 72____
Other. .. ... ... RPN SRR RO RO (RORIVR Ry FRRONN PRI FRORPRN NPUPI SR PR
Increases in liabilities__.__.| 57| 30| 19| 42| 39 41| 126( 181 143] 150 171| 104| 163
Mortgages payable_____ | Y 3 12{ 5 3 76 78 67| 98| 131{____
Loans_________ -1 17 6 1 5 2 3 I 9 [ PR P,
Balanoes due. 19f 11 12{ 22{ 31| 32| 42| 99| 66| 50 35| 104
Other.________ 21 12 3 3| 1 3| 4 4 ... F: ]

t A1l deficit items represent the sum of decreases in assets and increases in liabilities for families at the
respective income levels. Many of these families also reported increases in assets and decreases in liabilities,
asshown in table 33. The algebraic sum of total surplus and total deficit at a given income level is the average
net surplus or deficit, as shown in table 5, ch. II, of this bulletin.

i Expenditure schedules not taken for white tamlhes at this income level.

3 Includes all families with incomes of $4,000 and more.

* Less than $1.
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TaBLE 368.—Increases and decreases in amounts due on installment purchases among
Atlanta families

WHITE FAMILIES

Families reporting | Families reporting
decreases increases
Income class
Percent- | Average | Percent- | Average
age amount age amount
39

24 112
43 130
45 107
39 169
39 159
43 158
26 181
27 152
22 282
196
17 388
21 352
8 338

17 $41
13 46
23 35
26 62
31 77

33 61
26 100
22 . 355
29 214
20 200
- 11 182
$3,000-$3,400____ - 23 301
$3,500-$3,999___ 40 358
$4,000 and OVer .. 20 200 30 430

Sources and disposition of funds used.—The foregoing discussion
has indicated three types of sources from which families obtained
funds, and also three channels through which such funds were dis--
bursed. Thus, the funds used came from current money income,
from accumulations of previous years, and from credit secured during
the year of the survey. Disbursements, on the other hand, comprised
expenditures for consumer goods and services, increases in assets,
and decreases in obligations incurred before the year began. The
relation of these constituents to their totals gives a good picture of
the year’s financial results for the families studied.

In figure 5 for families at selected income levels, total funds used
by Atlanta families are distributed by source and disposition. Among
white families at the lowest income level ($500 to $750) money income
provided 89 percent of the funds disbursed during the year while
increases in liabilities furnished 8 percent and decreases in assets
3 percent. Money expenditures for current living, on the other hand,
accounted for 91 percent of the total funds used, and thus exceeded
money income by a small margin. The remaining 9 percent of dis-
bursements was divided almost equally between increases in assets
and decreases in liabilities.

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



92

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

Fig. 5.
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At the income level $1,750 to $2,000, Atlanta white families as a
group obtained the same percentage (89) of the funds spent from
money income as were obtained by the group receiving $500 to $750,
but at this higher level expenditures for current living were approxi-
mately balanced by money income. Almost four-fifths of the dis-
bursements other than current expenditures were devoted to an
increase in assets.

Among families receiving $7,500 and over, 96 percent of the family
funds for the year came from income, but only 62 percent of such
funds were used for cwrrent living. At this level more than one-third
of all funds disbursed was used to increase family assets, and the
remainder (3 percent) to reduce liabilities.

As indicated in chapter II, Atlanta Negro families were more
successful than whites at the same income level in keeping expendi-
tures within income. Thus, although the group with incomes under
$250 obtained from money income only 62 percent of funds used, the
families receiving $1,000 to $1,250 reported that- 95 percent of total
disbursements were supplied out of money income, and only 90
percent of these disbursements were spent for current living. In the
group receiving $4,000 and over, 98 percent of funds used came from
income, but less than 70 percent went for current family living.

Among both white and Negro families, disbursements other than
for current family living were predominantly for increases in assets.
At every income level represented in figure 5, increases in assets
among Negro families were at least four times as great as decreases
in liabilities. Among white families the former were four times as
great as the latter beginning with the $1,750 to $2,000 level.

Thus, figure 5 shows, in another manner, the fact brought out in
chapter II, that over the income range there is a steady shift from
heavy deficit financing at the lower end of the income scale to sub-
stantial savings at the upper end.
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Chapter IX

Summary

The discussion of family expenditures in the preceding chapters was
primarily in terms of averages, and of variations in those averages
that were associated with differences in income level, in occupational
classification and in family composition. These averages necessarily
obscured the differences among individual families within a given
classification, in amounts spent and the apportionment of that spend-
ing. While it is important to consider how widely families similar in
certain established respects differ among themselves in expenditures
for consumption goods and services, the averages that have been
presented make it possible to discern the broad outlines of family
consumption patterns, and the differences in those patterns that may
be expected among families of different socio-economic status.

Variation of expenditures among families with similar incomes.—
Throughout the income range there was wide variation among families
in the amounts spent for current living. Among white families, the
range was relatively about as great at one end of the income scale as
at the other, but among Negroes it was relatively greater in the low
income groups than in the high. Among white families with incomes
of $750 to $1,000, expenditures for current living ranged from less than
$700 to more than $1,600. (See table 37.) The highest total ex-
penditures reported at any given income level were from two to four
times as great as the lowest among both white and Negro families,
although there was a tendency for the range to be relatively smaller
among the latter.

The proportion of families reporting expenditures that fell within
the income interval in which they were classified was generally greatest
in the lower part of the income scale. More than half of the white
families with incomes between $500 and $1,750 reported expenditures
within their income interval, and more than one-third at all levels
between $500 and $2,000. (See table 37.) Among Negro families,
which were concentrated much lower in the income scale, half or
more at the levels up to $1,250 reported total expenditures within
their income interval.

94

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



TaBLE 37.—Percentage distribution of families according to money value of current family living
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

3 =]
glalalele|a(s|a(a|s(a|e|a|z]alale]a(a|8(a]e|s/e]a|a:
glg|gls Z21&|F 12|12 | 2(F|F|F|F|d|d|d|g|gd|did|ded|d|g F|E5|g|%s
Income class 8|& |88 % . 2
AHEEE MR R
@ >3 g2 g 2| F|e|g|s|g|d|g|d g g|d|dg|d|aglg|g|g| 3|28 (5=
$500-8749_ _____________________ 30|44 | 11| 8| 41___| 3
$750-$999_ . _ 3(14(26(19 (13| 8 6| 6|....| 1| 4
$1,000-$1,249 1/12(26|19(16| 8| 9| 3| 2| 3}|..__| 1
$1,250-$1,499. 1| 2 4722|209 18|10| 4| 5 2( M 2 || 1
$1,5600-$1,749_ 1 14 4] 812211171141 9| 6| 3{.._.1 1| 1| 2}{(®»
$1,750-81,999_ M oeofee] 27 4 711311811712 6| 51 5] 5| 2| 2 1| ..l |(M[™M] 1
$2,000-$2,249 20 o) 2| 4| B 7| 8|17 1810 7| 4| 5| 21 2| 1|....| 4| 2
$2,250-$2,409_ 1 1 6 1 6 7|11 5|14 (1013 5 6 2 4 1 6 1
$2,500-$2,999 1--. 1™ 2 4| 7| 8) 51218, 8) 7| 6 4| 31, 1| 2
$3,000-$3,499 ) S RS NI PRI B | Pleeoo|oo2f 50 4 1|11 2| 6|13 7| 7131 51 &
$3,500-$3,999.. 11 3] 3; 1] 1 1| 4| 2|10|41(17|10| 5] 1
$4,000-$4,999 Vfooacfomac|oaac] 6 ]oce| 1] 4| (™[ 2522|129 6 6
$5,000-$7,499. __ 8114 (19|17 (34| 8
$7,500andover._______________ 3| 83 |.._{15j._.__| 5[80|22| 22
NEGRO FAMILIES !
=3 =z =3 (=3
g glela|z(s|a(z|e|a|e|e|2|a|a(a|e]2|a|s|gle 2|8 2|5
Income class w§§§%§§§§82$53”32”35‘933“@%323%@ & E
o % 3
HHEEHHEHHH R B H B BB EEE
P& 2 S 213|822 |E |12 |d|g|d|d|d|d|gddg|g | F|$|F 2
Under $250_.____.____ 5149(19| 9113 5
$250-$499____ - 5(16 |47 117|110 4} 1
$500-$749_ _ - 1/20|43126 6| 3 [ 1
$750-3999. .. _____ 525120119 | M| 7| 3| (ool | ]aee|eeea|e| B
$1,000-$1,249__________ 11 4{16|18 29| 22| 6| 1] 3[(™i(*®»
$1,250-$1,499_ . ________ 6| 4|12(30| 19| 14 6 3| 4 1 1
$1,500-$1,749_______._. 31414 7|15 (21 (17 3 (... 6
$1,750-$1,999 _________ 6 | 13 (.__{ 83| 6[19| 3|14 [17] 6 |- (e |20 [co|oaacfoafoncc]eaa]eai] 8
$2,000-$2,249__________ S| . q----| 8] 7|14 52311 (11| 4| 7 4
$2,250-$2,499_ . . ... cee|eeef20 713110 (18| 10|15 3| 7
$2,500-$2,999. . __.___ B |-oe|eeeeee || T 6|27 6|11 7| 61123 6|....] 5| B5{oc|-co|--..] B
$3,000-$3,499__________ 8| 28 [ fecocfoanc]|aeac]-oae] 80 |-ue- -.--| 8] 8
,500-$3,900. . ... 20 [ecmefaua- 20 ... 20
$4,000 and over.._____ 10 | ).t PR - 2010|100 20
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At the lower income levels, the bulk of the families that reported
expenditures outside the limits of their income interval had expendi-
tures above those limits. At succeeding levels, the proportion with
expenditures below these limits increased steadily, while the propor-
tion with higher expenditures declined rapidly.

When the same data are examined for individual categories the
variations from family to family are even wider, relatively, than are
found in total expenditures for current living. Such variations re-
flect the wide differences among families in their habits and tastes, as
well as in the circumstances that operate in any given year to modify
their usual pattern of spending.!

The share of food, shelter, and clothing in family expenditures—It
has already been noted that after the three basic essentials, food,
shelter, and clothing have been provided, families in the lower part of
the income range have comparatively little remaining to cover all the
other goods and services included in family living. Hence, the vary-
ing proportions of total consumption accounted for by these cate-
gories, and by those that may be considered ‘luxuries,” provide an
indication of the kind of living secured at different economic levels.?

Among white families in the Southeastern cities studied, these three
essentials accounted for more than half of total expenditures of all in-
come groups except the highest in Atlanta ($7,500 and over), and more
than three-fifths of the total of all families below the $2,500 level.
(See table 38.) Among Negroes, at least half of total expenditures
were so used in all income groups studied, and more than three-fourths,
among families receiving less than $500. At succeeding income levels,
therefore, steadily increasing proportions of total expenditures were
available for other consumption purposes.

The decline over the income scale in the share of the total going to
the three essentials was much more striking in terms of income than
in terms of expenditures. Among white families with incomes under
$750, food, housing, and clothing accounted for more than 80 percent
of income; but among families with incomes of $5,000 and over this
proportion was less than half as great.

W E for further discussion of variability in family expenditures. See also U. S. Bureau ot
Labor Statistics Bull. No. 642, Family Income and Expenditures in Chicago, vol. II, ch. IX, for data on
occupational and family type differences in the range of total expenditures.

2 It should be pointed out that in the higher income groups expenditures for these three essentials include
elements of comfort or display, as well as the satisfaction of the basic needs. Thus, it is not possible to make
a clear distinction between “necessities’ and “‘luxuries,” quite apart from the question as to whether any
given group of items belongs in one classification or the other. For present purposes, however, the three
largest categories representing goods which no family can do without will be designated as necessities,

while three others, automobiles, household help, and recreation, will be classified as luxuries, since they can
generally be eliminated from the budget if circumstances require it.
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TaBLE 38.— Average expenditures for food, housing, and clothing, combined, and for

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

automobiles, recreation, and household help, combined

Income class

Food, housing, and clothing

elp

Automobiles, recrelxlation, and house-

Perfc:mtta;ge Perfcfnttaige Percent?ge Percentage
of tota of tota of tota. of total
Amount expendi- income Amount expendi- income
tures (adjusted) tures (adjusteqd)
500-8749 oo $533 78.8 82.0 $29 4.3 4.5
750-$999_ .. ___ 713 71.6 79.1 53 5.3 5.9
1,000-$1,249__ _ . 820 67.1 7L.3 117 9.6 10.2
1,250-$1,499 __ . - 935 65. 8 67.1 127 8.9 9.1
1,500-$1,749. .. . 1,083 63.0 63.9 189 1.5 1n7
1,750-$1,999 . __ - 1, 180 62.1 62.9 249 13.1 13.3
2,000-$2.249 __ _ 1,246 60. 2 58.9 300 14.5 14.2
2,250~$2,499_ __ - 1,384 60.0 57.8 350 15.2 14. 6
2,500~$2,999 _ _ . - 1, 503 59.6 54.9 361 14.3 13.2
3,000-$3,499 1, 696 57.9 52.4 510 17.5 15.8
3,500-$3,999 1,914 57.0 51.3 621 18.5 16. 6
4,000-$4,999.. _ _ . 2,122 56. 1 47.0 715 18.9 15.8
5,000-$7,499_ . __ -- 2, 505 50. 5 42.1 1,122 22.6 18.9
87,500 and over_ . ______._..... 3,622 48.1 31.5 1,248 16.6 10.9
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
$250-$499_______________ ... $402 80. 8 104. 9 $14 2.3 3.0
$500-$749. .- 5566 77.1 84.5 3.6 4.0
$750-$999_ __ - 680 72.1 74.3 78 8.3 8.6
$1,000-$1,249. - 796 68. 4 69.8 96 8.3 8.4
$1,250-$1,499. .. - 914 66. 1 66. 3 142 10.3 10.3
$1,500-$1,749_ _ .- 1,075 66. 3 65.7 176 10.9 10.8
$1,750-$1,999__ _ - 1,149 62.1 61.1 269 14. 5 14.3
$2,000~-$2,249 R 1,276 61.6 59.5 299 14.4 13.9
$2,250-$2,499 ——- 1, 302 60. 1 54.8 321 14.8 13.5
$2,500-$2,999 - 1,518 59.8 55.2 428 16.9 15.6
$3,000-$3,499. _ _ R 1,619 57.6 50.0 551 19. 6 17.0
$3,500-$3,999_ _ _ . 1,733 55.1 46.3 614 19. 5 16.4
$4,000-$4,999_ _ R 2,028 54.4 46.0 759 20. 4 17.2
$5,000 and over_.__._._....__. 2,735 51.2 36.6 1,006 20.5 14.7
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
$279 82.5 118.2 $3 0.9 1.3
387 80.8 88.6 6 1.3 1.4
502 74.4 75.3 18 2.7 2.7
626 70.0 68.3 35 3.9 3.8
769 67.5 64.9 73 6.4 6.2
841 63.4 59.7 98 7.4 7.0
985 63.5 58.7 145 9.3 8.6
1, 053 63. 2 55.0 182 10.9 9.5
1,160 62.9 54.0 240 13.0 1.2
1,198 61.1 50. 5 199 10.2 8.4
1, 259 61.9 46.4 166 8.2 6.1
1,416 57.2 42.6 362 14.6 10.9
1, 469 511 37.4 609 21.2 15.5
1,983 50.7 36.4 852 21.8 15.6
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
Under $250. $243 88.7 102.1 $1 0.4 0.4
$250-$499__ 332 812 82.4 3 7 .7
$500-$749______ 452 73.7 72.4 23 3.8 3.7
$750-$009__________. 596 70.9 68.1 28 3.3 3.2
$1,000-$1,249 733 67.1 64. 8 69 6.3 6.1
$1,250~-$1,499_ _______.__ 884 62.7 61.9 148 10.5 10. 4
$1,500-$1,749 925 60.9 56. 8 225 14.8 13.8
$1,750-$1,999 1,031 64.2 54.5 124 .1 6.6
$2,000-$2,249_ _______ 1,025 618 47.5 153 9.2 7.1
$2,250-$2,499 1,168 55. 6 49.0 338 16.1 14.2
$2,500 and over__.__.__..._.__ 1,344 63.0 42.4 163 7.8 5.7
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Expenditures for recreation, automobile, and household help.—In con-
trast to the large but declining share of the total absorbed by food,
housing, and clothing combined, expenditures for automobiles (pur-
chase and operation), recreation, and household help, combined, rose
rapidly as a percentage of the total in successive income classes.
Expenditures for these goods and services increased much more
rapidly than total expenditures and more rapidly even than total
income. Up to the $1,500 level in Atlanta and the $1,250 level in
the middle-sized cities, they generally accounted for less than one-
tenth of total expenditures. Among white families they absorbed
one-seventh or more of the total, beginning at the $2,000 level in
Atlanta and the $1,750 level in the smaller city unit. Thus, among
Atlanta white families, the proportion of total expenditures ac-
counted for by automobiles, recreation, and household help was four
times as great at the top as at the bottom of the income scale in
Atlanta and nine times as great in the middle-sized cities. Among
Negro families the share going to these goods increased much less
regularly, and dropped off sharply at the highest income level studied
in each community.

Families in Atlanta spent more than those in the middle-sized
cities for the three necessities and less for luxury goods, both in
dollar amounts and as a proportion of total expenditures. The direct
relationship between city size and necessity outlays was characteristic
of the three constituent categories in respect to actual expenditures,
but true only of clothing in respect to the ratio of these expenditures
to the total. In the case of the luxury goods and services, the inverse
relationship was attributable to differences in payments for house-
hold help and also, among white families, to differences in expendi-
tures for recreation.

Relative changes in expenditures.—The foregoing chapters have
shown differences among the categories in the rate at which expendi-
tures for the several categories of goods and services increase, as
successively larger incomes make possible greater latitude in con-
sumer’s choices.

It is possible to obtain a rough measure of the elasticity of various
types of expenditures over a given income range by computing the
percentage increases in average outlay between the lower and upper
ends of that range. Elasticity varies in different parts of the income
scale, and is also greater or less depending on the length of the range
selected for the comparison, since average expenditures for each
category increase in successive income classes.

When average expenditures are compared for Atlanta white families
over a range that begins with the groups receiving $500 to $1,250
and ends with those receiving $5,000 and over, the following per-
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centage increases in expenditures are obtained for the individual
categories, arranged in order from the smallest relative increase to
the greatest:

Pgrcentage

mcrease
Transportation other than by automobile_._______________ 147
Food ' . 213
Furnishings and equipment_________________________.____ 213
Tobaceo- - - e 235
Personal eare_ _ _ _ L __ 284
Reading_ _ - _ e _____ 291
Housing 2 ___ e 315
Clothing_____ o _____ 552
Recreation__ _ .. 822
Automobile purchase ___ . ____________________________ 1, 080
Automobile operation. . . __ . ___ 1, 107
Household operation________________________________.__. 1, 196
Mediecal eare_______ ___ e 1, 356
Contributions and personal taxes_ __ . ______.______.________ 2, 255
Edueation. ________ e 3, 350

1 Includes the money value of food received without money expense.
2 Includes fuel, light, and refrigeration, and the money value of housing and fuel received without money
expense.

Over this range, which represents a 700-percent increase in total
income,? total expenditures rose 455 percent, while the increase in
outlay for the individual categories varied from 147 percent for trans-
portation other than automobile to 3,350 percent for education.
Among the more important categories of consumption, food was the
least elastic, with an increase in average outlay of 213 percent, and
household operation was the most elastic, with average outlay rising
nearly 1,200 percent.

The manner in which income elasticity in expenditures varied for
Atlanta families in different parts of the income scale is indicated by
the lists appearing below, which represent the individual categories
arranged according to the percentage increase in average expenditures
over the income ranges from $500-$749 to $1,000-$1,249 and from
$3,000-$3,499 to $5,000-$7,499. The first involves an increase in
average income of about 75 percent and an increase in average total
expenditures for current living of 80 precent. In the aggregate, the
families in these first two groups ‘‘went into the red”” during the year,
the families at the higher income level having a slightly larger average
deficit than those at lowest levels. The range between the two
upper groups represents an increase in income of slightly over 80 per-
cent, a rise in current expenditures of 70 percent, and an increase in
net savings of over 200 percent.

3 Money income increased 672 percent over this range.
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Percentage Percentage

$500-$749 to $1,000-$1,249 increase $3,000-$3,499 to $5,000-$7,499 increase
Food .. 33 || Tobaceo-- 31
Reading. 50 || Food!. __. 37
Recreati 63 || Personal care__ 40
Housing 2_._.. 64 || Reading_.__ 44

Total expenditures.__ 80 {| Housing 2. __ .. ._._._____

Personaleare.____.___ - 88 || Furnishings and equipment____ 52
Eduecation......_....__. e 100 (| Total expenditures___._______._ - 70
Household operation. __.__.___._______ 100 || Clothing___.____._ .. - 81
Transportation other than automobile_ 110 || Household operation. _ B 95
125 || Automobile operation. - 96
151 I} Recreation.__..____. - 103

192 || Bdueation______.___.___.__________ 119
208 i| Contributions and personal taxes.
211 || Automobile purchase
850 || Medical care

Furnishings and equipment
Contributions and personal
Automobile purchase. __
Automobile operation__

! Includes the value of food received without money expense.
2 Includes fuel, light, and refrigeration, and the money value of housing and fuel received without money
expense.

The most striking difference in elasticity in the lower income
range and the upper is found in the case of automobile purchase and
operation. Comparatively few families in the lowest income class
($500 to $750) owned cars, so that average outlay for automobile
operation rose 2,200 percent between that group and the one receiving
$1,000 to $1,250. Between the two groups in the upper part of the
income scale, on the other hand, expenditures for automobile operation
rose less than 100 percent, a rise somewhat greater than that in income,
but very moderate in comparison with the extraordinary growth in
outlay for this category over the income range below the median.
Average expenditures for automobile purchase increased 850 percent
between the two groups at the lower end of the income scale, but
increased less than 150 percent in the range between the group with
incomes of $3,000 to $3,500 and that receiving $5,000 to $7,500.%

Elasticity in expenditures for furnishings and equipment, contri-
butions and personal taxes, tobacco, clothing, and personal care was
also greater in the lower part of the income scale than in the upper
part. Only in the case of recreation was elasticity in expenditures
appreciably greater at the top of the income scale. Elasticity in
expenditures for food, for household operation, and for medical care
was similar at both income levels.

On the whole, as already indicated by the data in ch. II, expendi-
tures for family living showed considerably less elasticity among Negro
families than among whites. In the case of recreation and education,
however, and to a lesser extent in the case of food, average expendi-
tures rose more rapidly between the income class $500 to $750 and
$1,000 to $1,250 among Negro families than among whites. Over
this income range average income of the Negro as well as the white
families increased approximately 75 percent, while average expendi-

+ Average expenditures for transportation other than automobile were slightly lower at the $5,000 to
$7,500 level than at the $3,000 to $3,500 level in Atlanta.
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tures increased 81 percent among-white families and only 69 percent
among Negroes.

The growth with income in average expenditures by white families
in Atlanta for the main categories is shown in figures 6 and 7. These
figures indicate both the level of outlay and the relative increase
in different parts of the income scale.® The relatively small increases
for both food and housing noted in chapters IIT and IV are empha-
sized in figure 6. Among the other categories a number show relative
increases that are closely similar. All categories of current expendi-
ture showed a clear tendency toward relatively slower increase at
the higher economic levels, although this is least marked with respect
to contributions and personal taxes. The flattening of the curves in
the upper part of the income scale reflects the growing importance of
various forms of savings with increases in income.

Expenditures at successive income levels.—As already indicated, data
for individual families reveal great differences among families both
in the level of spending and in its apportionment among consumption
goods and services. When families are classified into groups that are
homogeneous in certain established respects, however, their average
expenditures assume such regularity of design that it becomes possible
to speak of the ‘“‘patterns of expenditures” at successive income levels
in the communities studied. The designs become especially apparent
when all families studied are grouped into a few broad income classes,
and the pattern of expenditures is compared for families at each of
these economic levels. (See table 39.)

Among white families with incomes under $1,000, in both Atlanta
and the middle-sized cities, food and home maintenance together
absorbed more than three-fourths of total income,® clothing and
personal care about one-tenth, leaving less than one-seventh for all
other categories including medical care, transportation, contributions
and personal taxes, recreation, reading, and other miscellaneous items.
It is not surprising, therefore, that these families were unable to
supply all of their current needs out of income, but reported fairly
substantial deficits.

In succeeding income groups food and home maintenance took
steadily decreasing proportions of total income. This relative decline
was balanced in part by decreasing deficits, or, at the higher levels,
by increasing surpluses, and in part by relative increases in amounts
spent for the smaller categories, such as transportation, clothing,
recreation, and contributions and personal taxes. The income group
receiving $5,000 and over reported average savings that accounted
for nearly one-fourth of total income, while expenditures for food and

8 Average expenditures were smoothed and plotted on double logarithmie paper.

¢ Figures for income and expenditures both include the money value of housing, food, and fuel obtained
without money expense in the year of the survey.
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Fig. &
’ RELATIVE CHANGES IN SPECIFIED CATEGORIES
OF EXPENDITURE WITH CHANGES IN INCOME
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Fig. 7

RELATIVE CHANGES IN SPECIFIED CATEGORIES
OF EXPENDITURE WITH CHANGES IN INCOME

ATLANTA, 1935-1936
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104 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

home maintenance took less than 40 percent of that total, or only
about half the proportion reported at the lowest level,

TaBLE 39.— Percentage distribution of adjusted family income !

ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

: Contri-
Total Home | Clothing Trans- | Medi- | butions
Income class agf‘};t Total | Food m{zg_n- ax;gn%?r- porta- | cal | and per- | Other
come nance | care tion | care %g;’:;
$500-$999_ . . ___.._ $814 108.8 43.3 37.0 11.4 4.3 3.7 2.2 8.9
$1,000-$1,999_ .| 1,544 102.2 31.8 4.7 12.0 9.3 4.5 3.1 6.8
$2,000-$2,999___ .1 2,430 94.9 26. 6 30,5 11.9 10,1 5.4 4.0 6.4
$3,000-$4,999_ __ —.-f 3,799 87.7 217 20.5 11.2 9.7 4.4 4.9 6.3
$5,000 and over._..._.._.. 7,616 75.3 15.5 23.7 9.2 8.0 6.1 6.8 6.0
MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES: WHITE FAMILIES
$250-$999 . _______ $788 106.3 41.0 36. 9 10.5 4.7 5.0 1.6 6.6
$1,000-$1,999 .| 1,506 99.7 32.1 34.8 1.0 7.5 4.7 2.9 6.7
$2,000-$2,999_ __ -] 2,369 93.4 25.5 32.3 111 9.2 4.2 4.4 6.7
$3,000 and over. .| 4,914 78.7 16.9 27.6 9.7 8.4 3.2 6.7 6.2
ATLANTA: NEGRO FAMILIES
46.1 43.8 8.6 2.0 4,7 2.0 5.4
36.3 31.8 11.9 5.0 5.4 3.0 5.8
28.7 29.5 13.6 8.0 4.9 3.7 6.1
19.1 24.0 12.1 8.6 3.6 4.2 6.8
ED CITIES: NEGRO FAMILIES
B0 39.4 9.2 05| b2 Lol 41
35.9 29.7 13.2 2.8 6.2 3.4 6.1
30.1 28.4 14.0 6.5 5.9 4.1 7.2
20.0 24.4 11.4 7.2 4.4 5.8 5.4

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

There was little difference to be observed between Atlanta and the
middle-sized cities in the apportionment of income in these broad
income intervals, or in the shift over the income range in family
spending patterns. Families in the middle-sized cities generally
kept expenditures to a slightly lower level and hence had somewhat
smaller deficits or larger surpluses than the corresponding groups in
Atlanta, but the relative importance of the various consumption
categories was closely similar in the two city units.

The shift over the income range in the pattern of spending by Negro
families followed lines that were broadly similar to those for white
families, although savings bulked larger among Negroes for all com-
parable groups, as did expenditures for clothing.
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TABULAR SUMMARY

The data presented in the following tables summarize, by major
groups, the expenditures of native white and Negro families living in
Atlanta, Ga., and a middie-sized city tabulation unit comprising
Columbia, S. C., and Mobile, Ala. The data on expenditures, pre-
sented separately for white and Negro families, were obtained only
from nonrelief families containing husband and wife, both native
born. Not all families meeting these requirements were scheduled,
but the number of eligible families in the different income, occupa-
tional, and family-type groups is given in column 2 of all tables in
order to show their relative frequency in the community. (See
statement in section on sampling, appendix A, regarding the “eligible”
sample.)

Data presented for ‘““All families” and for families of each type,
include the different occupational groups at the following income
levels:

Atlanta 2 middle-sized cities
Oceupational group
‘White Negro White Negro
Wage earner_ . ..o $500-$2,999 | Under $250- $250-$2,499 | Under $250-
$1,499 $1, 499
i 2
Clerical .. $750-$2,999 | $250 and over $500-$2,499 }Un der $250 and
Business and professional __ _._.__.______ $1,250and over | $250 and over | $1,000 and over over.

Data for “All families” and for each occupational group represent,
in the case of the white families and the Negro families in the middle-
sized city tabulation unit, family types I through V; in the case of
the Atlanta Negro families, types I through VII. Data for “All
families”” are weighted according to the frequency in the eligible
sample of the occupational groups and the family types. Data
for the occupational groups are weighted according to the frequency
of the family type groups studied, and data for the family types are
weighted by the frequency of the various occupational groups at the
income levels where they are represented. (See section on sampling,
appendix A.) Averages are in all cases, except as indicated in table
1-A, based on the number of families reporting expenditures (column
3 on all tables), whether or not they reported expenditure for the
particular item.

Due to the small number of cases at the upper income levels among
the Negro families, data for the clerical, business, and professional
groups in Atlanta were combined for incomes of $2,250 and over.
For the family type groups, data were combined for Atlanta families
with incomes between $1,500 and $2,250, and for those with incomes
of $2,250 and over. For Mobile-Columbia, data on the Negro
family type groups were combined for families with incomes between
$1,500 and $2,250 and for those with incomes of $2,250 and over.
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TaBLE 1.

TABULAR SUMMARY

ATLANTA, GA.

107

Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible

families, number reporting expenditures, average net money and nonmoney income,
average money expenditure for family living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
difference, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

Numbi%reé)f fam Average net income
Average
Average | Average
; money. | net sur- | net bal
Occupational group, family expendi- 1 ur- | net bal-
type, and income class Report- Non- | ture for [ BUS OF | ancing
i ing ex- money | family | deficit | differ-
Eligible1 pendi. Total | Money 2| "o living (—)s ence ¢
tures housing 3
(6] @) (3) ) (5) (6) (U] [¢)] 9)
All families
$500-8749_ ... 608 26 $644 $640 $4 $666 —$20 —$6
$750-$999___ R 1, 154 70 890 883 7 978 —81 —14
$1,000-$1,249_ I 1,392 85 1,126 1,107 19 1,179 —58 —14
$1,250-$1,499_ aeee| L, 812 159 1,379 1,355 24 1,381 —23 -3
$1,500-81,749_ . ________.____. 1,836 162 1, 605 1, 559 46 1, 581 —11 —11
$1,750-$1,999_______________. 1,924 176 1, 861 1,811 50 1,836 -2 —23
$2,000~$2,249__ _ ceeo| 1,636 161 2,107 2,043 64 1,997 60 —14
$2,250-$2,499_ __ ool 1,408 151 2,376 2, 306 70 2,217 102 -13
$2,500~$2,999_ . _ R 1,818 192 2,712 2, 604 108 2,387 221 —4
$3,000-$3,499__ . ___._.___._. 538 96 3,222 3,115 107 2,797 336 —18
$3,500-$3,090 _________ .. ___ 492 84 3,705 3, 545 160 3,170 399 —24
$4,000-$4,099_ _ _ 466 103 4,474 4, 300 174 3, 567 714 19
$5,000~-$7,499__ _ 426 74 5,908 5,636 272 4, 649 968 19
$7,500 and over 184 49 11,448 | 10,875 573 6,922 3,923 30
Occupational group: Wage
earner
$500~8749 .. . ______._.___ 608 26 644 640 4 667 -21 —6
$7560~$999___ R 814 41 886 879 7 988 —92 —17
$1,000-$1,249 _ . 846 46 1,127 1,114 13 1,163 —38 —11
$1,250-$1,499_ - 786 47 1, 380 1, 350 30 1,349 -3 4
$1,500-$1,749____._______._ .. 850 35 1, 608 1, 559 49 1,635 —61 —15
$1,750~$1,999__ . _.____.__ ... 670 45 1, 868 1,829 39 1,839 10 —20
$2,000-$2,249 e 562 33 2, 109 2,020 89 1,873 152 —5
$2,250-$2,499_ . _____________ 356 30 2,372 2, 237 135 2,186 82 —31
$2,500-$2,999__ 392 38 2, 693 2, 582 111 2,234 363 —15
Clerical
$750~$999 . ________ 340 29 899 894 5 958 —-57 -7
$1,000-$1,249_ 546 39 1,125 1,097 28 1, 205 —89 —19
$1,250-$1,499 458 30 1,384 1,372 12 1,447 —61 —14
$1,500-81,749_ ... .__ 630 43 1, 604 1, 562 42 1,533 31 —2
790 36 1,858 1, 807 51 1, 856 ~—21 28
724 36 2,095 2, 068 27 2,073 13 —18
610 34 2, 381 2, 338 43 2, 260 74 4
746 33 2, 696 2, 592 104 2, 402 180 10
Independent business and
professional
$1,250- 130 33 1,370 1,344 26 1,348 -4 *)
$1,500- 178 29 1, 596 1,532 64 1,428 106 -2
$1,750~ 196 37 1,854 1,783 71 1,779 23 —19
$2,000~ 138 26 2, 111 1,969 142 2,056 —70 —17
$2,250- 154 27 2,381 2,301 80 2,028 272 1
$2,500-$2,999_ _______________ 208 45 2,780 2,637 143 2, 484 161 —8
$3,000-$3,499 _ 154 32 3,194 2,983 211 2,574 414 -5
$3,500-$3,999 _ 122 35 3,704 3,517 187 3,158 385 —26
$4,000-$4,999 104 43 4,472 4,176 296 3,407 797 —28
$5,000-$7,499 _ __ 156 33 5,739 5, 400 339 4,322 1,073 5
$7,500 and over.. _ 78 24 11,349 | 10,850 499 6, 594 4,219 37
See p. 145 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 SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

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

Num};?{e? fam- Average net income
& Average A
verage | Average
MONeY. |“not sur-| net bal-
Occupational group, family expendi- tus or | ancing
type, and income class Report- Non- tfure {or % eficit | differ-
Eligible lp%gng’;_ Total | Money r?;):rgy 1?311115 (—) ence
tures housing
[¢V] [¢)] ) @ %) (6) (@) ®) )
Sularied business
$1,250-$1,499_ _______________ 84 28 $1,369 | $1,363 $6 | 81,377 —4$8 —$6
$1,500~$1,749. .. 94 26 , 606 , 568 38 1,528 60 —20
$1,750-$1,999_ __ 156 32 1,848 1, 804 44 1,748 67 -11
$2,000-$2,249 . __ 126 33 2,142 2,066 76 2,027 59 —-20
$2,250-$2,499_ ... ... 186 31 2, 362 2,329 33 2,321 51 —43
$2,500-$2,999_ _____ ... ... 332 39 2,712 2, 598 114 2,429 188 —19
$3,000-$3,499. __ 278 31 3,230 3,184 46 2,842 366 —24
$3,500-$3,099 _ __ 274 28 3, 696 3, 555 141 3,236 332 —13
$4,000-34,999 _ __ 292 30 4,473 4,339 134 3, 692 43
$5,000-$7,499 . __ 226 22 6,078 5,830 248 4,926 875 29
$7,500 and over____ 82 13 12,281 | 11,673 608 7,675 3,995 3
Salaried professional

$1,250-$1,499_________.______ 54 21 1,362 1,311 51 1, 382 —61 —10
$1,500-$1,749 . __ 84 29 1, 607 1, 594 13 1,775 —142 —39
$1,750-$1,999_ __ 112 26 1,872 1,799 73 1,907 —87 -~21
$2,000-$2,249 _ __ 86 33 2,130 2,058 72 1,995 61 2
$2,250-$2,499_ ... 102 29 2, 381 2, 320 61 2,162 174 —16
140 37 2,749 2, 697 52 2, 493 211 -7
106 33 3,244 3,128 116 3,007 143 -22
96 21 3,735 3, 553 182 3, 000 608 —55
70 30 , 481 4,323 158 3, 649 685 —11
44 19 5, 634 5, 477 157 4,386 1,083 8
24 12 8,925 8, 696 5, 421 2,711 97
172 7 658 644 14 709 —50 —-15
320 15 906 804 12 1,000 —97 -9
450 19 1,149 1,125 24 1,238 —103 -10
390 34 1,370 1,336 34 1, 362 —34 8
536 33 1, 603 1, 565 38 1,579 -9 -5
540 37 1,875 1,811 64 1,765 66 -—20
444 31 2,120 2,065 55 1,874 193 -2
434 27 2,378 2,328 50 2,143 201 —16
494 40 2,710 2,631 79 2,263 348 20
144 18 3,194 3,096 98 2,701 397 -2
$3,500-$3,999__________.___.. 118 14 3,674 3, 576 98 3,202 402 —28
$4,000-$4,999__ _ 98 17 4,575 4,450 125 3,405 1,032 13
86 16 6,077 5,733 344 4,350 1,372 11
48 10 13,862 | 13,059 803 7,513 5,475 71
238 9 637 (i1 A 619 20 —2
470 32 876 875 1 924 —35 —14
580 34 1,115 1,109 [ 1,166 —37 -20
640 75 1,377 1,364 13 1,387 —14 -9
692 59 1, 589 1, 561 28 1, 605 —34 ~16
$1,750~$1,999_ . ______________ 720 68 1,855 1,835 20 1,886 —32 —19
$2,000-$2,249___ 540 73 2,106 2,052 54 2,026 40 —14
$2,250~$2,499 458 58 2,373 2, 335 38 2,361 —6 -—20
$2,500-$2,999_ 530 80 2,673 2, 568 105 2, 362 224 —18
$3,000-$3,499__ . ____.________ 172 31 3,245 3,164 81 2, 799 404 —39
$3,500~83,999_ . __________.__. 162 41 3,723 3,532 19 3,171 385 —24

$4,000~$4,999._ 146 37 4, 508 4,346 162 3,492 854 ™
$5,000-$7,499___ 104 25 5,893 5, 549 344 4,670 914 —35
$7,500 and over. 36 18 11, 995 11, 513 482 6, 492 4, 900 121

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0,1 are not, shown.
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TasLe 1.—Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible
families, number reporting expenditures, average net money and nonmoney income,
average money expenditure for family lwing, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
difference, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1985~36—Continued

Numbi(leiregf fam- Average net income
ﬁ:;gge Avfrage Azega%e
Occupational group, family expendi-| 06t Sur- | net bat-
type, and income class Report- Non- | ture for %léléc‘i’{ it
Eligible ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ Total | Money n%l?onl;aly fﬁg‘ﬁg (-) ence
tures housing
[¢)] 2 3) €] ) ) (Y] ®) 9)
Types IVand V

198 10 $641 $641 + . ______. $687 —$43 —$3

364 23 894 884 $10 1,032 —130 —18

362 32 1,115 1,082 33 1,127 —36 -9

482 50 1,39 1, 360 30 1,391 -28 -3

608 70 1,626 1, 552 74 1, 557 12 -17

$1,750—$1,999 ________________ 664 71 1, 856 1,786 70 1,840 ~25 -29
$2,000-$2,249 _ 652 57 2,098 2,019 79 2,054 ~14 —21
516 66 2,379 2,262 117 2, 153 114 -5

794 72 2,733 2,612 121 2,481 140 —9

222 47 3, 3,090 133 2, 860 243 -13

212 29 3,709 3, 539 170 3,162 409 —22

222 49 4,407 4,204 203 3,687 482 35

236 33 5, 852 5, 639 213 4,749 845 45

$7,500 and over____.___.__.._ 100 21 10 092 9, 596 496 6,794 2,825 —23
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ATLANTA, GA.

TapLE 1-A.—Net surplus or defieit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by occupation, family type, and income, in
1 year, 1935-36 1
[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

Number of families

Percentage of fam-

Average amount for

Average ilies having 2— families having —

net sur-

Occupational group, family plus or

type, and income class Reporting|| deficit

Eligible | expendi- () Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
[¢)) 2 3) @ (&) () )] @)
All families
608 26 —$20 62 38 $40 $118
1,154 70 —81 41 58 76 192
1,392 85 —58 51 45 84 225
1,512 159 —23 52 47 113 173
1,836 162 —-11 56 42 142 217
1,924 176 -2 63 37 165 290
1,636 161 60 65 34 241 281
1,408 151 102 60 40 363 295
1,818 192 221 75 24 381 278
538 96 336 82 18 502 402
492 84 399 78 22 636 465
466 103 714 90 10 835 398
426 74 968 90 10 1, 257 1,750
184 49 3,923 96 4 4,157 1, 405
Occupational group: Wage
earner
608 26 —-21 62 38 40 120
814 41 —92 39 61 82 203
846 46 —38 53 42 89 202
$1 250—$1 499 - 786 47 —3 55 45 94 123
$1 500-$1,749_ oo 850 35 —61 52 48 114 249
670 45 10 60 40 154 203
562 33 152 61 39 373 192
356 30 82 65 35 351 417
392 38 363 87 10 428 102
340 29 —57 45 52 62 164
546 39 —89 49 49 75 257
458 30 —~61 43 57 155 226
630 43 31 62 38 136 139
$1,750-$1,999__ ... 790 36 ~21 67 33 167 404
$2,000-$2,249. ... 724 36 13 71 29 165 357
$2,250-$2,499_ - 610 34 74 54 46 361 263
$2,500-$2,999 746 33 180 72 28 356 276
Independent business and
professional
1,250-$1,499_ . .. ____ 130 33 —4 66 34 133 273
1,500-$1,749 - 178 29 106 62 25 271 248
1,750-$1,999_ - 196 37 23 66 34 207 328
2,000-$2,249_ - 138 26 ~70 60 40 184 447
$2,250-$2,499_ - 154 27 272 73 27 443 199
2,500-$2,999_ _ 208 45 161 70 27 399 443
3 $3,499_ . 154 32 414 85 15 561 423
3,500-$3,999_ - 122 35 385 82 18 605 626
54,000-$4,909_ - 104 43 797 89 11 972 575
$5,000-$7,499___________________ 156 33 1,073 96 4 1, 150 651
$7,500 and over_.__ 78 24 4,219 93 7 4, 599 603
Salaried business

1,250-$1,490_ . ________.__ 84 28 —8 63 33 89 195
1,500-$1,749_ 94 26 60 74 137 186
1,750-$1,999_ 156 32 87 72 28 148 138
2,000-$2,249_ 126 33 59 61 39 211 179
2, 25{)—$2 499_ 186 31 51 53 47 350 202
$2,500-$2,999._ 332 39 188 72 28 362 249
$3,000-$3,499_ - 278 31 366 85 15 524 500
$3,500-$3,990________________.__ 274 28 332 74 26 504 424
$4,000-$4,999____. _____________ 292 30 692 90 10 804 307
$5,000-$7,499___ 226 22 875 85 15 1,378 1,973
$7,500 and over______.._____.__ 82 13 3,995 9R 2 4,186 3,792

See p. 145 for notes on this table.
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TasrLe 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, 1935-36—Continued

Number

of families

Percentage of fam-

Average amount for

Average ilies having — families having—
Occupational group, family ’:I‘ﬁflgl:)';
type, and income class Reporting|] deficit
Eligible | expendi- (=) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
(63} 2 (3 @ (%) (6) @ 8)
Salaried professional
$1,250-81,499___________________ 54 21 —$61 26 65 $104 $135
$1, 500—$1 749 __ 84 29 —142 32 68 172 289
$1,750-31, 99917 112 26 —87 42 54 154 279
$2 000—$2 249 86 33 61 60 34 258 273
$2 250—$2 499 . 102 29 174 75 25 304 223
$2,500-$2,900________.____._____ 140 37 211 77 23 366 300
,000-$3,409_____ 106 33 143 69 31 331 272
$3,500-$3,999_____ 96 21 608 86 14 778 403
$4,000-$4,999__.__ 70 30 685 94 6 763 431
$5,000-$7,490__. __ 44 19 1,083 100 |occoeo 1,083 |__.o.._..
$7,500 and over 24 12 2,711 100 .. 2,71 ..
Family type: Type 1
172 7 -50 57 43 38 168
320 15 —97 50 50 98 291
450 19 —103 43 51 91 280
390 34 —34 56 45 157 271
536 33 -9 57 40 197 305
$1,750-$1,099_____ 540 37 66 79 21 191 403
$2,000-$2,249_ 444 31 193 74 25 342 235
$2,250-$2,499_ 434 27 201 85 35 494 348
$2,500-$2,999_ 494 40 348 86 11 428 196
$3,000-$3,499_____ 144 18 397 85 15 491 125
$3,500-$3,990_ ... _____________ 118 14 402 74 26 703 473
$4,000-$4,999_ - 98 17 1,032 89 11 1,195 259
$5, 000—$7 499_ . - 86 16 1,372 100 (... 1,372 | oo __.
$7,500 and over. ... .. 48 10 5,475 100 (. 5,475 | ...
Types IT and 111
238 9 20 67 33 46 33
470 32 —35 40 57 59 103
580 34 —37 59 41 75 196
640 75 —14 47 52 87 106
692 59 -34 51 48 111 189
$1 750—$1,999 ___________________ 720 68 —32 46 53 171 208
$2, 000—$2 249 _ 540 73 40 66 34 209 282
$2, 250—$2 499 _ 458 58 —6 50 50 298 306
$2,500—$2,999_ 530 80 224 78 22 356 231
$3,000-$3,499_____________..__.. 172 31 404 84 16 569 463
162 41 385 78 22 637 535
146 37 854 90 10 970 167
104 25 914 94 6 1,024 662
36 18 4, 900 94 6 5,411 3,714
198 10 —43 60 40 35 160
364 23 —130 33 67 69 229
$1,000-$1,249___._______________ 362 32 —36 51 43 93 193
$1,250-$1,499 __________________ 482 50 —28 56 44 105 200
$1,500-$1,749_______________.___ 608 70 12 62 37 122 170
$1,750-81,999_______ .. . _. 664 71 —25 69 31 135 381
$2,000-$2,249_ 652 57 —14 59 41 185 300
$2,250-$2,499_ 516 66 114 66 34 297 236
$2,500-$2,999_ 794 72 140 67 32 360 317
$3,000-$3,409______________.____ 222 47 243 78 22 456 498
212 29 409 81 19 601 394
222 49 482 91 9 592 633
236 33 845 86 14 1,318 1,965
100 21 2,825 94 6 3 036 603
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ATLANTA, GA.

TapLE 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
[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]
Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Oceupational i nish- Auto- | OB | por | Medi i | Tons
ccupationalgroup num- - f _| Auto- | Per- edi- g | ma ions
family type, an Report.| Perof || Total | Food %;’ us- | Fuel, ﬂﬁfg Cill'l’th mo- trarlgs sonal | cal ﬁ?cﬁ bTo- Rigad edu- | and ?tglﬁg
income class cor [OPOTb arsons € | light, ; g | biles | POTY8"| carg | care 0! 8CCO € |cation| per-
Eéllgl' ng ex- | “rer and’ | Other | QWD tion sonal
e I;?lng;' family refrig- ment taxes$
T eration
¢V} ) (3) [¢)) (3) () )] ®) © 10) | A | (12) | 13) | 14 | (15 | A8 | A | A8 | (19) | (20) | (2)
Average money expenditure in dollars
All families
26 3.3 666 303 105 68 27 24 47 6 10 16 12 16 12 8 1 9 2
70 3.4 978 368 158 84 44 43 85 24 21 24 40 23 25 131 2 22 4
85 3.2 1,179 389 185 85 54 74 118 84 21 30 35 26 27 12 2 28 9
159 3.4 1,381 448 215 98 75 63 135 83 33 33 64 32 36 13 4 44 5
162 3.3 1,581 492 229 101 100 84 153 114 31 35| 77 47 44 15 [ 44 9
$1,750~$1,999____ 1,924 176 3.3 1,836 549 278 106 133 71 182 155 37 43 89 47 41 18 9 69 9
$2,000-$2,249__ - 1,636 161 3.5 1,997 586 270 110 132 92 209 197 31 43 105 52 48 18 17 74 13
$2,250-$2,499_. - 1,408 151 3.3 2,217 612 322 115 164 76 245 226 31 48 123 64 49 20 9 95 18
$2,500-$2,999__ -1 1,818 192 3.5 2, 387 683 295 125 193 80 267 211 39 52 163 67 44 22 17 117 12
$3,000- $3,499______ ... 538 96 3.5 2,797 753 392 135 266 92 293 272 34 60 135 92 55 27 27 153 11
$3,500-$3,999__. ... 492 84 3.6 3,170 862 434 141 293 98 351 345 40 74 168 116 53 30 19 190 16
$4,000-$4,999.__ 466 103 3.7 3, 567 845 465 158 367 96 436 374 47 73 202 126 61 35 36 225 21
$5,000-$7,499....... 426 74 3.7 4,649 | 1,019 462 184 520 140 530 593 29 84 340 187 72 39 59 362 29
$7,600 and over.._.__ 184 49 3.7 6,922 | 1,446 576 229 728 227 763 494 89 125 758 269 89 53 92 878 106
Percentage of total money expenditures
All families
0-$749 . ..... 608 26 3.3 100. 0 5 15.8 10.2 4.0 3.6 7.0 0.9 1.5 2.4 1.8 2.4 1.8 1.2 0.2 14 0.3
$750-$999. .. - 1,154 70 3.4 100.0 37.8 16.2 8.6 4.5 4.4 8.7 2.4 2.2 2.4 4.1 2.4 2.6 1.1 .2 2.2 .4
$1,000-$1,249__ .| 1,392 85 3.2 100.0 32.9 15.7 7.2 4.6 6.3 10.0 7.1 1.8 2.5 3.0 2.2 2.3 1.0 .2 2.4 .8
$1,250-$1,499__ -l 1,512 159 3.4 100.0 32.4 15.6 7.1 5.4 4.6 9.8 6.0 2.4 2.4 4.6 2.3 2.6 .9 .3 3.2 4
$1,500-$1,749. .. ..._ 1,836 162 3.3 100.0 1 14.5 6.4 6.3 5.3 9.7 7.1 2.0 2.2 4.9 3.0 2.8 .9 .4 2.8 .6
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1,924 176 3.3 100.0 29.9 15.2 5.8 7.2 3.9 9.9 8.4 2.0 2.3 4.8 2.6 2.2 1.0 .5 3.8 .5
1,636 161 3.5 100. 0 29.4 13.5 5.5 6.6 4.6 | 10.5 9.8 1.6 2.2 5.3 2.6 2.4 .9 .8 3.7 .6
1,408 151 3.3 100. 0 27.6 14.5 5.2 7.4 3.4 | 11.1| 10.2 1.4 2.2 5.5 2.9 2.2 .9 N 4.3 .8
1,818 192 3.5 100.0 28.7 12.4 5.2 8.1 3.4} 111 8.9 1.8 2.2 6.8 2.8 1.8 .9 7 4.9 .5
538 96 3.5 100.0 26.9 14.0 4.8 9.5 3.3| 10.5 9.7 1.2 2.1 4.8 3.3 2.0 1.0 1.0 5.5 .4
$3,500-$3,909__.______ 492 84 3.6 100.0 25.3 13.7 4.4 9.2 3.1 1.1 | 10.9 1.3 2.3 5.3 3.7 L7 .9 .8 6.0 ]
$4,000-$4,999. 466 103 3.7 100.0 23.7 13.1 4.4} 10.3 2.71 122 | 10.5 1.3 2.0 5.7 3.5 1.7 1.0 Lo 6.3 .6
$5,000-$7,499_.__ 426 74 3.7 100.0 22.0 10.0 40| 1.2 3.0 1.4 12.7 .6 1.8 7.3 4.0 L8 .8 1.3 7.8 .6
$7,500 and over___._. 184 49 3.7 100.0 20.9 8.3 3.3 10.5 3.3} 110 7.1 1.3 1.8 | 110 3.9 1.3 .8 1.3 | 12.7 .5
Oceupational group: Average money expenditure in dollars
Wage earner
608 26 3.3 667 303 105 68 27 24 47 6 10 16 12 1 2
814 41 3.4 988 377 154 83 41 50 82 28 20 22 46 2 5
846 46 3.2 1,163 390 182 85 51 59 122 79 19 32 36 2 9
786 47 3.5 1,349 459 187 100 67 64 132 104 31 32 45 5 6
850 35 3.5 1,635 527 196 99 94 109 169 119 28 36 79 4 13
670 45 3.4 1,839 593 252 121 118 88 185 129 29 43 83 11
562 33 3.5 1,873 561 193 109 119 116 202 197 22 40 102 5
356 30 3.5 (| 2,186 508 241 120 144 104 253 245 20 41 191 16
302 38 3.7 2.234 721 245 117 170 75 257 192 36 49 131 9
Percentage of total nioney expenditures
Wage earner
$500-$749_.__.______. 608 26 3.3 100.0 45.6 15.7 10.2 4.0 3.6 7.0 0.9 15 2.4 1.8 2.4 1.8 1.2 0.1 1.5 0.3
$750-$999___ 814 41 3.4 100. 0 38.3 15.6 8.4 4.1 5.1 8.3 2.8 2.0 2.2 4.7 2.1 2.3 1.0 .2 2.4 .5
$1,000-$1,249__ 846 46 3.2 100.0 33.5 15.6 7.3 4.4 51) 10.5 6.8 1.6 2.8 3.1 2.4 2.3 1.0 .2 2.6 .8
$1,250-$1,499 786 47 3.5 100.0 34.0 13.9 7.4 5.0 4.7 9.8 7.7 2.3 2.4 3.3 2.4 2.5 .9 .4 2.9 .4
$1,500-$1,749___.__._. 850 35 3.5 100.0 32.2 12.0 8.1 5.7 6.7| 10.3 7.3 1.7 2.2 4.8 3.4 3.1 .9 .2 2.6 .8
$1,750-$1,999..__._._. 670 45 3.4 100.0 32.2 13.7 6.6 6.4 48 10.1 7.1 1.6 2.3 4.5 2.4 2.6 1.2 .3 3.6 .6
,000-$2,249. . ___.. 562 33 3.5 100.0 30.0 10.3 5.8 6.4 6.2 10.8] 10.4 1.2 2.1 5.4 3.1 3.1 .9 .9 3.1 .3
$2,250-$2,499._______. 356 30 3.5 100.0 27.3 1.0 5.5 6.6 4.8 11.6 11.2 .9 1.9 8.7 2.6 1.7 .9 .5 4.1 .7
$2,500-$2,999_____.___ 392 38 3.7 100.0 32.3 10.9 5.2 7.6 3.4 115 8.6 1.6 2.2 5.9 3.0 2.0 .8 .7 3.9 .4

ZAVININAS 9VINdVL

See p. 145 for notes on this table.
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ATLANTA, GA.

TasLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1935-836—Continued

Number of Household

families Aver- operation Fur- Con-

Oceupational S nish- Auto- | OTReT | por | Medi FOIFl- ttr.ibu-

ational group, num- 3 uto- er- edi- . ma; ions
family type, and Report-| Perof || Total | Food Hous- | pyq), ings | Cloth-| "o | 188" | sonal |~ cal Recre-| To- | Bead | edu- | and Qtther
income class Eligi- |1 persons g | light and | ing | pylg |POTEA-| “horg | care | 2010 | Pacco | IDE | ogtion| per- |1MS

gi- | ing ex- 4 equip- tion
ble | pendi- |, Per and | Other [ [0+ sonal
tures | Amily refrig- taxes
eration
@ (2) 3) )] *) (6) (@) (8) @ o) | an [ a2 { a3 | @ | @5 1 aey | an b oasy | 19 | @ | @
Average money expenditure in dollars
Clerical
$750-$099__._________ 340 29 3.3 958 349 168 85 52 25 93 16 22 26 28 28 31 12 2 18 3
$1,000-$1,249 546 39 3.3 1,205 387 188 85 59 95 112 90 25 28 35 23 29 13 2 26 8
$1,250-$1,499 458 30 3.2 1,447 428 249 93 78 71 152 59 39 35 92 33 43 15 3 53 4
$1,500-$1,749 630 43 3.3 1,533 463 243 105 97 69 148 122 34 35 64 44 41 14 7 41 6
$1,750-$1,999 790 36 3.3 1,856 518 299 95 138 63 183 186 44 43 94 52 34 16 10 73 8
$2,000-$2,249________ 724 36 3.5 2,073 603 331 106 130 84 214 174 38 45 111 47 41 20 21 85 23
$2,250~-$2,499___ 610 34 3.2 2, 260 645 353 111 172 49 251 200 36 56 105 71 57 20 8 98 28
$2,500~$2,999__ 746 33 3.5 2,402 680 299 128 177 85 270 206 47 51 155 64 42 23 19 135 21
Percentage of total money expenditures
Clerical

$750-8099_________ 340 29 3.3 100.0 36.6 17.5 8.9 5.4 2.6 9.7 1.6 2.3 2.7 2.9 2.9 3.2 1.3 0.2 19 0.3
$1,000-$1,249 546 39 3.3 100.0 32.1 15.6 7.0 4.9 7.9 9.3 7.4 2.1 2.3 2.9 1.9 2.4 1.1 .2 2.2 .7
$1,250~$1,499 458 30 3.2 100. 0 29.6 17.2 6.4 5.4 491 10.5 4.1 2.7 2.4 6.3 2.3 3.0 1.0 .2 3.7 .3
$1,500-$1,749 630 43 3.3 100. 0 30.2 15.9 6.8 6.3 4.5 9.6 8.0 2.2 2.3 4.2 2.9 2.7 .9 .4 2.7 .4
$1, 750-$1,999. 790 36 3.3 100.0 27.9 16.1 5.1 7.4 3.4 9.9 10.1 2.4 2.3 5.1 2.8 1.8 .9 .6 3.9 .4
$2,000-$2,249 724 36 3.5 100.0 29.1 16.0 5.1 6.3 4.1 10.3 8.3 1.8 2.2 5.3 2.3 2.0 1.0 1.0 4.1 L1
$2,250-$2,499 610 34 3.2 100.0 28.6 15.6 4.9 7.6 2.2 111 8.9 1.6 2.5 4.6 3.1 2.5 .9 .4 4.3 1.2
$2,600-$2,999 746 33 3.5 100.0 28.3 12.4 5.4 7.2 3.6 11.2 8.6 2.0 2.1 6.5 2.7 1.7 .9 .8 5.7 .9
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Independent business Average money expenditure in dolars
and professional
$1,250-$1,499_________ 130 33 3.3 1,348 452 233 111 99 33 3| 62 20 29 56
$1,500-$1,749__ - 178 29 3.1 1,428 455 264 102 116 31 105 58 39 34 88
$1,750-$1,999__ R 196 37 3.4 1,779 563 253 108 130 60 183 144 34 39 78 1
$2,000-$2,249__ R 138 26 3.6 || 2,056 633 212 127 160 59 193 280 30 44 121
$2,250-$2,409____ 154 27 3.5 2028 531 299 126 188 51 210 278 23 43 68
$2,500~$2,999__ 208 45 3.6 )| 2484 714 322 133 266 71 267 224 26 52 138
,000-33, 154 32 3.6 11 2,574 704 343 151 259 56 254 239 27 57 138
$3,500-$3,999__ 122 35 3.5 | 3158 844 422 158 315 123 364 370 34 65 95
$4,000-$4,999__ 104 43 3.6 || 3,407 814 408 176 410 92 416 373 33 71 151
$5,000-$7,499____ 156 33 3.7 4322 1,008 454 179 544 157 523 533 31 88 161
$7,500 and over 78 24 4.0} 6,594 | 1,389 596 241 770 257 769 581 66 111 352
Independent business Percentage of total money expenditures
and professional
$1,250-$1,499_ . _____ 130 33 3.3 100.0 33.7 17.3 8.2 7.3 2.4 8.2 4.6 L5 2.2 4.2 2.5 2.2 L0 0.2 4.0
$1 500—$1 749_. . 178 29 3.1 100.0 32.0 18.5 7.1 8.1 2.2 7.4 4.0 2.7 2.4 6.2 1.8 3.0 L1 .4 2.9
$1,750-81,999 . 196 37 3.4 100.0 3L.6 14.2 6.1 7.3 3.41 10.3 8.1 1.9 2.2 4.4 2.4 2.4 .9 .2 3.9
$2 000-$2,249__ 138 26 3.6 || 100.0 30.8 10.3 6.2 7.8 2.9 9.4 13.6 1.4 2.1 5.9 3.0 2.2 .9 .5 2.8
$2,250-$2,499. . 154 27 3.5 100.0 26.2 14.7 6.2 9.3 2.5 10.4 | 13.7 L1 2.1 3.4 2.3 2.7 L0 .2 4.2
208 45 3.6 || 100.0 28.7 13.0 541 10.7 281 10.7 9.0 1.0 2.1 5.6 2.4 2.0 .9 .9 4.5 .3
154 32 3.6 100. 0 27.4 13.3 5.9 10.1 2.2 9.9 9.3 1.0 2.2 5.4 2.6 2.3 1.0 .9 6.2 .3
122 35 3.5 100.0 26.7 13.4 50| 10.0 3.9 | LL§| 1L7 11 2.0 3.0 3.3 L1 .9 .8 5.8 .1
104 43 3.6 100.0 23.8 12.0 5.2 120 271 12.2| 109 1.0 2.1 4.4 3.2 2.0 1.0 .8 6.2 .5
156 33 3.7 100.0 23.4 10.5 4.1 12.6 3.6 | 12,1} 12.3 .7 2.0 3.7 4.6 L5 .9 .9 6.8 .3
78 24 4.0 || 100.0 21. 1 9.0 3.6 1L7 3.9 | 1.7 8.8 1.0 L7 5.3 3.9 1.5 .8 L9] 12.3 .8
Average money expenditure in dollars
Salaried business
$1,250-81,499 _______. 84 28 3.5 1,377 453 265 107 85 43 114 48 36 34 75
$1 ,500—$1 a9, 1T 94 26 3.1 1,528 445 294 104 123 61 128 67 39 34 71
$1,750-$1,999. _ 156 32 3.2 1,748 510 292 87 140 51 174 166 26 40 82
$2.000—$2 249__ 126 33 3.3 2,027 561 300 113 152 73 217 258 28 45 69
$2, 250—32 499 . . __ 186 31 3.5 2,321 603 382 110 159 119 244 256 26 48 103
$2,600-$2,999__._____ 332 39 3.3 (| 2,429 618 304 126 201 76 265 231 30 56 243
$3,000—$3 409 ____.__. 278 31 3.4 2,842 785 412 128 264 108 313 258 40 61 126
$3,500—$3,999 _________ 274 28 3.6 3,236 814 458 136 292 83 349 310 43 80 191
0-$4,999_..__.___ 292 30 3.6 3,604 845 481 152 348 89 446 397 46 73 216
$5, ,000-$7,499________ 226 22 3.6 4,926 | 1,029 459 190 506 136 551 658 25 84 480
$7,500 and over.__.. 82 13 3.6| 7,675 1,603 590 221 724 211 767 456 109 152 | 1,292

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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ATLANTA, GA.

TasLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued
Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
0 1 age nish- Auto | Other| p Med F orl- ttr ibu-
ccupational group. num- . g .| Auto <. | Per- edi- R _ .| ma fons
family type, and Report.| berof [i Total | Food Hi;)]us Fuel, e Cil];)th mo- troary%;_ sonal | cal 1;&?: b:fgc " Ri?lad edu- | and %2;‘;;
ineome class Eligi- | i D persons € | light, i € | bile (P2 care | care € |cation| per-
gl- | 1ng ox- nd | Other | WD~ tion sonal
ble | pendi- |, Per a1 ment .
tures family refrig- taxes
aation
[¢)] 2 @) (4) (5) (6) G ®) ) o) [ A | (12) | 3 | (149 | A3 | 16) | A7) [ (8) | (19) | (20) | (21)
Percentage of total money expenditures
Salaried business
$1,250~$1,499______.__ 84 28 3.5 100.0 32.9 19.3 7.8 6.2 3.1 8.3 3.4 2.6 2.5 5.4 2.2 2.6 L0 0.2 2.3 0.2
$1,500~$1,749. M 26 3.1 100.0 20.2 19.2 6.8 8.0 4,0 8.4 4.4 2.6 2.2 4.6 2.3 2.3 1.2 .8 3.9 .1
$1,750~$1,999_ 156 32 3.2 100.0 29.3 16.7 5.0 8.0 291 10.0 9.4 15 2.8 4.7 26 2.2 .9 .5 3.7 .3
$2,000-$2,249_ - 126 33 3.3 100. 0 27.6 14.7 5.8 7.5 3.6 10.7 ] 12.7 L4 2.2 3.4 2.5 2.4 .9 .3 4.1 .2
$2,250-$2,499_._______ 186 31 3.5 100.0 26.1 16.5 4.7 6.9 511 105} 110 L1 2.1 4.4 3.1 2.2 .9 .5 4.5 .4
$2,500~$2,999. 332 39 3.3 100.0 25.5 12.5 5.2 8.3 31| 10.9 9.5 1.2 2.3} 10.0 3.0 2.1 .9 .4 5.0 .1
$3,000-$3,409_. 278 31 3.4 100.0 217 14.5 4.5 9.3 3.6 1.0 9.1 1.4 2.1 4.4 3.0 L9 .9 .7 5.5 .4
$3,500~$3,999_ 274 28 3.6 100.0 25,2 14.2 4.2 9.0 2.6 10.8 9.6 L3 2.5 5.9 4.0 2.0 1.0 .6 6.5 7
$4,000~$4,999. 292 30 3.6 100. 0 23. 4 13.3 4.2 9.6 2.5 12.4| 111 1.3 2.0 6.0 3.6 1.7 .9 L0 6.3 .7
$5,000-$7,499___ 226 22 3.6 100. 0 20.9 9.3 3.8 1.3 2.8 11.2}| 13.4 .5 L7 9.7 3.7 1.6 .8 15 7.9 .9
$7,500 and over___._. 82 13 3.5 100.0 20.9 7.7 2.9 9.4 2.7 | 10.0 59 1.4 2.0 16.9 3.8 1.2 .7 .8 12.4 L3
Average money expenditure in dollars
Salaried professional
$1,250-81,499_._______ 54 21 3.2 1,382 452 254 81 74 44 128 56 36 30 93 27 32 15 14 42 4
$1,500-$1,749._ 84 29 3.3 1,775 484 319 9% 108 88 146 176 20 35 131 51 31 18 11 57 4
$1,750-$1,999_ 112 26 3.3 , 539 312 111 186 51 177 90 54 49 130 41 39 16 39 684 9
$2,000-$2,249.___. 86 33 3.1 1,995 559 205 109 154 81 224 156 35 50 108 50 41 21 20 85 7
$2,250-$2,499__.___... 102 29 3.2 2,162 605 351 117 158 102 228 164 54 44 112 58 33 24 1 98 3
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$2,500-$2,999_________ 140 37 3.4 2,493 703 350 123 215 86 280 231 40 59 131 77 36 25 18
,000-$3,499_ . 106 33 3.6 3,007 739 411 132 282 117 209 356 26 66 152 144 47 31 48
$3,500-$3,999_ 96 21 3.6 3,000 716 380 132 269 108 343 416 38 66 197 91 43 24 28
$4,000-$4,999_ 70 30 3.8 3,649 889 479 1585 379 133 422 281 70 75 222 141 57 42 49
$5,000-$7,409_ 44 19 3.8 4,38 | 1,017 501 1 505 102 445 464 41 79 256 181 66 52 38
$7,500 anad ov: 24 12 3.61| 5421 1,003 467 214 606 186 730 339 97 80 249 241 36 59 88
Percentage of total money expenditures
Salaried projessional
$1,250-$1,499_ 54 21 3.2 100. 0 32.7 18.4 5.9 53 3.2 9.3 4.1 2.6 2.2 6.7 1.9 2.3 1.1 1.0 3.0 .3
$1,500-81,749. 84 29 3.3 100.0 27.3 18.0 5.4 6.1 5.0 8.2 9.9 1.1 2.0 7.4 2.9 1.7 1.0 .6 3.2 .2
$1,750-$1,999_ 12 26 3.3 100.0 28.3 16.4 5.8 9.8 2.7 9.3 4.7 2.8 2.6 6.8 2.1 2.0 .8 2.0 3.4 .8
$2,000-$2,249_ 86 33 3.1 100.0 28.0 4.8 5.5 7.7 4.1 112 7.8 1.8 2.5 5.4 2.5 2.0 1.0 1.0 4.3 .4
$2.250-$2,499_.____._. 102 29 3.2 100.0 28.1 16.3 5.4 7.3 4.7 10.5 7.6 2.5 2.0 5.3 2.7 1.5 1.1 .5 4.5 .1
$2,500-$2,999_ ... 140 37 3.4 100.0 28.3 4.1 4.9 8.6 3.4 11.2 9.2 1.6 2.4 5.3 3.1 14 1.0 .7 4.4 .4
3,000-$3,499_ 106 33 3.6 100.0 4.5 13.7 4.4 9.4 3.9 9.9 1L9 .9 2.2 5.0 4.8 1.6 1.0 1.6 4.6 .6
$3,500-$3,909_ 96 21 3.6 100.0 23.8 12.7 4.4 9.0 3.6} 114 | 13.9 1.3 2.2 6.6 3.0 1.4 .8 .9 4.6 .4
$4,000-$4,999. 70 30 3.8 100. 0 24.4 13.1 4.21 10.4 3.6 1.6 7.7 1.9 2.0 6.1 3.9 1.6 1.2 1.3 6.7 .3
$5,000-$7,499__. 44 19 3.8 100.0 23.3 11.5 3.9 11.5 23| 10.1 | 10.6 .9 1.8 5.8 4.1 1.5 1.2 L9 10.3 .3
$7,500 and over.._... 24 12 3.6 100.0 20.2 8.6 3.9 11.2 3.4 13.5 6.3 1.8 1.5 4.6 4.4 .7 1.1 L6 15.9 3
A verage money expenditure in dollars
Family type: Type I
$500-$740_. .. . 172 7 2.0 709 306 113 72 44 24 49 1 18 18 19 7 11 L PO 5
$750-$999__ 320 15 2.0 1, 000 320 191 73 49 57 90 20 24 23 51 31 31 12 ... 6
$1,000-81,249_ 450 19 2.0 1,238 348 205 78 70 125 96 122 18 32 35 15 36 121 7
$1,250-$1,499_ 390 34 2.0 1,362 407 242 86 90 74 126 49 36 28 74 24 34 151 (M 2
$1,500-$1,749_________ 536 33 2.0 1,579 432 262 84 112 113 144 132 29 34 78 50 50 Ml ™ 6
$1,750-91,900_____.__ 540 37 2.0 1,765 434 300 81 129 75 144 218 27 41 117 39 39 17 6 7
$2,000-$2,249_ 444 31 2.0 1,874 509 275 74 128 107 183 194 33 39 104 38 46 17 1 8
$2,250-$2,499_ 434 27 2.0 | 2143 569 352 78 150 77 247 185 26 45 152 68 50 20 |oooao.- 11
$2,500-$2,999_ 494 40 2.0 2,263 594 318 101 164 67 247 186 42 53 204 63 42 26 5 2
$3,000-$3,499. ... 144 18 2.0 2,701 619 432 121 287 90 239 373 16 60 110 72 60 28 { ... 3
$3,500-$3,999________. 118 14 2.0 3,202 688 4568 98 221 110 351 378 41 i 233 86 77 26 4 8
$4,000-84,909_ 98 17 2.0 || 3,405 668 549 125 333 71 403 488 50 71 208 120 74 36 1. 16
$5,000-$7,499___ 86 16 2.0 4, 350 850 526 144 519 77 500 571 41 85 268 182 58 50 3 9
$7,500 and over______ 48 10 2.0 7,513 1, 366 461 231 644 156 827 340 153 145 | 1,576 196 64 50 1 30

AAVININQS 94vVINgvL

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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ATLANTA, GA.

TaBLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935—~36—Continued
Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Oceupational aze nish- Autor | O | por. | Med Por. | tribu-
upational group, num- _ g _| Auto- o er- edi- " . .| ma ions
family type, and Report.] ber of || Total | Food Higus Fuel, s Cill‘l’th mo- mﬁ:_ sonal | eal Rficr!f bTo Ri;ad edu- | and %2;3;
income class soin |3 *"| persons g | light, and g | pile |PO care | care | vioD | bacco € lcation| per-
Eligi- | ing ex er and | Other | S4MD- tion sonal
ble | pendi- | (B refrig- ment taxos
tures eration
¢V 2 ® 4) ()] () ™ @® O [ an | Q) | a2 | 43 | Q49 | 15 | a8 | AN | 18) | 19 | (20) | (2D
Percentage of total money expenditures
Type I
$500-$749. ________.__ 172 7 2.0 100. 0 43.2 15.9 10.2 6.2 3.4 6.9 0.1 2.5 2.5 2.7 L0 1.6 1.3 |-ccenee 1.8 0.7
50-$999____ 320 15 2.0 100.0 32.0 19.1 7.3 4.9 5.7 9.0 2.0 2.4 2.3 5.1 3.1 3.1 L2 ... 2.2 .6
$1,000-3$1,249 450 19 2.0 100. 0 28.1 16.5 6.3 56| 10.1 7.8 9.9 1.4 2.6 2.8 1.2 2.9 1.0 * 3.2 .6
$1,250-$1,499__ 390 34 2.0 100.0 29.9 17.8 6.3 6.6 5.4 9.3 3.6 2.6 2.1 5.4 1.8 2.5 L1l é‘; 5.5 .1
$1,500-$1,749___..___. 536 33 2.0 100.0 21.3 16.6 53 7.1 7.2 9.1 8.3 1.8 2.2 4.9 3.2 3.2 .9 * 2.5 .4
$1,750-$1,999_________ 540 37 2.0 100.0 24.6 17.0 4.6 7.3 4.3 8.2 12.3 1.5 2.3 6.6 2.2 2.2 1.0 0.3 5.2 .4
$2,000-$2,249_. 444 31 2.0 100.0 27.2 14.7 4.0 6.8 5.7 9.8 10.3 1.8 2.1 5.6 2.0 2.4 .9 " 6.3 .4
$2,250-$2,499__ 434 27 2.0 100. 0 26.6 16.5 3.6 7.0 3.6 11.5 8.6 1.2 2.1 7.1 3.2 2.3 ' 1 O, 5.3 .5
$2,600-$2,999_. 494 40 2.0 100. 0 26. 2 14.1 4.5 7.2 3.0 10.9 8.2 1.9 2.3 9.0 2.8 1.9 11 .2 6.6 .1
$3,000-$3,499___..__.. 144 18 2.0 100.0 22.9 16.0 451 10.7 3.3 8.8 | 13.8 .6 2.2 4.1 2.7 2.2 1.0 7.1 .1
$3,600-$3,909_________ 118 14 2.0 100.0 21. 5 14.3 3.1 6.9 3.4] 10| 11.8 1.3 2.4 7.3 2.7 2.4 .8 .1 10.8 .2
$4,000-$4,999__ 08 17 2.0 100. 0 19.6 16.1 3.7 9.8 2.1 11.81 14.3 L5 2.1 6.1 3.5 2.2 L0 |acannee 5.7 ]
$5,000-$7,499.._ 86 16 2.0 100.0 19.5 12.1 3.3 1.9 1.8 11.5] 13.2 .9 2.0 6.2 4.2 1.3 11 .1 10.7 W2
$7,500 and over..._.. 48 10 2.0 100.0 18.2 6.1 3.1 8.6 2.1 8.3 4.6 2.0 L9 21.0 2.6 .8 .7 ™ 19.6 4
Average money expenditure in dollars
Types II and 111
238 9 3.4 619 281 1056 67 18 23 39 9 2 14 11 22 14 6 1 5 2
470 32 3.5 924 370 125 79 39 33 80 34 13 24 32 23 30 11 2 26 3
580 34 3.4 1,166 390 186 87 47 54 132 72 26 29 36 33 26 12 2 26 8
640 75 3.5 1,387 453 200 103 70 64 135 107 26 33 57 42 34 13 [ ] 39 5
692 59 3.5 1, 6056 497 231 106 104 79 156 122 28 37 69 51 50 17 5 45 8
$1,750-$1,999 720 68 3.5 1,886 563 287 107 144 68 189 151 25 43 94 58 47 21 9 72 8
$2,000-$2,249 540 73 3.5 2,026 590 276 116 136 111 217 198 19 42 127 56 48 2 [} 54 9
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$2,250-$2,499 458 58 3.5 2,361 621 365 122 190 91 226 259 31 52 132 69 49 22 15 102
$2,500-$2,999.__ 530 80 3.4 2,362 651 290 126 212 80 201 216 25 52 117 7 44 22 13 135
$3,000-$3,499 172 31 3.4 2,799 744 433 116 242 80 318 229 30 65 157 132 58 27 20 139
55 $3,500-$3,909 162 41 3.5 3,171 778 447 151 355 129 312 349 32 64 165 144 42 33 9 151
o $4,000-$4,999__ 146 37 3.5 3,492 829 449 157 393 106 394 393 30 64 184 97 55 35 39 252
S $5,000-$7,409 _______ 104 25 3.4 4,670 [ 1,007 495 184 604 154 488 545 24 86 295 230 53 35 84 375
® $7,500 and over._.... 36 18 3.6 6492 1,274 604 260 781 283 774 534 39 121 618 262 67 47 62 692
5 Percentage of total money expenditures
T Types II and I1I
I 238 9 3.4 100.0 45.3 17.0 10.8 2.9 3.7 6.3 15 0.3 2.3 1.8 3.5 2.3 1.0 0.2 0.8 0.3
470 32 3.5 100.0 40.1 13.5 8.6 4.2 3.6 8.7 3.6 1.4 2.6 3.5 2.5 3.2 1.2 .2 2.8 .3
580 34 3.4 100.0 33.5 16.0 7.5 4.0 4.6 1L3 6.2 2.2 2.5 3.1 2.8 2.2 1.0 .2 2.2 7
640 75 3.5 100. ¢ 32.7 14.4 7.4 5.0 4.7 9.7 7.7 19 2.4 4.1 3.0 2.5 .9 .4 2.8 .4
692 59 3.5 100.0 31.0 4.4 6.6 6.5 4.9 9.7 7.6 1.7 2.3 4.3 3.2 3.1 1.1 .3 2.8 .5
$1,750-$1,999_________ 720 68 3.5 100.0 29.9 15.3 5.7 7.6 3.6 10.0 8.0 1.3 2.3 5.0 3.1 2.5 1.1 .4 3.8 .4
$2,000-$2,249_________ 540 73 3.5 100. 0 20,2 13.6 5.7 6.8 5.3 10.9 8.7 .9 2.0 6.2 2.8 2.5 1.0 .3 2.7 4
$2,250-$2,469_________ 458 58 3.5 100. 0 26.3 15.5 5.2 8.0 3.9 9.6} 1.0 1.3 2.2 5.6 2.9 2.1 .9 .6 4.3 .6
$2,500-$2,909.________ 530 80 3.4 100.0 27.6 12.3 5.3 9.0 3.4 12.3 9.1 1.0 2.2 5.0 3.2 L9 .9 .6 5.7 .5
$3,000-$3,499._. ... __ 172 31 3.4 100.0 26.6 15.5 4.1 8.6 2.8 11.4 8.2 11 2.3 5.6 4.7 2.1 1.0 W7 5.0 .3
$3,500-$3,999_________ 162 41 3.5 100.0 24.6 14.1 48| 11.2 4.1 9.8 1.0 1.0 2.0 5.2 4.5 1.3 1.0 .3 4.8 .3
$4,000-54,999.________ 146 37 3.5 100.0 23.7 12.9 4.5( 11.3 3.0 1.3 | 11.3 .8 1.8 5.3 2.8 1.6 1.0 1.1 7.2 .4
$5,000-$7,499________. 104 25 3.4 100.0 21.6 10.7 3.9 13.0 33| 10.5¢ 1.7 .5 1.8 6.3 4.9 1.1 .7 L8 8.1 .1
$7,500 and over...... 36 18 3.6 100. 0 19.6 9.3 40} 121 4.4 119 8.2 .6 1.9 9.5 4.0 1.0 T LG 10.7 1.1
Average money expenditure in dollars
Types IVand V
$500-8749. ... ______ 198 10 4.3 687 326 97 66 24 26 56 8 12 16 6 16 11 8 3 11
$750-$999__ - 364 23 4.4 1,032 410 171 100 47 42 89 14 28 23 43 16 14 10 3 18
$1,000-$1,2: - 362 32 4.5 1,127 437 157 92 44 40 124 53 19 28 34 29 22 12 5 19
$1,250-$1,499__ - 482 50 4.3 1,391 476 217 102 68 50 142 77 40 36 64 25 42 13 5 26
$1,500-$1,749.._______ 608 70 4.4 1,557 539 199 112 84 64 156 89 38 35 84 40 33 13 12 46
$1,750-$1,999__.___.__ 664 71 4.3 1,840 628 251 126 125 68 206 107 56 45 62 42 34 16 12 49
$2,000-$2,249__ - 652 57 4.4 2,054 633 261 128 131 66 220 197 40 47 89 59 48 18 37 60
$2,250-$2,499__ - 516 66 4.4 2,153 641 260 140 152 62 259 229 34 50 90 56 48 19 1 75
$2,500-$2,999__ - 794 72 4.5 2,481 761 283 140 199 88 263 224 46 52 167 62 46 19 26 85
$3,000-$3,499_.. . _.__ 222 47 4.5 2, 860 847 334 159 271 102 309 240 48 58 133 75 49 27 49 140
$3,500-$3,999___.__.__ 212 29 4.5 3, 152 884 410 157 285 68 382 324 45 79 135 112 49 31 35 130
$4,000-$4,999 - 222 49 4.5 3,687 933 437 173 364 101 477 312 56 80 212 149 59 35 50 223
$5,000-$7,499___ - 236 33 4.4 4,749 | 1,086 422 199 483 158 559 620 27 84 386 171 87 36 68 318
$7,500 and over.._._. 100 21 4.6 6,794 | 1,546 622 216 749 241 825 554 76 17 415 306 109 57 148 658

AIVININAS 9vVINgVL

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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ATLANTA, GA.

TasLe 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935—-36—Continued

Number of Household

families Aver- operation Fur- Con-

Oceupational o nish- Auto- | OB | per | prog i | s

ccupational group num- ) uto- er- edi- . _| mal ions
family type, and Report-| Per of || Total | Food Hi%us- Fuel, ines Cilgth' mo- ttmzs: sonal | cal I;gicr:- bzgc Ri%ad edu- | and ?tt::;;

income class Eligi- | ing ox- | Persons g | light, oo € | bile |POrta| oare | care 0 ° g | cation| per-

quip- tion
ble pendi- | , Per and | Other ment sonal
tures family refrig- taxes
eration
(1) (2) 3 @ 5) (8) )] ®) ® 0y | a1 | (12 | (13) | 4 | (19 1s) | a7 | (18) Q9 | (20 | (2)
Percentage of total money expenditures
Types IV and V

$500-$749. . _____ 198 10 4.3 100.0 47.5 14.1 9.6 3.5 3.8 8.2 1.2 L7 2.3 0.9 2.3 L6 12 0.4 16 0.1
$760-$999. .. 364 23 4.4 100.0 39.7 16.6 9.7 4.5 4.1 8.6 1.4 2.7 2.2 4.2 L5 1.4 1.0 .3 L7 .4
$1,000-$1,249_ 362 32 4.5 100.0 38.8 13.9 8.2 3.9 5| 1.0 4.7 1.7 2.5 3.0 2.6 1.9 L1 .4 1.7 1.1
$1,250-$1, 499__ 482 50 4.3 100.0 34.2 15.6 7.3 4.9 3.6 | 10.2 5.5 2.9 2.6 4.6 1.8 3.0 .9 .4 L9 .6
$1, 500-$1 749 .. 608 70 4.4 100.0 34.7 12.8 7.2 5.4 41| 10.0 5.7 2.4 2.2 5.4 2.6 2.1 .8 .8 3.0 .8
664 71 4.3 100. 0 34.2 13.6 6.8 6.8 3.7| 11.2 5.8 3.0 2.4 3.4 2.3 1.8 .9 .7 2.7 .7
652 57 4.4 100.0 30.9 12.7 6.2 6.4 3.2! 10.7 9.6 1.9 2.3 4.3 2.9 2.3 .9 1.8 2.9 1.0
516 4.4 100.0 29.8 12.1 6.5 7.0 29| 120} 10.7 1.6 2.3 4.2 2.6 2.2 .9 .5 3.5 1.2
794 72 4.5 100. 0 30.7 11. 4 5.6 8.0 3.5] 10.6 9.1 1.9 2.1 6.7 2.5 1.9 .8 L0 3.4 .8
222 47 4.5 100.0 29.6 1.7 5.6 9.5 3.6 10.8 8.4 1.7 2.0 4.6 2.6 1.7 .9 1.7 4.9 7
$3,500—-$3,999 ......... 212 29 4.5 100.0 28.1 13.0 5.0 9.0 2.2 121 | 10.2 1.4 2.5 4.3 3.6 L6 1.0 11 4.1 .8
$4,000-$4,999__ - 222 49 4.5 100.0 25.3 11.9 4.7 9.9 2.7( 129 8.4 L5 2.2 5.7 4.0 1.6 1.0 1.4 6.1 .7
$5,000-$ ,499.. - 236 33 4.4 100.0 22.9 8.9 4.2 10,2 3.3 11.8 | 13.0 .8 1.8 8.1 3.6 1.8 .8 1.4 6.7 .9
$7,500 and over.____. 100 21 4.6 100.0 22.8 9,2 3.2 1.0 3.6 12.2 8.1 11 L7 6.1 4.5 1.6 .8 2.2 9.7 2.3
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TABULAR SUMMARY 121

ATLANTA, GA.

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

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

; Percentage of
Number of Average expenditure ; Average
families for food purchased | eXpenditure | galye of Average
for food food | momey
Occupational A::lrls;ege home- axg‘):ng;-
Eoup, ({qmily o Lro 1 My o
ype, and income ¢ uce
" class Iit;pg;’f- f’}mgy At |Awayl 4. [Away| orre- |DEf fo%‘}
Eligible | 1€ & || fo0 Al | yome | from | yome | from | ceived | SXEREAE
tures home home o g;f}t’ unit #
[¢V) 2 3 @ ()] 6 ()] (&) 9 (10 an
All families
$500-$749_ . - 608 26 $308 | $303 | $292 $11| 96.4 3.6 $5 . 094
$750-$999______ . 1,154 70 376 368 338 30| 96.7 3.3 8 113
$1,000-$1,249___.___ 1,392 85 411 389 350 39| 91.8 8.2 22 L124
$1,250-$1,499__. . __ 1,512 159 461 448 392 5 | 87.5 12.5 13 .135
$1,500-$1,749_______ 1,836 162 502 492 425 67 | 86.4 13.6 10 . 144
1,924 176 563 549 462 87| 8.1 15.9 14 .158
1,636 161 592 586 478 108 | 81.6 18.4 6 . 164
1,408 151 631 612 519 93 84.8 15.2 19 .181
1,818 192 706 683 504 129 | 81.0 19.0 23 . 186
538 96 768 753 604 149 | 80.2{ 19.8 15 .180
$2,500-$3,999_.__.__ 492 84 827 802 633 169 | 78.9| 2.1 25 .197
$4,000-$4,999_ .. ___ 466 103 887 845 674 171 79.8 | 20.2 42 .201
$5,000-$7,499___ . __ 426 7 1,055 | 1,019 621 198 | 80.6 19.4 36 .212
$7,500 and over__._ 184 49 1,480 | 1,446 | 1,144 302 79.1( 20.9 34 . 290
Occupational group:
Wage earner
500-$749 608 26 308 303 292 11 96. 4 3.6 5 . 094
750-$999 814 41 385 377 343 34| 910 9.0 8 .116
1,000-$1, 846 46 407 390 347 43 | 89.0 11.0 17 127
1,250-$1,499_ 786 47 466 459 407 52| 88.7| 1.3 7 .133
1,500-$1,749. 850 35 535 527 450 77| 85.4 | 14.6 8 . 150
1,750-$1,999____ .. _ 670 45 607 593 510 83 86.0 14.0 14 .164
2,0600-$2,249__ _ 562 33 567 561 464 97 82.7 17.3 6 .163
2,250-$2,499___ 356 30 612 598 518 80 { 8.6 13.4 14 . 169
2,500-$2,999_______ 392 38 727 721 585 136 811 18.9 6 .192
Clerical
I T I (RS PRSP | RSP S NP RIS MU SNSRIV MPS EU
750-$999_ _____ 340 29 358 349 327 22 93.7 6.3 9 . 108
1,000-$1,249__ . 546 39 417 387 354 33 91. 5 8.5 30 .120
1,250-$1,499_ 458 30 451 428 354 74 82.7 17.3 23 . 139
1,500-$1,749_______ 630 43 474 463 405 58 87.5 12.5 11 L1137
1,750-$1,999. _____. 790 36 531 518 427 91 82.4 17.6 13 . 146
2,000-$2,249___ 724 36 604 603 487 116 | 81.0 19.0 1 . 164
2,250~$2,499_ 610 34 667 645 543 102 | 84.2 15.8 22 .198
2,500-$2,999_ . _._ 746 33 717 680 546 134 | 80.0 | 20.0 37 .185
Independent busi-
ness and profes-
sional
130 33 467 452 422 30| 93.4 6.6 15 L 134
178 29 473 455 401 54 | 88.1 11.9 18 .141
196 37 577 563 470 93 83.5 16.5 14 .164
138 26 641 633 500 133 79.0 21.0 8 .158
154 27 550 531 474 571 80.3| 10.7 19 . 152
208 45 726 714 599 115 | 83.9 16.1 12 L1758
154 32 711 704 583 121 { 82.8 17.2 7 174
122 35 851 844 666 178 1 78.9 | 211 7 .198
, 000-$4, 999 _ _ 104 43 828 814 637 177 { 78.2 | 21.8 14 .189
$5,000-$7, 499 _ _ 156 33 1,030 | 1,006 806 200 | 80.1 19.9 24 .213
$7, 500 and over___. 78 24 1,399 | 1,389 | 1,036 353 | 74.6 | 25.4 10 . 237

See p. 145 for notes on this table.
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122 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

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

: Percentage of
Number of Average expenditure : Average

families for fo%d ptxl)rchased expenditure | yaiye of | AVerage
for food tood money
Occupational A:ﬁtgge home- :ﬁpeng:

y,Eroup, family of all Zro | Pmeal

ype, and income . it uce:
| (R iy | | | o |periond
igible i rom rom | ceive
pt%‘:g; home | yome | BOMe | home | as gift Egi%
or pay
(63} (€3] (&) @ ) ©) (@] ® [C) (10) (11)
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499______ 84 28 $465 | $453 | $410 $43 | 90.5 9.5 $12 $0. 128
$1,500-81,749______ 94 26 453 445 367 78| 82.51 17.5 8 . 141
$1,750-$1,999_ _____ 156 32 527 510 420 90 | 82.4{ 17.6 17 .179
2, 000~-$2,249______ 126 33 578 561 488 73} 8.0 13.0 17 .17
$2,250-$2,499. . __ 186 31 617 603 495 108 [ 82.1 | 17.9 14 .171
$2, 500-$2,999___.__ 332 39 636 618 510 108 | 82.5| 17.5 18 .176
$3,000-$3,499______ 278 31 800 785 617 168 | 78.6 | 21.4 15 .183
$3, 50 ,999______ 274 28 849 814 630 184 | 77.4| 22.6 35 .208
$4,000-34,999______ 292 30 897 845 685 160 [ 81.1 18.9 52 . 200
$5,000-$7,499______ 226 22 1,074 | 1,029 831 198 | 80.8 | 19.2 45 .212
$7, 500 and over__._ 82 13 1,660 | 1,603 | 1,332 2711 83.1 16.9 57 . 367
Salaried
professional
$1,250-$1,499 . ____ 54 21 460 452 390 62 | 86.3 | 13.7 8 .140
$1, 500-$1,749. .. __ 84 29 495 484 434 50 | 89.7 10.3 11 . 149
$1,750-$1,999_____ 112 26 559 539 455 84.4 | 15.6 20 .158
$2,000~$2,249______ 86 33 587 559 444 115 | 79.4 7 20.6 28 .181
$2, 250-$2,499_____. 102 ] 628 605 491 114 | 81.2 18.8 23 . 186
$2, 500-$2, 999 140 37 715 708 545 158 | 77.5| 22.5 12 .210
$3, 000-$3, 499 __ 106 33 767 739 602 137 ; 81.5 18.5 28 .181
$3, 500-$3, 999 96 21 733 716 599 117 | 83.71 16.3 17 . 166
$4, 00034, 999 70 30 932 889 685 204 | 77.0 ) 23.0 43 .220
$5, 000-$7,499 _ _ 44 19 1,085 | 1,017 826 191 | 81.2 | 18.8 38 .212
$7, 500 and over__.. 2% 12 1,130 | 1,093 8566 2381 78.2| 21.8 37 .201
Family type:
Type I

$500-$749_ ... 172 316 306 201 15| 95.1 4.9 10 .136
750-$999. ___ 320 15 325 320 283 37 8.4 1.6 . 148
$1,000-$1,249__. . 450 19 366 348 287 61 82.5 17.5 18 . 156
$1,250-$1,499_ 390 34 418 407 365 52| 87.2( 12.8 1 177
$1,500-$1,749 536 33 436 432 344 88| 79.6 | 20.4 4 .183
$1,750-$1,999_______ 540 37 437 434 359 75| 827 17.3 3 .180
$2,000-$2,249_ 444 31 513 509 351 158 | 69.0 310 4 .220
$2,250-$2,499_ 434 27 578 569 480 89 | 84.4 15.6 4 . 250
$2,500-$2,999_ 494 40 599 594 440 154 | 74.1 25.9 5 . 259
$3,000-$3,499. 144 18 622 619 464 155 | 75.0 1 25.0 3 . 219
$3,500-$3,999. . ____ 118 14 728 688 466 222 67.7) 32.3 40 . 267
$4, ,999._ 98 17 697 668 521 147 | 78.0] 22.0 29 . 270
$5,000-$7,499.. ... 86 16 887 850 680 170 | 80.0 | 20.0 37 .285
$7,500 and over___. 48 10 1,877 1 1,366 | 1,243 123 [ 910 9.0 11 .432
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TABULAR SUMMARY 123

ATLANTA, GA.

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,
Family type, and income, in 1 year, 19356-36—Continued

: Percentage of | A verage

Namhies " Aror tood parahased | expendittre. | Salg of | Average
Average for food food elnlz];?g egi
ndi-
chllmafg‘;gf‘l value home- |y per

& groun, 4'in fne of all dpro-d meal
ype, a!il co Report- || family Awa A uced | hor food
class - ing ex- || food At V| At |AWaYy| orre | eypendi.

Eligible pendi- All home from home from | ceived ture

ares home home | as gift anit

or pay
@) 2 3 )] (O] © ()] ® 9) (10) (e3Y)
Types I and 117
$500-$749_ . ________ 238 9 $286 | $28L | $270 $11 | 96.1 3.9 $5 $0.083
$750-$999_ ___._____ 470 32 380 370 345 25| 93.2 6.8 10 .108
$1,000-$1,249_ __ 580 34 413 390 361 20 [ 92.6 7.4 23 .18
$1,250-$1,499_. . 640 75 462 453 390 63| 8.1] 13.9 9 .130
$1,500-$1,749___.___ 692 59 506 497 444 53| 89.3) 10.7 9 .138
$1,750-$1,999_______ 720 68 580 563 476 87| 845 155 17 .158
$2,000-$2,249_____._ 540 73 597 500 506 84| 858 | 14.2 . 158
$2,250-$2,499_______ 458 58 657 621 530 91| 853 14.7 36 .164
$2,500-$2,999. . _____ 530 80 667 661 547 104 | 83.7| 16.3 16 .170
$3,000-$3,499__ .. ___ 172 31 7656 744 617 127 | 829 | 17.1 21 .184
$3,5600-$3,999_______ 162 41 798 778 654 124 | 84.1 15.9 20 .181
$4,000-$4,999___ 146 37 877 829 656 173 | 79.1 ] 20.9 48 . 199
$5,000-$7,499_______ 104 25 1,029 | 1,007 824 183 | 818 18.2 22 . 212
$7,5600 and over_ __. 36 18 1,303 | 1,274 974 300! 76.5 | 23.5 29 . 226
Types IV and V'
$500-$749_ ... __ 198 10 328 326 321 51 98.5 L5 2 . 069
$750-$999_ _ .. - 364 23 418 410 377 33| 92.0 8.0 8 .

$1,000-$1,249. 362 32 465 437 409 28 | 92.6 6. 4 28 . 098
$1,250-$1,499_ 482 50 497 476 425 51 89.3 10.7 21 . 107
$1,500-$1,749._ 608 70 556 539 474 65| 88.0 | 12.0 17 .118
$1,750-$1,999_._.__. 664 71 647 628 530 98 | 84.4| 15.6 19 .138
$2,000-$2,249_ 652 57 640 633 541 92| 85.5 14.5 7 .133
$2,250-$2,499_ 516 66 656 641 542 99 84.6 15.4 15 . 138
$2,500-$2,999_ 794 72 799 761 630 131 82.8 17.2 38 .151
$3,000-$3,499_______ 222 47 865 847 686 61| 810 | 19.0 18 . 152
$3,500-$3,999_______ 212 29 904 884 709 176 80. 2 19.8 20 .170
$4,000-34,999_ 222 49 977 933 754 179 | 80.8| 19.2 44 .172
$5,000-$7,499___ 236 33 1,129 | 1,086 872 214 | 80.3§ 190.7 43 . 186
$7,500 and over. .._ 100 21 1,594 | 1,546 | 1,158 388 | 74.9] 25.1 48 . 245

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



124 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

TasrLE 4.—Housing: Average value.of housing secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36
[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

N;'ngﬁ?és‘)f Aavi,r- A:zl" Average value of housing secured ! Per-
vailzue ei- Aver- c?ﬁtage
Occupational ho{lgilrlxg pcfense 8¢ | wWith money e: Without ° inogus-
group, family ous Of |value Y x lihous money value
type, and in- Re- })&gls lfllglglt' of all penditure expenditure secured
eome class Eli- [Pt 1l ioht | ‘ang’ | Dous: without
- ing ex-|| 11&DT, 2 1ing money
gible | hendi.|| and re- | refrig- All | Fam-|Other Rent
D friger- | era- i Owned expend-
tures 5 b hous-| ily |hous-| Total home 4 | 3 PaY | iture 8
ation ion ing [home?| ing 3 or gift
¢V} 2 (3 @ (%) ® | M| & | @ a | 12 (13)
All families
$500-$749 608 26 $178 $68 | $109 | $105 | $105 [______ $4 $4 ) . 3.7
mes R BB RE R | G B
$1,250-81,409__ .| 1512 | 150 339 98| 239 | 215 215 (¥ 24 A4l % 10.0
$1,500-31,749____| 1,836 162 378 101 275 | 229 | 228 1 46 46 1. ... 16.7
$1,750-$1,999__._| 1,924 176 435 106 | 328 | 278 | 276 2 50 48 $2 15.2
$2,000-32,249.. __| 1,636 161 445 110 | 334 | 270 | 267 3 64 63 1 19,2
$2,250-$2,499._._| 1,408 151 508 115 | 392 | 322 | 320 2 70 69 1 17.9
$2,500-$2,909____| 1,818 192 529 125 | 403 | 295 | 290 5| 108 96 12 26.8
$3,000-$3,499._ . _ 538 96 635 135 | 499 | 392 | 385 7| 107 103 4 21.4
$3,500-$3.999____ 492 84 736 141 504 | 434 | 423 11 | 160 156 4 26. 9
$4,000-$4,999____ 466 103 799 158 | 639 | 465 | 449 16 | 174 169 5 27.2
$5,000-$7,499..__ 426 74 920 184 | 734 | 462 | 434 28 | 272 237 35 37.1
$7,500 and over. 184 49 1,380 229 1,150 | 576 | 505 71| 574 554 20 49.9
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
$500-8749_______ 608 26 178 68| 109} 105 | 105 | _____ 4 3.7
$750-$999_______ 814 41 247 83| 161 154 154 | ____ 7 4.3
$1,000-$1,249____ 846 46 281 85 195 182 182 | (» 13 8.7
$1,250-$1,499____ 786 47 319 100 | 217 | 187 187 | (*) 30 13.8
$1,500-$1,749____ 850 35 345 99 | 245 | 196 | 195 1 49 20.0
$1,750-$1,999____ 670 45 414 121 291 252 250 2 39 13.4
$2,000-$2,249____ 562 33 393 109 | 282 ( 193 188 5 89 316
$2,250-$2,499____ 356 30 497 120 376 241 240 1 135 35.9
$2,500-$2,999. ___ 392 38 475 117 | 356 | 245 | 242 3 1 313
Clerical
$750-$999_ .. ___ 340 29 261 85| 173 | 1681 168 | (% 5 2.9
$1,000-$1,249____ 546 39 303 85| 216! 188 | 186 2 28 13.0
$1,250-$1,499_ 458 30 355 93 [ 261 249 | 248 1 12 4.6
$1,500-$1,749 630 43 392 105 | 285 | 243 | 242 1 42 4.7
$1,750-$1,999_ 790 36 446 95| 350 | 299 | 296 3 51 14.6
$2,000-$2,249_ . 724 36 465 106 3568 331 331 |...._. 27 27 |- 10. 5
$2,250-$2,499____ 610 34 508 111 396 353 350 3 43 43 16 10.9
$2,500-$2,999.___ 746 33 535 129 | 403 | 299 [ 293 6| 104 88 16 23.1
Independent
business and
professional
$1,250-$1,499____ 130 33 372 111 259 233 232 1 26 10.0
$1,500-$1,749____ 178 29 432 102 328 264 264 |...._. 64 19.5
$1,750-$1,999____ 196 37 434 108 324 253 252 1 71 21.9
$2,000-$2,249____ 138 26 482 127 354 212 207 5 142 40.1
$2,250-$2,499.___ 154 27 508 126 379 299 298 1 80 21.1
$2,500-$2,999____ 208 45 600 133 465 322 310 12 143 30.8
$3,000-$3,499____ 154 32 707 151 554 343 331 12 211 38.1
$3,500-$3,999. _.._ 122 35 769 158 | 609 | 422 | 408 16 1 187 30.7
$4,000-$4,999____ 104 43 883 176 704 408 389 19 296 42,0
$5,000-$7,499____ 156 33 975 179 | 793 | 454 | 425 29 | 339 42.7
$7,500 and over. 78 24 1,337 241 11,095 596 493 103 499 45. 6

See p. 145 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 125

ATLANTA, GA.

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

Nfl;rrggeizésof A;gg- Aan:‘T- Average value of housing secured Per-
value | ex- Aver c}agtage
Occupational hOt all | pense age | with Without 0 inogus-
- i for ith money ex- ithout money
group, family ousing value F ; value
type, and in- Re- P&g}s lfiulellt, of all penditure expenditure secured
come class li- .g(érg- light, agn 4 | hous- without
I’y 1 X-| ? n 1n;
gible pend - and re- | refrig- € AU | Fom|Other| g Rent expend.
ures Sl ous-| ily ous-| To aspay| i
ation | tion ing (home| ing home |'; gift tture
Q) [e] 3) (O} (%) ® | M| 6| @ |q| a | 12 (13)
Salaried
business
$1,250-$1,499____ 84 28 $380 | $107 | $271 | $265 | $264 $1 $6 2.2
$1,500-$1,749____ 94 26 438 104 | 332 | 204 | 203 1 38 11. 4
$1,750-$1,999____ 156 32 423 87 | 336 | 202 | 200 2 44 13.1
$2,000-$2,249_ __. 126 33 490 113 | 376 | 300 | 298 2 76 20.2
$2,250-$2,499__. . 186 31 527 110 | 415 | 382 | 380 2 33 7.9
$2,500-$2,999. ... 332 39 546 126 | 418 | 304 [ 303 1 114 27.3
$3,000-$3,499____ 278 31 587 128 | 458 | 412 ; 408 4 46 10.0
$3,500-$3,999____ 274 28 736 136 | 599 | 458 | 450 8| 141 23.5
3 ,000____ 292 30 769 152 615 | 481 467 14 134 21.8
$5,000-$7,409___. 226 22 899 190 | 707 | 459 | 434 25 | 248 35.1
$7,500 and over. 82 13 1,419 221 1,188 | 500 | 550 40 | 608 579 20 50.8
Salaried
professional
$1,250-$1,499. ___ 54 21 387 81| 305 254 | 253 1 51 49 2 16.7
$1,500-$1,749_.__ 84 29 432 96 | 332 | 319 | 317 2 13 13| 3.9
$1,750-$1,999.___ 112 26 497 111 | 385 312 311 1 42 31 19.0
$2,000-$2,249____ 86 33 477 109 | 367 | 205 | 288 7 72 59 13 19.6
$2,250-$2,499____ 102 29 530 117 | 412 | 351 349 2 61 45 16 14.8
$2,500-$2,999____ 140 37 526 123 | 402 | 350 | 346 4 52 52 ... 12.9
$3,000-$3,490____ 106 33 661 132 | 527 | 411 404 7| 186 97 19 22.0
$3,500-$3,909____ 96 21 696 132 | 562 | 380 | 366 14 182 164 18 32.4
,000-$4,900___ 70 30 794 165 | 637 ) 479 | 461 i8 | 158 122 36 24.8
$5,000-$7,499___ . 44 19 830 171 | 658 | 501 | 463 38 157 157 ... 23.9
$7,500 and over 24 12 1,378 214 (1,163 | 467 | 389 78 | 696 642 54 59.8
Family type:
Type I
$500-$749_______ 172 7 72| 1271 113 14 11.0
$750-$999___ . __ 320 15 279 73 203 191 12 5.9
$1,000-$1,249____ 450 19 308 78 | 220 | 205 24 10.5
$1,250-$1,499____ 390 34 364 86 | 276 | 242 | 241 1 34 12.3
$1,500-$1,749____ 536 33 385 841 300 | 262! 261 1 38 12.7
$1,750-$1,999____ 540 37 446 81| 364 [ 300 | 298 2 64 61 3 17.6
$2,000-$2,249____ 444 31 405 74 | 330 275 | 274 1 56 55 | ... 16.7
$2,250-$2,499 ___ 434 27 481 78 | 402 | 352 | 351 1 50 50 |._____ 12. 4
$2,500-$2,999____ 494 40 498 101 397 318 314 4 79 1n 19.9
$3,000-$3,499____ 144 18 652 121 | 530 | 432 | 419 13 98 98 | ... 18.5
$3,500-$3,999____ 118 14 654 98 | 556 | 458 | 437 21 98 17.6
$4,000-$4,999____ 98 17 800 125 | 674 | 549 | 540 9| 125 18.6
$5,000-$7,499____ 86 16 1,016 144 | 870 | 526 | 497 29 | 344 39.6
$7,500 and over_ 48 10 1,495 231 11,264 | 461 | 447 141 803 63.5

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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126 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

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.

Ngﬁggs‘)f Aa‘;%r- A;gg- Average value of housing secured Per-
value | ex- . centage
: of all | pense Aver- of hous-
Ogﬁup’}gﬁfi’f’] housing| ~ for v:ﬁ:?e With money ex- ‘Without money u%g .
gttypel;”an 0 inl-? Re- plus f.uiell, of all penditure expenditure s e‘;%;'le )
come class Bli- iggrg-x- l?glglt', lfng' hous- without
gible | pendi-|| and re- | refrig-| ™8 | Ay | Fam-|Other Rent |ermond,
tures || friger- | era- hous-| ily [ hous-| Total C;]Wned a8 pay eﬁ{’ﬁi’e i
ation | tion ing |home| ing 0me | o gift
@ (2) (3) (1) (5) ® 1@ @ | @) | ay | a2 13)

Types 11 and 111
$500-$749_______ 238 9 $173 $67 | $105 _
$750-$999_ _ 470 32 207 79 12 L8
$1,000-$1,249_ 580 | - 34 281 87 192 .1
$1,250-$1,499____ 640 75 317 103 213 .1
$1,500-$1,749____ 692 59 367 106 259 .8
$1,750-31,999.___ 720 68 415 107 | 307 | 287 | 287 | (® 20 20 ) _..... 6.5
$2,000-$2,249____ 540 73 447 116 | 330 | 276 275 $1 54 54 .. 20.5
$2,250~-$2,499____ 458 58 527 122 | 403 | 365 | 363 2 38 37 1 9.4
$2,500-$2,999____ 530 80 524 126 | 395 290 286 4 105 87 18 24.9
$3,000-$3,499____ 172 31 631 116 514 433 424 9 81 81 ... 15.8
$3,500-$3,999____ 162 41 791 151 638 | 447 | 439 8 191 191 * 29.9
$4,000-$4,999____ 146 37 769 157 { 611 449 | 437 12 162 151 11 26.5
$5,000-$7,499____ 104 25 1,030 184 | 843 499 480 19 | 344 202 142 40.8
$7,600 and over. 36 18 1,347 260 (1,086 | 604 551 53 | 482 415 67 44. 4

Types IVand V
$500-$749___ .. __ 198 10 165 66 97 97 | 97 ||l
$750-$999_. ... 364 23 285 100 | 181 171 5.5
$1,000-$1,249____ 362 32 283 92 190 157 17.4
$1,250-$1,499____ 482 50 351 102 247 217 12.1
$1,500-$1,749____ 608 70 387 112 273 199 2 27.1
$1,750-$1,999____ 664 71 449 126 321 251 5 3 21.8
$2,000-$2,249____ 652 57 470 128 340 261 5 1 23.2
$2,250~-$2,499____ 516 66 519 140 377 260 4 3 31.0
$2,500-$2,999____ 794 72 546 140 404 283 6 3 30.0
$3,000-$3,499____ 222 47 628 159 467 334 333 1 133 124 9 28.5
$3,500-$3,999____ 212 29 739 157 580 410 402 8 170 162 8 29.3
$4,000-$4,999____ 222 49 817 173 640 437 417 20 203 199 4 317
$5,000-$7,499____ 236 33 836 199 635 422 391 31 213 213 |- 33.5
$7,500 and over. 100 21 1,335 216 |1,118 622 516 106 496 483 13 4.4

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown,
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TABULAR SUMMARY 127

ATLANTA, GA.

TaBLE 4-A.—Money expenditure for family home by owners and renters,
and faecllities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family
type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

s
Number of || Percentage Av:;:ﬁoerx- Percentage of renters having specified |8
families of families ! |  PPR facilities included in rent 2 g
family home g g
Occupational , ) FEER-
group, family Bw w 4 .| a |EE®
type, and income 2 g 3 =8| & |o€0
class a2 B g S8 8 |® o
e |s5 | | ¥ 5 | g g e 95| 5 |83
S k||l § €| g | 8 2% | s | 8 |22 »I188F
5 |ERE\E |5 |8 5|5 |E|E|8| 8 |5E|&|e82
= @ B @ S @ 1 = 3 C R 3 |8v©
A | S |m | |R|H|&|S|A|EBEIE | &|A
[¢)) @ | 3 @ | ® 6| m|®|®|aay| a2 a3} a4y | as
All families
$500-$749_________ 26 4 96 | $141 | $104 | _____ 5| 26| 15 57 i1 5 25
750-$999___ 70 9 90 | 128 | 165 10 4| 45| 13 46 4 1 19
1,000-$1,249 85 18 82| 139 | 190 10 [_____ 47 12 60 6 6 13
1,250-$1,499___ __ 159 18 79 | 1601 227 22 61 52 8 53 9 2 20
1,500-$1,749_____ 161 26 72 | 151 256 26 81 70} 10 47 | 15 6 12
1,750-81,999_ . __ 176 27 72| 190 | 310 37| 10 72 2 53| 20 [ 12
2,000-$2,249 161 33 64 | 161 | 312 30 2] 71| 10 50 9 3 8
2,250-$2,499 . 151 35 63 | 227 | 364 39 6| 67 4 53 2 4
$2,500-$2,999. 192 40 57 | 184 | 372 33 5| 78 6 42| 21| 10 2
,000-$3,499_____ 96 43 53 | 243 495 39 8| 92 3 46 | 37 8 [ oe.
$3,500-$3,999_____ 492 84 51 44 | 263 | 612 54 6 77 [---- 61 | 42 2 2
$4,000-$4,999_____| 466 | 103 59 38 | 355 | 585 55 8 80 |..___ 56| 35| 16 |.-..__
5,000-$7,499__ ___ 426 74 66 32| 332 | 679 38 4 87 [._.__ 38| 35 |-cmao|-mem-
7,500 and over__| 184 49 88 9| 497 | 847 39 i_.___ 61 |..__- 39 |- 39
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
608 26 4 96 | 141 104 (. __ 5| 261 15 57 25
814 41 11 87 | 142 | 163 8 |...__ 46 | 11 46 17
846 46 10 89 123 188 12 |._.__ 47 7 62 11
786 47 19 77 | 124 | 203 14 3! 49 [} 53 24
850 35 25 75 119 216 16 9 60 14 43 18
$1,750-$1,999_____ 670 I 45 29 69 206 267 8 ... 7 29 22
$2,000-$2,249_ 562 33 49 48 126 235 10 5 85 10 52 5
$2,250-$2,499_ -| 356 30 58 37 192 287 27 .. 69 9 46 3
$2,500-$2,999_____ 392 38 49 46 192 295 35 8 72 18 63 6
Clerical
$750-$999_________ 340 29 3 97 68 [ 170 14 | 12| 43 17 45 4 4 23
$1,000-$1,249_____| 546 39 29 71 168 | 195 8 [oeo.- 47 | 19 56 4 8 18
$1,250-$1,499_ 458 30 14 86 | 177 | 258 36| 13| 51 13 58 10 3 16
$1,500-$1,749___._| 630 43 24 69 | 154 | 276 32 8| 82 8 4 1 20 8 7
$1,750-$1,999_____ 790 36 25 75 | 177 | 334 54 | 16| 77 [_.___ 67 [ 30 9 7
$2,000-$2,249_____ 724 36 17 81| 219 | 350 41 |..__. 64 | 13 50 2 9
$2,250-$2,499...__| 610 34 27 73 | 274 ) 377 4 | 10| 54 3 60{ 38 |.__. 6
$2,500-$2,999_____ 746 33 36 64 154 | 387 28 4 76 ). 35| 19 [ PO
Independent
business and
professional
$1,250-$1,499_____ 130 33 34 60
$1,500-$1,749_____ 178 29 37 63
$1, 1,999 ____ 196 37 36 64
$2,000-$2,249_____ 138 26 62 29
$2,250-$2,499_____ 154 27 37 63
$2,500-$2,999_ ____ 208 45 36 54
$3,000-$3,499_ . ___ 154 32 64 36
$3,500-$3,999_ ___. 122 35 58 36
,000-$4,999_____| 104 43 84 12
$5,000-$7,499 . 156 33 84 16
$7,500 and ov 78 24 100 b__.__

See p. 146 for notes on this table,
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ATLANTA, GA.

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 of || Percentage Av:rrlgeg?:rx- Percentage of renters having specified | o8
families of families faglily home facilities included in rent § g
Occupational : . gi 2
group, family 8y ” 2.1 a BT R
type, and income g g & 38| S |o%g
class o B2l w | w!| E| . Z 22| 8 12w
< |58 5| &8)s | & 218 .| x |28 3|98
® | &8 g 1 g 1 ] 2| e|g| 8§ |g&| E 832
= @ |3 @ & 5] > = ] g 2 1 3 (geo
A |m <2 T - T - - O 0 i (- = A -
@ @2 | ® @ | ® |6 | @ ® Q)| an| a2) |a3){(14) | (15
Salaried business
$1,250- 84 28 [|acao-o 96 .. ____ $264 24 _____ 66 4 43 11 3 11
, 94 26 27 73 | $239 317 26 6 51 18 57 27 15 20
$1,750~ 156 32 19 81 162 | 321 53 9| 68 9 65 24 9
$2,000-$2,249_ 126 33 34 167 356 38 .. 58 ... 49 | 22 3 10
$2,250-$2,499_ 186 31 22 74 196 414 53 6| 80 [-—___ 60| 24 11 9
$2,500~$2,999_ 332 39 42 53 213 369 35 3| 84 13 38 22 13
$3,000-$3,499.. 278 31 30 66 174 500 42 10 5 46 37 13
,500-$3 274 28 49 48 221 672 64 10| 80 |---_. 74| 49 |-
$4,000-$4, 292 30 54 46 366 577 57 9 75 |- 57 | 35 22
$5,000-( 226 22 56 40 304 [ 655 41 T 0 ___. 41 43 |-_.
$7, 500 and over.... 82 13 79 19 531 855 44 | .. 56 ... 44 [ |eeeas
Salaried profes-
sional
$1,250-$1,499 54 21 18 77 227 262 40 6| 47 12 66 7 13 |ooaoas
$1,500-$1,749_ 29 13 87 175 338 47 8| 8 10 67 25 10 ..
$1,750-$1,999_ 112 26 18 69 210 379 43 20 58 |.o._. 43 39 |--_- 14
$2,000-$2,249_ . ___ 86 33 23 70 187 339 36 7 75 3 57 11 3 7
$2,250-$2,499. .. 102 29 17 78 213 386 35 4 83 |.._.. 39 13 i
$2,500-$2,999_. . __ 140 37 28 70| 209 398 35 15
$3,000-$3,499_._..| 106 33 46 41 333 529 35 15
$3,500-$3,909_____ 96 21 50 44 288 508 52 |-
,000-$4,999.____ 70 30 44 47 284 657 39 10
$5,1 000—37 499 ___. 44 19 50 50 337 584 31 |-
$7 500 and over.. 24 12 83 81 388 | 780 | _foaeon
Family type: .
Type I

$1,750-$1,999_____ 540 37 21 77 | 199 3 80
$2, 000—$2 249 444 31 31 69 | 134 11 82
$2,250-$2,499_ 434 27 30 70 | 246 6 91
$2,500—$2,999_ 494 40 34 64 | 212 8 60
$3,000-$3,499... .. 144 18 54 46 | 252 620 75 .....{100 [___._ 79

$3,500-$3,999.. 118 14 29 67 | 150
$4,000-$4,99! 98 17 46 54 1 345
$5,000-$7,499. 86 16 46 54 344
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ATLANTA, GA.

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, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

-
Number of || Percentage A I\;:Irlzege;grx- Percentage of renters having specified Z.E
families of families family home facilities included in rent § .
'
Occupational ] \ SE8
group, family g @ 2. a |BgR
type, and income = g @ @ 2| & [o¥g
class @ E‘)g o 0 g 2] _g 58 § ?-9 ';
! 3 8
SIS E 5 2| B, % 8128 (22258
2220\ E |8 E| 5|8 |58 8|5 |85 %588
= Sl g & | BlA|S|AlE B | & &
(03] @ ® @ | & ® | M @ | @100 an | a2 (a3 || 19
Types 1I and 11T
$500~$749________. 238 L 2 | PO
750-$999___ _| 470 32 4
1,000-$1,249. ____| 580 34 11
$1,250-$1,499_____| 640 75 10
$1,500-$1,749__ ___ 692 59 21
1,750-$1,999_ ... 720 68 20
2,000-$2,249_..__| 540 73 28
2, 250-$2,409_____| 458 | 58 26
$2,500-$2,999. ... 530 80 35
$3,000-$3,490. .| 172 31 25
3,500-$3,999 . 162 41 64
$4,000-$4,999_ 146 37 50
b5, 000—$7 1499 104 25 52
7,500 andover._.| 36 18 89
Types IV and V'
198 10 |l 100 ... L7 P N 10| 20 50
364 23 8 92 | 169 | 172 3 3| 54 9 15
362 32 32 68 | 132! 178 4 |.__.. 50 19 8
482 50 21 78 | 136 | 236 19 41 51 4 33
608 70 36 64 | 120 | 241 8 9] 60 9 21
664 71 39 59 | 175 | 286 17 1| 65 |...__ 30 8 [ao- 25
652 57 39 56 163 316 1 77 1 40 1 1 11
516 66 47 48 184 302 15 ... 71 . 28 L3 —— 10
794 72 46 51 183 3564 18 4 90 8 34 4 5 2
222 47 50 46 | 206 | 384 8 6| 98 |.__._ 8| 13 [ P

$7,500 and olve!‘___ 100 21 85 13 | 486 | 823 50 |- 50 |ooaae 50 | fao.. 50

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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ATLANTA, GA.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

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

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

: Percentage of total
Number of Average money expenditure for house- s
families old operation for— g%‘;sgggg diopera
O?cupxlati(;nal gr odu D, Paid lﬁoilsehold
amily type, and in- elp
come class Report IF; uhe:, g u];s%, Paid
Eligi- {ingex- | mo. ot |2 & Other | /&% | house- |Other
ble | pendi- friger- Percent-|items? friger. | Dold |items
tures ey Averagel age of apaer: | belp
amount | families
having
[6)} 2) @) [¢)] (5) ®) @) ® 9) 10 | by
All families
$500-$749__ . ______._____ 608 26 $95 $68 $7 8 $20 | 71.6 7.4 2L.0
$750-$999_ __ ... 1,154 70 128 84 6 20 381 65.6 4.7 29.7
$1,000-$1,249_ ___________ 1,392 85 139 85 7 17 47 | 612 50| 33.8
$1,250-$1,499_ ... __ 1,512 159 173 98 12 27 63 1 56.7 6.9 36.4
$1,500-$1,749 . ____.____. 1,836 162 201 101 28 30 721 50.3 | 13.9, 35.8
$1,750-$1,999_ . ______._ 1,924 176 239 106 47 49 86 | 44.3| 19.7 | 36.0
$2,000-$2,249____________ , 636 161 242 110 51 51 81| 45.4 | 211 33.5
$2,250-$2,499. ... __. 1,408 151 279 115 60 52 104 | 4127 215 37.3
$2,500-$2,999_____.__.____ 1,818 192 318 125 83 80 110 | 39.3 | 26.1| 34.6
$3,000-$3,499____________ 538 96 401 135 146 86 120 33.7 | 36.4 ] 29.9
$3,500-$3,999___________. 492 84 434 141 160 81 133 { 32.5| 36.9] 30.6
$4,000-$4,999____________ 466 103 525 158 215 88 152 | 30.1| 40.9| 29.0
$5,000-$7,499___.__._.__. 426 74 704 184 342 99 178 | 26.1) 48.6 | 25.3
$7,600 and over_______.. 184 49 957 229 485 97 243 | 23.9| 50.7 | 25.4
Occupational group:
Wage earner
$500-$749_ ... ... __ 608 26 95 68 7 8 20| 71.6 7.4 [ 210
750-$999_ . _____ 814 41 124 83 6 20 35 67.0 4.8 28.2
1,000-$1,249 846 46 136 85 6 14 45 62.5 4.4 33.1
1,250-$1,499_ 786 47 167 100 8 17 59 59.9 4.8 35.3
1,500-$1,749_ 850 35 193 99 32 30 62 51.3 16.6 32.1
1,750-$1,999_ 670 45 239 121 38 42 80 50.6 15.9 33.5
2,000-$2,249 562 33 228 109 39 49 80 47.8 17.1 35.1
2,250-$2,499___ 356 30 264 120 44 38 100 45. 4 16.7 37.9
2,500-$2,999____________ 392 38 287 117 76 67 94| 40.8 | 26.5 | 32.7
Clerical
750-$999 . ___________ 340 29 137 85 7 20 45 62.1 5.1 32.8
1,000-$1,249 546 39 144 85 8 21 51 59.0 56| 35.4
1,250-$1,499 458 30 171 93 13 40 65 | 54.4 7.6 | 38.0
1,500-$1,749. 630 43 202 105 20 24 77 52.0 9.9 | 38.1
1,750-$1,999 790 36 233 95 52 53 8 | 40.8 | 22.3 | 36.9
$2,000-$2,249 724 . 36 236 106 58 51 72 4.9 24.6 30.5
$2,250-$2,499 610 34 283 111 70 64 102 39.2 4.7 36.1
$2,500-$2,999 746 33 305 128 67 81 110 42.0 22.0 36.0
Independent business and
professional
$1,250-$1,499. ___________ 130 33 210 111 24 39 75 52.9 11.4 35.7
$1,500-$1,749. __ 178 29 218 102 30 42 8 | 46.8 1 13.8( 39.4
$1,750-$1,999. __ 196 37 238 108 35 40 95 | 45.4 14.7 1 39.9
$2,000-$2,249__ 138 26 287 127 56 59 104 | 44.3 19.5 36.2
$2,250-$2,499_ . _._.__ 154 27 314 126 71 43 117 | 40.1 | 22.6 | 37.3
$2,500-$2,999_._______.__ 208 45 399 133 140 79 126 | 33.3( 35.1| 316
$3,000-$3,499___ 154 32 410 151 127 87 132 | 36.8§ 3101 32.2
$3,500-$3,999___ 122 35 473 158 187 83 128 1 33.4 | 39.5 | 27.1
$4,000-$4,999___ 104 43 586 176 259 95 151 30.0 44.2 25.8
$5,000-$7,499__ .. 156 33 723 179 340 100 204 | 24.8| 47.0 | 28.2
$7,500 and over_ . ____.__ 78 24 1l 1,011 241 517 93 263 1 23.81 5L.21 25.0

See p. 146 for notes on this table.
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TasLe 5.—Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of items
of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 19356-36—Continued

Percentage of total

Number of Average money expenditure for house- .
families hold operation for— g%l;sggggdi%g%a
Oicupa]ati(;nal gr odu P, Paid lllloilsehold
amily type, and in- elp
come class Report- 11: uﬂ, 11: ulﬂ’ Paid
Eligi- | ing ex- || ;o001 an%l o Other au%l ro-| Douse-|Other
ble | pendi- trizer Percent-| items |{1¢ " hold |items
tures at%on Average| age of at%on help
amount | families
having
V) 2 3) @ ®) (6) )] ®) (¢ 0 | an
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499__ . 84 28 $192 | $107 $19 32 $66 | 55.7 9.8 34.5
$1,500-81,749___ 94 26 227 104 38 43 85| 45.8 | 16.7 ] 37.5
$1,750-$1,999___ 156 32 227 87 47 52 93| 38.3 | 20.7| 410
$2,000-$2,249___ 126 33 265 113 47 45 105 | 42.7 | 17.7 7 39.6
$2,250-$2,499__ ... 186 31 269 110 49 51 110 | 40.9 | 18.2( 40.9
$2,600-$2,999 ________.__ 332 39 327 126 86 58 115 | 38.5 ) 26.3 35.2
$3,000-$3,499__ _ - 278 31 392 128 154 85 110 32.6 { 39.3 28.1
$3,500-$3,999. - _ - 274 28 428 136 156 80 137 | 3L.8 ) 36.2 32.0
4,000-$4,999. - 292 30 500 152 202 86 146 | 30.4 | 40.4 29.2
$5,000-$7,499. __ - 226 22 696 190 344 100 162 1 27.3 | 49.4| 23.3
$7,500 and over....._.__ 82 13 945 221 477 100 247 | 23.4 | 50.5| 26.1
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499____________ 54 21 155 81 12 21 621 52.3 8.0 | 39.7
$1,500-$1,749__. - 84 29 204 96 22 29 86 | 47.0 | 10.8 | 42.2
$1,750-$1,999. __ - 112 26 297 111 83 78 103 37.4| 27.9 | 34.7
$2,000-$2,249___ - 86 33 263 109 66 62 88 | 41.47 25.1| 33.5
$2,250-$2,499_ . ... _. 102 29 275 117 58 49 100 | 42.5 | 21.1 36.4
$2,500-$2,999_ ... . 140 37 338 123 98 61 117 | 36.4 | 20.0| 34.6
$3,000-$3,409___ 106 33 414 132 153 90 120 | 31.9§ 37.0| 31.1
$3,500-$3,999. . _ 96 21 401 132 143 79 126 | 32.9( 35.7| 31.4
$4,000-$4,999_ 70 30 534 155 204 89 175 29.0 | 38.2( 32.8
$5,000-$7,499__. 44 19 676 171 340 94 165 | 25.3 ) 50.3 24.4
$7,500 and over. _ 24 12 820 214 412 100 194 | 26.1 50.2 | 23.7
Family type: Type I
$500-$749__ ... 172 7 116 72 22 14 22 62.0 19.0 19.0
750-$999__ ______ 320 15 122 73 9 32 40 [ 59.8 7.4 32.8
1,000-$1,249. 450 19 148 78 12 29 58 | 52.7 8.1 39.2
1,250-$1,499 390 34 176 86 13 36 77| 48.9 7.4 | 43.7
1,500-$1,749 536 33 196 84 29 23 83 | 42.8 14.8 [ 42.4
1,750-$1,990_. . ____ 540 37 210 81 44 46 85| 38.6 | 20.9 40. 5
2,000-$2,249_____ 444 31 202 74 48 52 80| 36.6| 23.8 39.6
2,250-$2,499__ _ 434 27 228 78 47 51 103 | 34.2 ) 20.6 45.2
2,500-$2,999. . 494 40 265 101 50 70 114 38.1 18.9 43.0
$3,000-$3,499__. . ______. 144 18 408 121 171 94 116 29.7| 41.9| 28.4
118 14 319 98 74 57 147 | 30.7 23.2 46.1
98 17 458 125 176 69 157 27.3 38.4 34.3
86 16 863 144 344 100 175 | 21.7 51.9 26. 4
48 10 875 231 408 100 236+ 26.4 ! 46.6 1 27.0
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TABLE 5.

ATLANTA, GA.

Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of items

of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Percentage of total

Number of Average money expenditure for house- -
families hold operation for— ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁﬁdﬁﬁa
O(;cupz]ationa] gr odu P, Paid %O?Sehom
amily type, and in- elp .
come class Report- E&ﬂ' II;;);’:’ Paid
Eligi- | ing ex- Total |and To- Other and ro- house-|Other
ble I;endl- friger- | , Peroenlt- items friger- l]:llo%d items
ures ? verage| age o 2 elp
ation amount | families ation
having
[¢V) @ (3 4 ) 6) ) ®) ©) 10) | ay
Types Il and 111
238 9 $85 $67 $3 11 $15 | 78.8 3.5 1.7
470 32 118 79 6 19 33| 66.9 51| 28.0
580 34 134 87 3 9 4| 650 2.2 32.8
640 75 173 103 16 30 54| 59.5 9.3 | 3.2
692 59 210 106 34 35 70§ 50.5 | 16.2 ) 33.3
720 68 251 107 53 53 91 | 42.6 | 21.1| 36.3
540 73 252 116 53 58 83| 46.0! 21.0 33.0
458 58 312 122 86 60 104 | 39.1] 27.6 | 33.3
530 80 338 126 103 72 109 | 37.3 | 30.5| 32.2
172 31 358 116 129 90 113 32.41 36.0{ 3.6
$3,500-$3,999____________ 162 41 506 151 229 92 126 29.8 45.3 24.9
$4, ,999____.__ 146 37 550 157 241 93 152 | 28.6 | 43.8 | 27.6
$5,000-$7,499____.__ 104 25 788 184 424 100 180 | 23.4 | 53.8] 22.8
$7,500 and over 36 18 || 1,041 260 564 100 217 | 25.0 | 54.2| 20.8
Types IVand V

198 10 90 {115 5 (SO P 24 73.3 | 26.7
364 23 147 100 4 11 43 68.0 2.7 29.3
362 32 136 92 5 15 39 67.6 3.7 28.7
482 50 170 102 5 14 63 60.0 2.9 37.1
$1,500-$1,749___._______. 608 70 196 112 19 30 65 | 57.1 9.7 33.2
$1,750-$1,999 664 71 251 126 43 48 82 50.2 17.1 32.7
$2,000-$2,249 652 57 259 128 51 45 80 49. 4 19.7 30.9
$2,250-$2,409. 516 66 202 140 47 47 105 | 47.9| 16.1 | 36.0
,500-$2,999 794 72 339 140 90 73 109 41.3 26. 5 32.2
$3,000-$3,499. 222 47 430 159 143 79 128 ) 37.0] 33.2 | 29.8
$3,500-$3,999. 212 29 442 157 156 85 129 35.5 35.3 29.2
$4,000-$4,999 222 49 537 173 215 94 149 32.2 40.0 27.8
$5,000-$7,499 - 236 33 682 199 305 99 178 29.2 44.7 26.1
$7,500 and over__..__.__ 100 21 965 216 494 94 255 | 22.41 51.2 | 26.4
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TasLe 6.—Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and
wife and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expenditure,
by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

as Average money expenditure for | Percentage of total fam-
Number of families clothing t ily clothing expenditure
Occupational group,
family type, and ip- Repart- || AL | Other | Other
i ing ex- amily us- 5 amily us- " amily
Eligible pendi- mem- | band Wite mem- | band Wite mem-
tures bers bers bers
o @) 3 (€] (5) ©) @) @®) @ (10)
All families
$500-$749_ . ________ 608 26 $47 $17 $15 $15 36.2 319 3L.9
750-$099. __ - 1,154 70 85 33 32 20 38.8 37.7 23.5
1,000-$1,249_ - 1,392 85 118 47 40 31 39.8 33.9 26.3
1,250-$1,499__ - 1, 512 159 1356 47 49 39 34.8 36.3 28.9
1,500-$1,749_ ... ___ 1,836 162 153 56 54 43 36.6 35.3 28.1
1,750-$1,999_ 1,924 176 182 65 65 52 35.7 35.7 28.6
2,000-$2, 1, 636 161 209 68 72 69 32.5 4.5 33.0
2,250-$2,499__ 1, 408 151 245 82 96 67 33.5 39.2 27.3
2,500-32,999.. - 1,818 192 267 85 95 87 31.8 35.6 32.6
,000-$3,409____________ 538 96 293 94 112 87 32.1 38.2 29.7
492 84 351 119 132 100 33.9 37.6 28.5
466 103 436 126 155 155 28.9 35.6 35.5
426 74 530 151 209 170 28.5 39.4 32.1
184 49 763 251 283 229 32.9 37.1 30.0
Occupational grovp:
Wage earner
$500-$749_______________ 608 26 47 17 15 15 36.2 3L.9 31.9
750-$999_ _ . e 814 41 82 30 31 21 36.6 37.8 25.6
1,000-$1, - 846 46 122 50 42 30 41.0 34.4 24.6
1,250-$1, - 786 47 132 44 45 43 33.3 34.1 32.6
1,500-$1,749_____._.____ 850 35 169 62 57 50 36.7 33.7 29.6
1,750-$1,999_____.______ 870 45 185 64 58 63 34.6 31.4 34.0
2,000-$2,249_ 562 33 202 63 61 78 31.2 30. 2 38.6
2,250-$2,499.. 356 30 253 78 94 81 30.8 37.2 32.0
y $2,990__._________ 302 38 257 73 80 104 28.4 311 40.5
340 29 93 41 33 19 4.1 35.5 20. 4
546 39 112 43 38 31 38.4 33.9 27.7
1,250-$1,499_ 458 30 152 53 62 37 34.9 40.8 24.3
1,500-$1,749_ 630 43 148 51 59 38 4.5 39.9 25.6
1,750-$1,999____________ 790 36 183 66 70 47 36.1 38.3 25.6
$2,000-$2,249____________ 724 36 214 70 79 65 32.7 36.9 30.4
$2,250-$2,499._ - 610 34 251 81 107 63 32.3 42.6 25.1
$2,500-$2,990____________ 746 33 270 86 104 80 319 38.5 20.6
Independent business
and professional
$1,250~-$1,499______..____ 130 33 111 42 35 34 37.8 31.5 30.7
$1,500-$1,749_ 178 29 105 40 33 32 38.1 31.4 30.5
$1,750-$1,999_ 196 37 183 58 74 51 3L.7 40. 4 27.9
$2,000-$2,249_ 138 26 193 59 54 80 30.6 28.0 41.4
$2,250-$2,499_______ 154 27 210 81 73 56 38.6 34.8 26. 6
$2,500-$2,999_________.__ 208 45 267 90 94 83 33.8 35.3 30.9
$3,000-$3,499___ 154 32 254 81 101 72 31.9 39.8 28.3
$3,500-$3,999___ 122 35 364 121 127 116 33.2 34,9 31.9
4,000-$4,999___ 104 43 416 125 166 125 30.0 39.9 30.1
$5,000-$7,499__..__ 156 33 523 150 226 147 28.7 43.2 28.1
$7,500 and over. 78 24 769 217 302 250 28.2 39.3 32.5

See p. 146 for notes on this table.
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ATLANTA, GA.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaBLe 6.—Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and
wife and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expenditure,
by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

. Average money expenditure for | Percentage of total fam-
Number of families othing ily clothing expenditure
Ogcu%atitonal grgup,
amlly type, and in- Report- All Other Other
come class A . ) 1
e ing ex- family | Hus- : family | Hus- s family
Eligible pendi- mem- | band Wife mem- | band Wite mem-
tures bers bers bers
(¢} 6] 3 4) (5) (6) @ ® [} (10)
Salaried business
$1,250-$1,499____________ 84 28 $114 $44 $38 $32 38.6 33.3 28.1
$1,500-$1,749_ 94 26 128 54 46 28 42.2 35.9 21.9
$1,750-$1,999. 156 32 174 67 64 43 38.5 36.8 24,7
$2,000-$2,249. 126 33 217 81 84 52 37.3 38.7 24.0
$2,250-$2,499._ 186 31 244 100 82 62 41.0 33.6 25. 4
$2,500-$2,999_.___._____. 332 39 265 93 93 79 35.1 35.1 29.8
$3,000-$3,499_ - 278 31 313 100 114 99 31.9 36.4 317
$3,600-$3,999._ . 274 28 349 125 139 85 35.8 39.8 24.4
,000-$4,999_ 292 30 446 129 158 159 28.9 35.4 35,7
$5,000-$7,499___ . 226 22 551 155 208 188 28.1 37.7 34,2
$7,500 and over_.._.._.. 82 13 767 293 267 207 38.2 34.8 27.0
Salaried professional
54 21 128 48 44 36 37.5 34.4 28.1
84 29 146 57 43 41 39.0 32.9 28.1
112 26 177 67 68 42 37.9 38.4 23.7
36 33 224 82 94 48 36.6 42.0 21.4
102 29 228 78 89 81 34.2 39.0 26.8
140 37 280 93 103 84 33.2 36.8 30.0
106 33 299 95 122 82 31.8 40.8 27.4
96 21 343 101 116 126 29. 4 33.8 36.8
70 30 422 117 127 178 27.7 30.1 42.2
44 19 445 134 157 154 30.1 35.3 34.6
24 12 730 222 279 229 30. 4 38.2 31.4
172 7 49 24 24 1 49.0
320 15 90 44 45 1 48. ¢
450 19 96 48 47 1 50.0
390 34 126 50 75 1 39.7
536 33 144 73 70 1 50.7
$1,750-$1,999..__________ 840 37 144 72 50.0
$2,000-$2,249___ 444 31 183 79 43.2
,250-$2,499___ 434 27 247 108 43.7
$2,500-$2,999___ 494 40 247 107 43.3
$3,000-$3,499. .. _______ 144 18 239 107 44.8
$3,500-$3,999___ 118 14 351 152 43.3
$4,000-$4,999_ 98 17 403 170 42.2
$5,000-$7,499.__________ 86 16 500 210 42.0
$7,500 and over._._...___ 48 10 625 308 49.3
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TaeLe 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

s Average money expenditure for | Percentage of total fam-
Number of families clothing ily clothing expenditure
Occupational group,
i e Report- || Al | Other | Other
- ing ex- amily us- : amily us- amily
Eligible | 1 5di- || mem-| band | Wi* | mem: | band | Wif | mem.
tures bers bers bers
¢V} @) 3 @ %) 6) @ ® ® 19
Types II and 111
238 9 $39 $16 $13 $10 41.0 33.3 25.7
470 32 80 30 29 21 37.5 36.3 26. 2
580 34 132 55 43 34 41.7 32.6 25.7
640 75 135 52 47 36 38.5 34.8 26.7
692 59 156 59 56 41 37.8 35.9 26.3
720 68 189 72 71 46 38.1 37.6 24.3
540 73 217 79 75 63 36.4 34.6 29.0
458 58 226 82 79 65 36.3 35.0 28.7
530 80 291 104 110 77 35.7 37.8 26.5
172 31 318 110 133 5 34.6 41.8 23.6
162 41 312 108 122 82 34.6 30.1 26.3
146 37 394 142 163 89 36.0 41.4 22.6
$5,000-$7,499___________. 104 25 488 159 217 112 32.6 4.5 22.9
$7,500 and over____._.___ 36 18 774 245 356 173 3817 46.0 22.3
Type IVand V
-$749___ .. 198 10 56 13 10 33 23.2 17.9 58.9
$750-$999____________.__ 364 23 8¢ 28 24 37 31.5 27.0 41.5
$1,000-$1,249____________ 362 32 124 32 27 65 25.8 21.8 52.4
$1,250-$1,499____________ 482 50 142 38 30 74 26.8 21.1 52.1
$1,500-$1,749____________ 608 70 156 37 38 81 23.7 24.4 51.9
$1,750-$1,990_________.__ 664 71 206 52 56 99 25.2 26.7 48,1
$2,000-$2,249.__ . 652 57 220 52 50 118 23.6 22.7 53.7
$2,250-$2,499. 516 66 259 61 74 124 23.6 28.6 47.8
$2,500-$2,999. 794 72 263 60 59 144 22.8 22. 4 54.8
K ,499_ 222 47 309 73 82 154 23.6 26.5 49.9
$3,500-$3,999.. 212 29 382 110 103 169 28.8 27.0 44,2
,000~$4,999. 222 49 477 97 116 264 20.3 24.3 55.4
$5,000-$7,499_______ 236 33 559 126 177 256 22.5 317 45.8
$7,500 and over__._____. 100 21 825 226 243 356 27. 4 29.5 43.1
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TABLE 7.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE

IN

SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and

preparations, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36

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

: Percentage of total
5 Average money expenditure
Number of families personal care ex-
for personal care penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- Tgﬂlet Toilet
fori ing ex- N articles . articles
Eligible pendi- Total |Services! and prep- Services ! and prep-
tures arations arations
[¢Y) 2 (&) @ 8) (6) &) ®)
All jamilies
$500-$749. . . oo 608 26 $16 $7 $9 43.8 56.2
750-$999_ ... 1,154 70 24 9 15 37.5 62.5
1,000-$1,249 1,392 85 30 13 17 43.3 56.7
1,250-$1,499 1,512 159 33 14 19 42.4 57.6
$1,500-$1,749 1,836 162 35 14 21 40.0 60. 0
1,750-$1,999__________________. 1,924 176 43 19 24 4.2 55.8
2,000-$2,249..__ 1, 636 161 43 18 25 43.2 56. 8
2,250-$2,499___ 1,408 151 48 21 27 43.8 56.2
2,500-$2,999_____ 1,818 192 52 23 29 44.2 55.8
$3,000-$3,499___________________ 538 96 60 28 32 46.7 53.3
$3,500-$3,999___________________ 492 84 74 36 38 48.6 51.4
54,000-$4,999. __ 466 103 73 35 38 47.9 52.1
5,000-$7,499_____ 426 74 84 46 38 54.8 45.2
7.500 and over 184 49 125 68 57 54.4 45.6
Occupational group: Wage
earner
$500-$749. . ... .. ... 608 26 16 7 9 43.8 56. 2
$999___.__ - 814 41 22 8 14 36.4 63.6
1,000-$1,249___ - 846 46 32 15 17 46.9 53.1
1,250-$1,499___ - 786 47 32 12 20 37.5 62. 5
1,500~-$1,749 . .o ... 850 35 36 14 22 38.9 61.1
$1,750-$1,999_ _________________ 670 45 43 19 24 44.2 55.8
$2,000-$2,249__. - 562 33 40 17 23 42.5 57.5
$2,250-$2,499. . - 356 30 41 17 4 41.5 58.5
$2,500-$2,999___________________ 392 38 49 20 29 40.8 59.2
Clerical

$750-8999_ . ... 340 29 26 10 16 38.5 61.5
$1,000-$1,249___ - 546 39 28 12 16 42.9 57.1
$1,250-$1,499_ 458 30 35 16 19 45.7 54.3
$1,500-$1,749_ 630 43 35 14 21 40.0 60.0
$1,750-$1,999_._______ 790 36 43 19 24 44.2 55.8
$2,000~$2,249___________________ 724 36 45 19 26 42.2 57.8
$2,250-$2,499___ - 610 34 56 25 31 44.6 55.4
$2,500-$2,999 746 33 51 | 22 29 43.1 56.9

Independent business and pro-

fessional

$1,250-$1,499. __________________ 130 33 29 12 17 41. 4 58.6
$1,500-$1,740_ 178 29 34 14 20 41.2 58.8
$1,750-$1,999_ 196 37 39 16 22 41.0 59.0
$2,000-$2,249. 138 26 44 20 24 45.5 54.5
$2,250-$2,499_ . __________ 154 27 43 19 24 44.2 55.8
$2,500-$2,999_ . _.. _._____...__ 208 45 52 24 28 46.2 53.8
,000-$3,499. - 154 32 57 27 30 47. 4 52.6
$3,500-$3,999_ - 122 35 65 33 32 50.8 49.2
$4,000-%4,909._ .- 104 43 71 37 34 52.1 47.9
$5,000-$7,499__. — 156 33 88 47 41 53.4 46.6
$7,500 and over________________ 78 24 11 59 52 53.2 46.8

1 See glossary, appenflix B, for iterns included.
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TaBLE 7.—Personal care: Average monecy expenditure for toilet articles and
preparations, and services, and perceniage disirtbution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of families

Average money expenditure
for personal care

Percentage of total
personal care ex-

penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- Tgillet ’l‘oillet
s i ing ex- : articles : articles
Eligible pendi- Total | Services and prep- Services and prep-
tures arations arations
o 2 3 “) (%) (6) @] (8)
Salaried business
$1,260-$1,499.__________________ 84 28 $34 $14 $20 41.2 58.8
$1,500-$1,749_____ - 94 26 34 14 20 41.2 58.8
$1,750-$1,999. __ - 156 32 40 18 22 45.0 55.0
$2,000-$2,249__ . - 126 33 45 17 28 37.8 62.2
$2,250-$2,499__ . ___._______.__ 186 31 48 21 27 43.8 56.2
$2,500-$2,909. ... 332 39 56 27 29 48.2 51.8
$3,000-$3,499 - 278 31 61 29 32 47.5 52.5
$3,500-$3,999 - 274 28 80 39 41 48.8 51.2
$4,000-$4,999 - 292 30 73 34 39 46. 6 53.4
$5,000-$7,499. - 226 22 84 47 37 56.0 44.0
$7,500 andover. . ___..__.____.__ 82 13 18 87 65 57.2 42.8
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499_________ 54 21 30 12 18 40.0 60.0
84 29 35 14 21 40.0 60.0
112 26 49 22 27 44.9 55.1
86 33 50 24 26 48.0 52.0
102 29 44 20 24 45.5 54.5
140 37 59 29 30 49.2 50.8
106 33 66 31 35 47.0 53.0
96 21 66 30 36 45.5 54.5
70 30 75 38 37 50.7 49.3
44 19 79 41 38 51.9 48.1
24 12 80 31 49 38.8 61.2
172 7 18 5 13 27.8 72.2
320 15 23 8 15 34.8 65.2
450 19 32 16 16 50.0 50.0
390 34 28 12 16 42.9 57.1
536 33 34 13 21 38.2 61.8
$1,750-$1,999 540 37 41 17 24 41.5 58. 5
$2,000-$2,249 444 31 39 18 21 46.2 53.8
$2,250-$2,499 434 27 45 19 26 42,2 57.8
$2,500-$2,999 494 40 53 25 28 47.2 52.8
,000-$3,49 144 18 60 27 33 45.0 55.0
$3,500-$3,999____________._______ 118 14 77 38 39 49. 4 50.6
$4,000-$4,999___ 98 17 71 33 38 46.5 53.5
$5,000-$7,499_____ 86 16 85 47 38 55.3 4.7
$7,500 and over 48 10 145 98 47 67.6 32.4
Types II and ITT

238 9 14 7 7 50.0 50.0
470 32 24 10 14 41.7 58.3
580 34 29 13 16 4.8 56, 2
640 75 33 13 20 39.4 60.6
692 59 37 16 21 43.2 56.8
$1,750-$1,999_______ 720 68 43 19 24 44.2 55.8
$2,000-$2,249_ 540 73 42 18 24 42.9 57.1
$2,250-$2,499_ 458 58 52 23 29 44.2 55.8
$2,500-$2,999_ . __ 530 80 52 23 29 44.2 55.8
X 499 172 31 65 32 33 49.2 50.8
$3,500-$3,999_ ... ... 162 41 64 31 33 48 4 51.6
,000-84,999_______ 146 37 64 33 31 51.6 48.4
$5,000-$7,499.___.._ 104 25 86 47 39 54.7 45.3
$7,500 and over 36 18 121 64 57 52.9 47.1
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TasLe 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and
preparations, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of families

Average money expenditure
for personal care

Percentage of total
personal care ex-

penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- T gil let Toil]et
‘s ing ex- . articles : articles
Eligible pendi- Total | Serviees | - 4 prep- Services | .14 prep-
tures arations arations
¢V} 2 (6] “4) %) ©) ) 8)
Types IVand V

$500-8749__ oo 198 10 $16 $8 $8 50.0 50.0
$750-$999_ - 364 23 23 8 15 34.8 65.2
$1,000-$1,249 - 362 32 28 11 17 39.3 60.7
$1,250-$1,499 - 482 50 36 14 22 38.9 61.1
$1,500-$1,749_ . 608 70 35 15 20 42.9 57.1
664 71 45 21 24 46.7 53.3

652 57 47 19 28 40.4 59.6

516 66 50 22 28 4.9 55.1

794 72 52 22 30 42.3 57.7

222 47 58 27 31 46.6 53.4

212 29 79 37 42 46.8 53.2

222 49 80 38 42 47.5 52.5

236 33 84 46 38 54.8 45.2

100 21 117 55 62 47.0 53.9
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TasLE 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families own-
ing and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year,

1935-36
[{White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born}
5 Percentage of all Average money expenditure
Number of families families of all families
Octcupatio%a! group, f]amily R .
YDe, and Income class VeDOLL- 11 -y wning | Purchas- {Operation
Eligible megng’;_' auto- | ing auto- | and pur- Oﬁ%g?- lenrecga’se
I::ures mobiles | mobiles chase
[¢V) 2 3 4) %) O] Q)] ®)
608 26 16 8 $6 $2 $4
1,154 70 29 8 24 17 7
1,392 85 48 17 84 46 38
1, 512 159 45 16 83 48 35
1,836 162 56 21 114 62 52
1,924 176 64 18 155 85 70
1,636 161 77 26 197 112 85
1,408 151 75 28 226 115 11
1,818 192 87 21 211 137 74
538 96 78 28 272 155 17
492 84 88 33 345 184 161
$4,000-$4, 466 103 81 20 374 196 178
$5,000-$7,499________. 426 74 92 45 593 304 289
$7,500 and over 184 49 91 18 494 377 117
Occupational group: Wage
earner
608 26 16 8 6 2 4
814 41 30 9 28 20 8
846 46 48 20 79 49 30
786 47 45 4 104 50 54
850 35 62 19 119 67 52
670 45 67 16 129 82 47
562 33 91 26 197 109 88
356 30 86 28 245 148 97
392 38 77 23 192 126 66
340 29 25 6 16 11 5
546 39 48 14 90 40 50
458 30 4“4 8 59 46 13
630 43 51 28 122 60 62
790 36 63 19 186 9N 95
$2,000-$2,249_______________.__.__ 724 36 66 24 174 105 69
$2,250-$2,499___ 610 34 62 28 200 88 112
$2,500-$2,999. . ... 746 33 78 16 206 143 63
Independent business and pro-
fessional

$1,250-$1,499_ . . ... ... 130 33 46 12 62 37 25
$1,500-$1,749_ - 178 29 45 10 58 36 22
$1,750-81,999___ - 196 37 66 25 144 82 62
$2,000-$2,249_ - 138 26 90 24 280 157 123
$2,250-$2,499 .. .. . .__ 154 27 93 42 278 136 142
$2,500-$2,999_ 208 45 79 27 224 129 95
$3,000-$3,499.. 154 32 79 14 239 179 60
2 ,909_ 122 35 88 37 370 206 164
000-$4,999_ 104 43 84 32 373 202 171
$5,000-$7,499. _ . 156 33 92 39 533 239 204
$7,500 and over 78 24 90 23 581 429 152

See p. 146 for notes on this table.
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

Tasre 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families own-
ing and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year,
1985-36—Continued

Number of families

Percentage of all

Average money expenditure

families of all families
Oc%upationgl. group, lfamily R .
¥pe, and income class ~eDOrt- |\ Owning | Purchas- |Operation
Eligible mgmeixi_- auto- | ing auto- | and pur- Oggem- Plzrcléase
pendi- || mobiles | mobiles | chase ion net)
1) ) 3) )} ® ) (W) [£))
Sataried business
$1,250-81,400_ _______.___._____. 84 28 46 3 $48 $46 $2
$1,500~8$1,749_ 94 26 42 7 67 42 25
$1,750-$1,999_ 156 32 62 24 166 85 81
$2,000~$2,249_ 126 33 72 35 258 118 140
$2,250-$2,499_ . __ . ... 186 31 86 29 256 132 124
$2,500-$2,999__. ... 332 39 80 25 231 132 99
$3,000-$3,499_ 278 31 73 36 258 119 139
$3,500-$3,999.. 274 28 85 29 310 170 140
$4,000-$4,999_ 292 30 80 30 397 193 204
$5,000-$7,499._ . 226 22 90 48 658 356 302
$7,500 and over. . __._____.._.____ 82 13 98 16 456 361 95
Salaried professional
54 21 10 4 56 51 5
84 29 75 19 176 98 78
112 26 50 12 90 69 21
86 33 69 16 156 98 58
102 29 70 23 164 90 74
140 37 83 15 231 157 74
106 33 91 25 356 213 143
96 21 97 37 416 215 201
70 30 82 17 281 201 80
44 19 100 42 464 263 201
24 12 75 8 339 264 75
172 7 14 | 1 | 3 PRI,
320 15 26 |-emammeaan 20 20 | ...
450 19 51 21 122 63 59
390 34 46 6 49 39 10
536 33 61 26 132 73 59
$1,750-$1,999_ 540 37 88 25 218 135 83
$2,000-$2,249_ 444 31 77 23 194 117 il
$2,250-$2,499._ 434 27 68 19 185 97 88
$2,500-$2,999._ 494 40 ki 16 186 129 57
$3,000-$3,499_ 144 18 91 34 373 203 170
$3,500-$3,999. 118 14 78 30 378 182 196
$4,000-$4,909_ 98 17 83 43 488 185 303
$5,000-$7,499_ 86 16 88 40 571 251 320
$7,500 and ov 48 10 06 4 340 261 79
Types Il and 111
$500-$749 . ____________________. 238 9 22 11 9 3 6
$750-$999 _ _ 470 32 42 19 34 17 17
$1,000-$1,249_ 580 34 45 15 72 41 31
$1,250-$1,499 640 75 51 26 107 57 50
$1,500-$1,749___ ... 692 59 59 2 122 66 56
$1,750-$1,999_ . ____...__.._. 720 68 66 16 151 84 67
$2,000-$2,249 540 73 78 33 198 99 99
$2,250-$2,499_ 458 58 82 33 259 123 136
2,500-$2,999 530 80 77 18 216 142 4
$3,000-$3,499___________________ 172 31 69 29 229 132 07
$3,500-$3,999 - - o oeoeeeo 162 41 83 42 349 161 188
,000-84,999_ 146 37 84 28 393 220 173
$5,000-$7,499 .. 104 25 93 34 545 294 251
$7,600 and OVer..ecceauecennonn 36 18 89 28 534 334 200
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TasLe 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families own-
ing and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year,

1985-86—Continued

16 Percentage of all Average money expenditure
Number of families tamilies of all families
Océ:upatio%a! group, flamily R .
ype, and income class “eDOIL- 1} Owning | Purchas- |Operation
Eligible ";gng’i‘_' auto- | ing auto- | and pur- Otpeta- P urclzase
pendi || mobiles | mobiles | chase ion (net)
¢V} @ [6)] @ ) ©) (@) ®)
Types IV and V

$500-$749_ . 198 10 10 10 $3 $3 $5
$750-$999_ _____ - 364 23 14 oo 14 14 1 ..
$1,000-$1,249___ - 362 32 49 12 53 32 21
$1,250-$1,499___ - 482 50 35 11 77 41 36
$1,500-$1,749_______._________._ 608 70 49 16 89 47 42
$1,750-$1,999 . _..__.._____ 664 71 42 16 107 46 61
$2,000-$2,249__. - 652 57 76 22 197 119 8
$2,250-$2,499_ - 516 66 75 30 229 122 107
$2,500-$2,999_ - 794 72 80 25 224 138 86
$3,000-$3,499._ - 222 47 77 22 240 142 98
$3,500-$3,999_ 212 29 98 26 324 204 120
,000-54,999 - 222 49 78 24 312 186 126
$5,000-$7,499___ - 236 33 93 52 620 326 204
$7,500 and over..____._______._ 100 21 90 21 554 449 105
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TABLE 9.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

types, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

Recreation: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified

Number of families

Average money expenditure for recreation

Occupational group, family Report- Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class inp%x- ment for
Eligible | 88" || Total games | Other!
5 an
tures Movies | Other! sports
1) (2) ) [O) (5) ® ¢) (6]
All families
$500-$740_ ... 608 26 $16 $BL $1 $10
$750-$999_ _ 1,154 70 23 8 $2 1 12
$1,000-$1,249_ 1,392 85 26 8 2 1 15
$1,250-$1,499_ 1, 512 159 32 11 3 2 16
$1,500-$1,749_________ 1,836 162 47 18 4 3 22
$1,750-$1,999 1,924 176 47 16 5 4 22
$2,000-$2,249 1,636 161 52 20 3 6 23
$2,250-$2,499 1,408 151 64 22 [] 10 26
$2,500-$2,999 1,818 192 67 26 7 [] 28
$3, ,499. 538 96 92 32 8 9 43
$3,500-$3,999___ ... 492 84 116 31 12 22 51
$4,000-$4,990_____ 466 103 126 37 9 14 66
$5,000-$7,499_____ 426 74 187 42 16 28 101
$7,500 and over 184 49 269 48 26 37 158
Occupational group: Wage
earner
$500-$740_ . 608 26 16 [ 3 PR 1 10
$750-$999. .. __._. 814 41 21 7 1 1 12
$1,000-$1,249_._____ 846 46 28 10 2 1 15
$1,250-$1,499_______ 786 47 32 11 3 2 16
$1,500-$1,749___ ... .. 850 35 55 18 4 4 29
$1,750-$1,990_______ ... 870 45 44 15 4 8 19
$2,000-$2,249___ 562 33 58 18 2 11 27
$2,250-$2,499_____ 356 30 56 22 4 3 27
$2,500-$2,999__ . _____.____ 392 38 68 27 6 3 32
Clerical
$750-$999_ _ o 340 29 28 12 4 1 1
$1,000-$1,249_..__ 546 39 23 5 2 1 15
$1,250-$1,499_.___ 458 30 33 12 3 1 17
$1,500-$1,749____. 630 43 44 18 6 3 17
$1,750-$1,999___ .. ___.._._. 790 36 52 16 6 3 27
$2,000-$2,249_ ... ... .. 724 36 47 21 4 4 18
$2,250-$2,499___ 610 34 71 24 6 15 26
$2,500-$2,999 746 33 64 26 7 7 4
Independent business and
professional

130 33 34 14 2 5 13

178 29 26 14 2 1 9

196 37 42 16 3 3 20

138 26 62 22 5 3 32

154 27 47 17 5 4 21
$2,500-$2,999_.__________..___.. 208 45 59 27 7 5 20
$3,000-$3,499. - 154 32 68 27 4 8 29
$3,500-$3,999_ 122 35 103 33 13 20 37
$4,000-$4,999_ . _____ 104 43 108 35 9 19 45
$5,000-87,499_ oo 156 33 199 41 18 31 109
$7,500 and over 78 24 256 37 25 49 146

t See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages 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 tncome, in 1 year, 1935—-36—Continued

Number of families Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family _ Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class If;p g;'i ment for
Eligible | 78" Il Total games | Other
;i an
tures Movies Other sports
[¢3) @ (€] ()] 6) @ ®
Selaried business
$1,250-$1,499 84 28 $30 $12 $2 $2 $14
$1,500-$1,749 94 26 35 14 14 4 13
1,750-$1,999. 156 32 46 20 5 3 18
$2,000-$2,249___ 126 33 50 19 3 7 21
$2 250-$2,499 186 31 72 24 8 10 30
$2,500-$2,999_____._________.____ 332 39 74 26 9 6 33
,000-$3,499_ . _ 278 31 86 34 11 9 32
$3,500-$3,999___ 274 28 130 28 Tl 29 62
,000-$4,999___ 292 30 130 37 7 13 73
$5,000-$7,499___ 226 22 181 45 16 26 94
7,500 and over 82 13 288 63 26 21 178
Salaried professional
$1,250-$1,499_______________.__. 54 21 27 10 1 1 15
$1,500-$1,749___ - 84 29 51 16 2 4 29
$1,750-$1,999._ __ - 112 26 41 16 2 [] 17
$2,000-$2,249. . - 86 33 50 19 5 5 21
$2,250-$2,499________________... 102 29 58 19 5 10 24
140 37 77 24 8 8 37
106 33 144 32 7 12 93
96 21 91 36 12 5 38
70 30 141 43 16 10 72
44 19 181 28 12 33 108
24 12 241 33 25 50 133
172 7 7 4 1 2
320 15 31 12 4 15
450 19 15 [ 1 8
390 34 24 11 2 2 9
536 33, 50 17 7 3 23
540 37 39 15 8 4 12
444 31 38 20 4 3 11
434 27 68 22 5 21 20
494 40 63 24 7 7 25
144 18 72 30 7 8 27
$3,500-$3,999. .. ___._.___.__ 118 14 86 27 17 13 29
$4,000-$4,999__ 908 17 120 29 8 21 62
$5,000—$7 499_____ 86 16 182 29 23 45 85
$7,500 and over 48 10 196 42 24 7 123
Types II and 11T

$500-$749_ .. .. 238 9 22 f 25 R, 1 18
$760-$999________ - 470 32 23 6 1 1 15
$1,000-81,249_____ - 580 34 33 9 2 1 21
$1, 250—51 499.-. - 640 7% 42 12 3 3 24
$1, 500—$1 49 . 692 59 51 18 4 4 25
$1,750-$1,999_____________..____ 720 68 58 18 4 4 32
$2,000-$2,249._. . - 540 73 56 18 4 9 25
$2,250-$2,499_ . _ - 458 58 69 24 8 7 30
,500-$2,990___ - 530 80 Kid 25 7 7 38
$3,000-$3,499_._____.___________ 172 31 132 32 11 14 75
$3,500-$3,999 162 41 144 23 9 32 80
$4,000-$4,999___ 146 37 97 26 7 11 53
$5,000-$7,499 104 25 230 39 17 32 142
$7,500 and over 36 18 262 35 29 82 116
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TaBLE 9.—Reereatlon: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified
types, by occupation, family type, and wncome, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Coutinued
Number of families Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family Report- Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class ing ex- ment for
Eligible | DE%% || Total games | Other
. an
tures Movies Other sports
(oY) @ 3 @ (5) ) [} ®
Types IV and V
-$749_ _ __ .. 198 10 $16 $8 [ceei | $8
$750-$929____ - 364 23 18 8 | $2 6
$1,000-$1,249. - 362 32 29 10 $1 3 15
$1,250-$1,499_ - 482 50 25 11 2 1 11
$1,500-$1,749__.________________ 608 70 40 16 2 4 18
$1,750-$1,999__ . ________.___. 664 71 42 15 2 5 20
$2,000-$2,249_ - 652 57 59 20 2 6 31
$2,250-$2,499_ - 516 66 56 23 4 2 27
$2,500-$2,999_ . 794 72 62 28 7 4 23
$3,000-$3,499______._______.____ 222 47 75 33 7 7 28
$3,500-$3,999.__ ... 212 29 112 39 10 20 43
,000-$4,999_ . 222 49 149 49 1 13 76
$5,000-$7,499___ I 236 33 171 47 14 21 89
$7,500 and over__.___..________ 100 21 306 56 25 35 190
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Footnotes for Tables in Expenditure Tabular Summary

ATtLaNTA (WHITE)
TABLE 1

1 See glossary, appendix B, for eligibility requirements.

? Money income is equal to the sum of money expenditure (column 7) plus net surplus or deficit (column 8)
plus net balancing difference (column 9).

3 Nonmoney income from housing includes inputed income from owned family or vacation homes plus
rent received as pay or gift (average amounts based on all families, whether or not they reported such non-
money 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 expenditures
will be found in the glossary, appendix B.)

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

¢ Represents the average net difference between reported money receipts and reported money disburse-
ments. See glossary, appendix B. A maximum balancing difference within 5.5 percent was allowable on
each schedule.

TABLE 1-A

1 A surplus represents an increase in assets or a decrease in liabilities, or both; a deficit represents a decrease
in assets or an increase in liabilities, or both.

? Some families reported neither surplus nor deficit for the year; therefore the sum of columns 5 and 6 does
not always equal 100 percent.

3 Since the average amounts in these two columns are based on the number of families reporting surplus
or defieit, respectively, they do not add to the average net surplus or deficit shown in column 4,

TABLE 2

1 The averages in this table include money expenditure for goods and services purchased on either cash or
credit basis. They do not include value of goods and services received without money expense. Averages
are based on all families, whether or not they reported expenditures for the specified catagories.

2 Housing expenditures include the money expenses 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.

3 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.

¢ 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 on vacation.

5 Taxes include only poll, income, and personal property taxes. All other taxes, such as those on real
estate, amusements and retail sales taxes, are included as a part of the expenditure for these items. Gifts
do not include gifts from one member of the economic family to another.

TABLE 3

t Includes expenditures for board at school, which amounted to less than 5 percent of average food expense
for all families. Among families in the business and professional categories, it amounted at most to an
average of $101, at the income level $7,500 and over. For families of types IV and V, it amounted at most
to $127, at the income level $7,500 and over.

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

TABLE 4

t Average amounts for renting families based on rental rate contracted for. Value of fuel, light, and
refrigeration is included when furnished by the landlord and included in the rental rate. See table 4-A for
percentage of families for whom these facilities were included as part of the rent.

1 See table 4-A for separation of expense for owning and renting families.
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146 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

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

4 See glossary, appendix B, for method of deriving this figure. Includes nonmoney income from owned
vacation homes, which amounted at most to an average of less than $1 for all families at any income level,

5 Percentages based on the average value 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.
2 Percentages based on renting families reporting these facilities included in rent at the end of the schedule
year.
TABLE 5

1 Excludes value of fuel, light, and refrigeration furnished by the landlord and included in the rental
rate. Fuel received without expense is not included in this average, but amounted to less than 5 percent
of the money expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration for all families.

2 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 member receiving such gifts. Gifts of clothing to or from individuals outside the economic family are
excluded.

2 For families of type I, averages and percentages shown in columns 7 and 10 are for individuals who were
members of the economic family less than 27 weeks, and were therefore not considered equivalent members
in determining family type. See glossary, appendix B, for method of classifying families by type.

TABLE 7

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.

TABLE 8

! To obtain the average expense of operation for families owning automobiles, divide the average shown in
this column by the corresponding figure in column 4 and multiply by 100.

2 To obtain the average net purchase price (gross price less trade-in allowance) for families purchasing
sutomobiles, divide the average shown in this column by the corresponding figure in column 5 and mul-
tiply by 100,

TABLE 9

1 Bee glossary, appendix B, for items included.

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



TABULAR SUMMARY

ATLANTA, GA.

147

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

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

N umbi?ire;) f fam- Average net income
Average| s cornoe| Aver
money | L7TR? | et bat.
Occupational group, family expendi-| m;, sur- net bal-
type, and income class Report- Non- | ture for | £Us or | ancing
Bligible| 18X || Total | Money | money | family | Qeficit | differ-
g pendi- Y ? “trom | living4 | () ence
tures housing 3]
(2) 3) 4) 5) (6) ¢ ® 9)
Al families
182 24 $191 $177 $14 $280 —$98 —$5
980 134 390 378 12 420 -32 —10
1,926 194 634 623 11 631 2 -10
1, 508 161 864 835 29 812 27 -4
698 120 1,116 1,064 52 1,018 59 —13
376 99 1, 360 1,289 71 1,200 87 g
62 26 1,648 1, 559 89 1,434 140 -15
64 25 1,801 1,866 25 1,617 267 —18
56 22 2,136 2,018 118 1,716 301 1
60 24 2,364 2,237 127 1,823 420 —6
36 17 2,700 2,534 166 1,856 695 —17
26 9 3,316 3,207 109 2,358 810 39
10 5 3,845 3,784 61 2,731 1,008 45
20 9 5,387 5,130 257 3, 597 1, 509 24
Occupational group; Wage
earner
Under $2560_.. 182 24 191 177 14 280 —908 -5
$250-$499__________._________ 872 103 390 378 12 418 ~30 —10
$500~$749_ - _________._____ 1, 742 123 634 625 9 633 2 ~10
$750-$999 . . ... 1,342 99 862 836 26 807 32 -3
$1,000-$1,249________________ 590 73 1,118 1,071 47 1,018 66 —13
$1,260-$1,499._______________ 298 62 1, 359 1,298 61 1,199 101 -2
Clerical
10 5 407 452 —45 505 50 -3
54 27 639 626 13 643 -9 -8
44 22 869 814 56 806 33 —25
46 23 1,141 1,076 65 1,071 15 —10
24 12 1,379 1,273 106 1,223 60 —10
$1,500-$1,749________________ 20 9 1, 599 1, 536 63 1,322 208 6
$1, 750-$1, 999__ 22 9 1,905 1,970 —65 1,981 44 =55
$2,000-$2,249_ . ______________ 28 11 2,142 2,081 61 1,687 387 7
$2,250 and over_______._.____ 66 28 2,788 2,682 106 1,964 714 4
Independent business and
professional
$250-$499_ ... 82 21 398 386 12 458 -67 -5
$500-$749_ .. ________ 100 29 636 603 33 614 -2 -9
$750-$999__ 90 24 880 834 46 872 -~30 -8
$1,000-$1,24 40 13 1,078 990 88 949 55 -—14
$1,250-$1,499_ . ______________ 26 13 1,351 1,218 133 1,231 —10 -3
$1,500-$1,749. ____ . _________ 20 7 1,697 1,567 130 1,348 249 —30
$1,750-$1,999_ _ 22 6 1, 909 1,848 61 1,413 424 11
$2,000-$2,249_ . ____________ 10 4 2,146 1,899 247 1, 551 342 8
$2,250 and over__ ___________ 24 10 3, 883 3, 680 203 2,297 1,323 60

See p. 188 for notes on this table.
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ATLANTA, GA.

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

Number of fam- Average net income
1hes Average
mone Average | Average
Ocoupati Y. | net sur- | net bal-
pational group,family expendi Tus or | ancin;
type, and income class Report- Non- | ture for [ BUSOF | 8T8
Eligible| '€0% || Total | Money | oney | By | "y | ence
tures housing
[¢V) [¢)] [&)] @) ) ®) () &) ®
Salaried business and
professional
$260-$490_______._________._. 16 5 $353 $271 $82 $263 $14 —$6
$500-3749___ 30 15 646 581 65 575 8 -2
$750-$999____._. 32 16 876 826 50 852 —20 —6
$1,000-$1,249___ 22 11 1,108 1,011 97 1,051 —26 -14
$1,250-$1,499_ . .. ... 28 12 1,363 1,276 87 1,248 54 —26
$1,500-$1,749 . - oo 22 10 1, 651 1,573 78 1,617 ~20 —24
$1,750-$1,999__ 20 10 , 858 1,773 85 1,441 340 -8
$2,000-$2,249__ _ 18 7 2,122 1,988 134 1,854 144 —10
$2,250 and over._ .. .__... 62 26 3,133 2, 968 165 2, 452 527 —11
Family type: Type 1
Under $250. - _______._______ 88 9 178 154 24 252 —95 -3
250-$490___ 422 34 377 362 15 423 —~54 -7
$500-$749_ 678 62 630 612 18 609 11 —8
$750-3999.___ 516 54 871 829 42 77 55 -3
$1,000-$1,249_ . ___ . _______ 212 26 1,119 1,067 52 1,021 74 —28
$1,250-$1,499_  ______________ 118 25 1,345 | 1,281 64| 1,216 82 —-17
$1,500-$2,249. __ 44 15 1,876 1,819 57 1,439 380 *)
$2,250 and over 28 11 3,330 3,227 103 2, 1,103
Type IT
24 4 210 203 7 245 ~33 -9
122 21 387 383 4 410 —15 —12
308 24 662 660 2 651 15 —6
164 16 849 841 8 817 35 —11
56 14 1,134 1,048 86 933 115 ™
$1,250-$1,499 22 11 1,360 | 1,201 78| 1,193 103 —5
$1,500-$2,249_ __ 24 9 1, 985 1, 909 76 1,673 247 —-11
$2,250and over______________ 26 10 2,632 2,492 140 1, 856 633 3
Type IIT
Under $250. ... ____...._.. 8 2 [§)) (G} )] 1$)] ) 89
$250-$499 80 13 416 7 430 —9 —12
$500-$749 162 18 635 630 5 636 5 —-11
$750-$999. _ 76 16 881 880 1 825 51 4
$1,000-$1,24 40 16 1,124 1,102 22 1,047 57 -2
$1,250-$1,400 _______________ 10 5 1,338 1,201 137 1, 202 35 —36
$1,500-$2,249._._________ 14 6 2, 030 1,932 98 1,730 199 3
$2,260 and over 4 2 1) [©)) [0)] (4] ($)] (4)]
Type IV
Under $250___.__ ... ________ 40 5 229 221 8 286 -~57 -8
$250-$499__ 194 28 392 380 12 416 -25 ~11
$500-$749__ 348 37 621 608 13 637 -19 -10
$750-$999__ 390 37 851 819 32 817 3 -1
$1,000-$1,249 _______________ 210 23 1,107 1,042 65 984 64 —6
$1,250-81,499_ _______________ 130 19 1, 381 1, 303 78 1,177 116 10
$1,500-$2,249_ .. ._____ 52 22 1,804 1,722 82 1,578 167 ~23
$2,250 and over 48 19 3,185 3,045 140 2,334 663 48

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown,
t Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible

families, number reporting expenditures, average net money and nonmoney income,
average money expenditure for family living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
difference, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Numl;%x;)gl fam- Average net income R
VOrage 4 verage | Average
; ; MONEY | 1ot t bal
Occupational group, family expendi- mi sur- | net bal-
type, and income class Report- Non- | ture for | BJUS OF | ancing
Eligible| MEOE || Total | Money | Toney | family | gACIE | ClHter
& pendi- Y | “from | living (=) ence
tures housing
) 2) 3) [€Y] (5) 6) )] ®) 9)
Type V
Under $250__.__..._......_. 4 2 ® 1) ) 1) (4}] (¢
$250-3499___ 62 11 $398 $384 $14 $397 1;-$4 f—$9
138 21 616 608 8 615 4 -11
$750-$999___ 178 14 900 884 16 876 5 3
$1,000-$1,249________________ 96 15 1,132 1,093 39 1,049 39 5
$1,250-$1,499 40 12 1,355 1,311 44 1, 225 91 —5
$1,500-$2,249___ 34 15 1,884 1,803 81 1,633 178 —8
$2,250 and over_________.____ 24 n 3, 262 3,034 228 2,364 706 —36
14 1 () (1) [¢)) 1) (1 6]
54 19 386 374 12 387 (’; —13
170 21 648 648 * 667 -9 -—10
80 11 833 796 37 794 12 —-10
24 12 1,133 1,061 72 1,081 —4 —16
22 11 1,382 1, 268 114 1,231 44 -
2 1 Q) U] ) [€)) () ¢}
6 3 2,381 2,173 1,708 501 -36
Type VII
Under $260...._____________ 6 1 Q) @ Q) ® [42] @
$250-$499__ 46 8 458 436 22 486 —38 —12
$500-$749__ 122 11 625 604 21 641 -16 —21
$750-8999__ - 104 13 857 832 25 853 —4 —17
$1,000-$1,249________________ 60 14 1,088 1,080 8 1,114 —8 —26
$1,260-$1,499_ . .. ____.__ 34 16 1,328 1,280 48 1, 265 26 -11
$1,500-$2,249___.______ 12 5 1,838 1,756 82 1, 670 120 —34
$2,250 and over 16 8 , 002 2,921 81 2,572 370 —21

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
1 Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.

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

t. Louis



150

ATLANTA, GA.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

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, 1935361

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

See p. 188 for notes on this table.
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s Percentage of fami- | Average amount for
Number of families Average ilies having 2— families having 3—
Occupational group, family xggglg_-
type, and income class Reporting|| deficit
Eligible | expendi- (=) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
(¢}] 2) (&) [C)) 5) ©) @) ®
All families
- 182 24 ~$98 29 67 $10 $150
- 980 134 —32 50 41 20 102
- 1,926 194 2 63 26 32 69
- 1, 508 161 27 69 29 71 77
___________________ 698 120 59 81 19 98 105
___________________ 376 99 87 85 15 127 142
- 62 26 140 76 17 255 321
- 64 25 267 84 16 378 333
$2 000—$2 249, - 56 22 301 86 14 383 189
$2,250-$2,499. . _________.. 60 24 420 90 10 476 80
$2, 500—$2 999 .. 36 17 695 94 6 756 339
$3,000- 26 9 810
$3 10 5 1,008
20 9 1, 509
Occupational group: Wage
earner
Under $250. . ... ___.. 182 24 —98 29 67 10 150
$250-$499. ... - 872 103 -—30 50 42 20 96
$500-9749_ . _____ - 1,742 123 2 64 25 31 71
750-$999_ . _____ . 1,342 99 32 69 28 71 60
$1,000~$1,249. - 590 73 66 83 17 97 83
1,250-$1,499_ ..o __ 298 62 101 89 11 128 116
Clerical
$250-$499 10 5 —50 60 20 15 295
$500—$749 54 27 -9 59 30 37 105
750-$999 44 22 33 82 18 54 60
1,000-$1,249___ 46 23 15 85 35 109 161
1 250—$1 499 . 24 12 60 67 33 138 96
1,500-$1,749___ . ______.________ 20 9 208 76 12 305 200
1,750-$1,999___ 22 9 44 64 36 302 407
2,000-$2,249 . ____ 28 1 387 86 14 456 28
2,250 and over 66 28 714 94 6 764 54
Independent business and
professional
$250-$499__ - 82 21 —67
$500-$749_ _ - 100 29 -2
750-$999___ ... - 90 24 —30
1,000-$1,249.__ - 40 13 55
1,250—$1,499 ___________________ 26 13 ~10
$1,500-$1,749_ ... ... _. 20 7 249
$1,750-$1,999__.__ 22 6 424
$2,000-$2,249_____ 10 4 342
$2,250 and more 24 10 1,323
Salaried business and
professional
$250-$499 oo 16 5 14 62 |- 22 | e
$500-$749______ - 30 15 8 53 33 51 57
$750-$999._ . ___ R 32 16 —20 50 38 114 205
$1,000-$1,249___ . 22 11 —26 54 46 112 191
$1,250-§1,499_ - TITTTTITTT 28 12 54 79 21 139 257
$1,500-$1,749_ .o .. 22 10 —20 64 36 173 357
$1,750-$1,999_____ R 20 10 340 90 10 380 20
$2,000-$2,249.__ .. . 18 7 144 78 22 284 347
$2,250 and over . 62 26 527 6 580 236
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TaBLE 1-A.—Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounis reported, by occupation, family type, and income, in
1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number

of families

Percentage of fam-

Average amount for

Average ilies having— families having—
. - t sur-
Occupational group, family ne
H plus or
type, and income class Reporting|| deficit
Eligible | expendi- (=) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
[¢3) 2) 3 )] (5) ©) @) ®)
Family type: Type I
Under $250_ ... __________.._.._ 88 9 —$95 33 67 $12 $148
$250-$499__ ____ 422 34 —54 51 45 18 141
$500-$749______ 678 62 11 57 29 37 34
$750-$999_ _ ____ 516 54 55 77 22 85 51
$1,000-$1,249_______________.___ 212 26 74 77 23 130 113
$1,250-$1,499________._________ 118 25 82 83 17 145 218
$1,500-$2,249___ 44 15 380 82 18 516 235
$2,250 and over 28 11 1,193 93 7 1,290 80
Type 11
Under $250. ___________________ 24 4 =33 oo 75 44
$250-$499._ _ 122 21 —15 35 33 23 69
308 24 15 68 24 34 33
164 16 35 57 33 88 45
56 14 115 93 7 133 127
22 11 103 91 9 132 187
$1,500-$2,249___ 24 9 247 92 |ocmaieoos 270 |
$2,250 and over 26 10 633 92 8 698 136
Type IIT
Under $250_ ___________.._.___. 6 2 (¢)] ) (€] (¢} (¢
250-$499 80 13 -9 69 31 16 85
$500-$749. 162 18 5 78 13 29 142
$750-$999__ __ 76 16 51 79 15 71 34
$1,000-$1,249___________________ 40 16 57 62 30 139 100
$1,250-$1,499. ... ... 10 5 35 60 40 132 110
$1,500-$2,249_ . ... .. 14 6 199 71 29 417 345
$2,250 and over_.______________ 4 2 (6] (63) (O} 1 €]
Type IV
40 5 —57 60 40 10 158
194 28 —25 43 47 19 70
348 37 —19 67 26 27 145
390 37 3 54 46 64 67
210 23 64 92 8 77 89
130 19 116 90 10 131 20
52 22 167 85 12 257 400
48 19 663 96 4 693 35
Under $250_ - oo 4 2 )] [¢s) ($)] (€] )]
$250-$499_ _ R 62 11 —4 63 37 29 59
$600-$749_ ... 138 21 4 63 29 33 58
$750-$999__ - 178 14 5 67 24 45 104
$1,000-$1,249__._______._______. 96 15 39 75 25 72 60
$1,250-$1,499______________._._. 40 12 91 90 10 110 80
$1,500-$2,249.___ - 34 15 178 88 12 270 520
$2,250 and over.....___...___._. 24 1 706 0040 . 706 | _____.__.

t Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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ATLANTA, GA.

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, tn
1 year, 1935—-36—Continued

Number of families

Percentage of fam-

Average amount for

Average flies having— families having—
: t sur-
Occupational group, family ne
type, and income class Reporting I(’il:ﬁsc?{
Eligible | expendi- (=) Surplus | Defieit | Surplus | Deficit
tures

63} [¢)] 3) [¢)) ®) 6) @ ®)

14 1 () [43) (O] O] )
54 19 ™ 59 21 $20 $56
170 21 —$9 54 28 26 82
80 11 12 79 21 47 118
24 12 —4 83 17 61 329
22 11 44 82 18 82 126

2 1 6] (¢9) (4] [¢)) (42}
6 3 501 100 |- . 501 (oo

6 1 ¢)] (6] (4 W (¢}
46 8 —38 50 50 32 108
122 11 ~16 66 23 24 138
104 13 -4 87 13 53 388
60 14 —8 62 38 56 113
$1,250-$1,499_ ... __ 34 16 26 76 24 90 183
$1,500-$2,249____ 12 5 120 50 50 292 583
$2,250 and over 16 8 370 88 12 471 338

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
f Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TaBLE 2.

ATLANTA, GA.

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

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

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

Number of Household

families Aver- operation Fur- Con-

o] tional o mish- Auto- | Other( p Medi Forl- t1:1" ons

ccupational group, num- . P _| Auto- | Per- i- 1 _ .| mal ions
family type, and Report-|_ber of || Total | Food El[gg‘; Fuel, mes C’il:l)th mo- troart;:_ sonal | cal me, brggeo Ri;ad edu- | and ?tz]:g;

income class Eligi- | ing ex- | Persons light, equiD- € | biles ption care | care g | cation| per-
ol pendy | , per and | Other rgenlg sonal
tures family refrig- taxes®
- eration
1) [¢3} ®) 4 &) © () 8 @ ]| | ap | 12 | 13 | Q» | 18 | 18 | AN | (18 | A9 | 0 | 2
Average money expenditure in dollars
All families

Under $250__________ 182 24 3.0 280 101 78 32 8 10 10 ... 4 6 19 3 4 2 ™ 2 1
$250-$499 134 3.2 420 154 101 46 11 9 27 1 8 11 19 5 10 5 1 9 3
$500-$749 194 3.5 631 228 114 61 18 18 55 7 20 18 36 11 18 8 2 17 3
$750-$999_ . 161 3.5 812 260 123 67 25 32 94 19 34 24 50 16 19 10 4 31 4
$1,000-8$1,249 120 3.7 1,018 303 140 79 33 46 126 47 43 33 56 25 27 12 5 42 1
$1,250-$1,499__.______ 376 99 3.7 1,206 331 141 o1 58 57 158 65 51 39 70 32 25 13 11 60 4
$1,500-51,749__ 62 26 4,1 1,434 409 151 108 79 50 199 104 38 41 88 29 20 19 13 52 34
$1,750-$1,999__ 64 25 3.4 1,617 414 253 121 77 33 217 137 50 41 94 39 13 21 30 63 14
$2,000-$2,249__ 56 22 4.0 1,716 504 201 125 100 40 201 169 33 43 76 54 20 19 32 91 8
$2,250-$2,499. ... 60 24 4.2 1,823 504 203 134 94 87 220 121 53 48 82 69 31 21 47 102 7
$2,500-$2,999.____..._ 36 17 3.9 1,856 496 171 125 119 74 290 103 1 53 118 45 24 28 59 116 4
$3,000-$3,499, 26 9 3.2 2,358 563 204 169 214 74 364 198 68 70 105 85 46 42 19 125 12
$3,500-$3,999___ 10 5 3.0 2,731 490 271 134 184 31 429 482 42 56 266 59 62 37 Joomeaee 76 112
$4,000 and over. 20 9 4.8 3 597 704 229 178 255 109 555 584 41 119 106 169 26 45 195 279 4

Bee p. 188 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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ATLANTA, GA.

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 Household

families Aver- operation Fur- Con-

Occupational group, nan nish- Auto- | OtPeT | por | Mo Forl- ttr'ig) 38

! i m- i - T- i- mal ions
family type, and Report.| Per of || Total | Food ngus Fuel, e Cilgth' mo- t‘;f‘r'é:: sonal | cal I;:icgg- b’el:gc-o Rﬁfd' edu- | and ?g;:;

income class Eligi- | persons 2 | light, ; 2 | bile |P2 care | care g | cation| per-
gi- | ing ex- d | Other | €3WD- tion sonal
ble | pendi- | D¢ ax " | ‘ment ona,
tures family refrig- taxes
eration
) [¢)] ®) “) (5) ® ) ® ()] ) | an | 12 | 18) | 14 | 1) | a6 | an | a8 | a» | o) | @Y
Percentage of total money expenditures
All families
Under $260._____..__ 24 3.0 100.0 36.1 27.8 11.4 2.8 3.6 3.6 |oceoo- 1.4 2.1 6.8 11 1.4 0.7 0.1 0.7 0.4
$250-$499_ ... _.__ 134 3.2 100.0 36.8 4.1 1.0 2.6 2.1 6.4 0.2 1.9 2.6 4.5 1.2 2.4 1.2 .2 2.1 .7
$500-$749._________.. 194 3.5 100.0 36.2 18.1 9.7 2.8 2.8 8.7 1.1 3.2 2.8 5.7 1.7 2.4 13 .3 2.7 .8
$750-8999______ 1, 508 161 3.5 100.0 32.0 15.1 8.3 3.1 3.9 | 116 2.3 4.2 3.0 6.2 2.0 2.3 1.2 .5 3.8 .8
$1,000-$1,249. 120 3.7 100.0 29.8 13.8 7.8 3.2 4.5 | 12.4 4.7 4.2 3.2 5.5 2.4 2.6 1.2 .5 41 .1
$1,250-$1,499._____._. 376 99 3.7 100.0 21.5 1.7 7.5 4.8 4.7 13.1 5.4 4.2 3.2 5.8 2.7 2.1 1.1 .9 5.0 .3
$1,500-$1,740_ - 62 26 4.1 100.0 28.6 10.5 7.5 5.5 3.5 14.0 7.2 2.6 2.9 6.1 2.0 14 L3 .9 3.6 2.4
$1,750-$1,999_ 64 25 3.4 100.0 25.6 15.6 7.5 4.8 2.0 13.4 8.5 3.1 2.5 5.8 2.4 .8 13 L9 3.9 .9
$2,000-$2,240_________ 56 22 4.0 100.0 29.5 1.7 7.3 5.8 2.3 1.7 9.8 1.9 2.5 4.4 3.1 1.2 1.1 19 5.3 .5
$2,250-$2,499 ________ 60 24 4.2 100.0 27.6 11.1 7.3 5.1 4.8 121 67 2.9 2.6 4.5 3.8 L7 1.2 2.6 5.6 .4
$2,500-$2,999._.______ 36 17 3.9 100.0 26.7 9.2 6.7 6.4 40| 156 5.6 L7 2.9 6.4 2.4 1.3 L5 3.2 6.2 .2
$3,000-$3,499___ 26 9 3.2 100. 0 23.9 8.7 7.2 9.1 3.1 | 154 8.3 2.9 3.0 4.4 3.6 2.0 1.8 .8 5.3 .5
$3,500-$3,999___ 10 5 3.0 100. 0 18.0 9.9 4.9 6.7 1.1} 157 17.6 15 2.1 9.7 2.2 2.3 L4 | ____. 2.8 41
$4,000 and over_.____ 20 9 4.8 100.0 19.6 6.4 4.9 7.1 3.0 154 | 16.3 1.1 3.3 2.9 4.7 7 1.3 5.4 7.8 .1
Occupational groug : Average money expenditure in dollars
age earner

24 3.0 280 101 78 32 8 10 10 ... 4 6 19 3 4 2 * 2 1
103 3.2 418 154 101 46 1 9 28 ™ 8 11 19 5 10 5 1 8 2
123 3.5 633 228 116 62 17 19 56 6 20 18 36 11 15 8 1 17 3
99 3.5 807 260 121 67 24 32 94 19 34 23 51 15 19 10 3 30 5
90 73 3.7 1,018 301 143 7 30 49 132 39 46 33 56 25 28 12 5 42 1
$1,250-$1,499_________ 298 62 3.7 1,199 329 141 88 55 60 163 57 55 40 65 32 27 12 n 60 4
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Percentage of total money expenditures
Wage earner
Under $250. ... ... 182 24 3.0 100.0 36.1 27.8 11.4 2.8 3.6 8.6 |aceanee 1.4 2.1 6.8 1.1 1.4 0.7 0.1 0.7 0.4
$250-$499__ R 872 103 3.2 100.0 36.8 4.2 i1.0 2.6 2.2 6.7 0.1 19 2.6 4.5 1.2 2.4 12 .2 L9 .5
$500-$749__ ol 1,742 123 3.5 100.0 36.0 18.3 9.8 2.7 3.0 8.8 1.0 3.1 2.8 5.7 1.7 2.4 13 .2 2.7 .5
$750-$999__ o 1,842 99 3.5 100.0 32.2 15.0 8.3 3.0 40| 116 2.4 4.2 2.9 6.3 1.8 2.4 12 .4 3.7 .6
$1,000-$1,24 - 590 73 3.7 100.0 29.6 14.0 7.6 2.9 48| 13.0 3.9 4.5 3.2 5.4 2.4 2.8 1.2 ] 4.1 .1
$1,250-$1,499______._. 298 62 3.7 100.0 27.8 1.8 7.3 4.6 50| 13.6 4.7 4.6 3.3 5.4 2.7 2.3 1.0 .9 5.0 .3
Average money expenditure in dollars
Clerical
$250-$499_ ___________ 10 5 3.0 505 196 137 44 15 15 23 | .. 14 12 14 4 8 8 1 14 ...
$500-$749_ _ - 54 27 3.2 643 235 108 56 23 11 66 7 18 18 37 14 16 10 4 19 1
$750-$990__ R 44 22 3.0 806 265 139 76 25 27 88 5 28 30 52 18 18 10 2 281 M
$1,000-$1,249 - 46 23 3.8 1,071 331 158 87 37 31 102 107 33 33 55 30 19 13 6 28 1
$1,250-$1,499______._. 24 12 3.1 1,223 319 131 96 59 61 172 96 52 39 74 32 24 12 3 47 6
$1,500-$1,749_________ 20 9 3.4 1,322 410 146 106 56 32 181 107 37 40 54 33 25 12 18 61 4
$1,750-$1,999 R 22 9 3.8 1,981 460 357 125 81 34 227 269 45 50 135 43 10 21 23 62 39
$2,000-$2,249__ . 28 11 4.6 1,687 504 198 118 81 56 249 111 39 40 74 51 16 17 33 86 14
$2,250 and over...... 66 4.0 1,964 546 201 136 122 71 282 125 53 48 109 44 45 23 4 107 8
Percentage of total money expenditures
Clerical
$250-9499_ . ___ 10 5 3.0 100.0 38.7 27.1 8.7 3.0 3.0 4.5 [.o.... 2.8 2.4 2.8 0.8 1.6 1.6 0.2 2.8 ...
$600-$749__ - 54 27 3.2 100.0 36.5 16.8 8.7 3.6 1,71 10.3 1.1 2.8 2.8 5.7 2.2 2.5 1.6 .6 2.9 0.2
$750-3990_ _ R 44 22 3.0 100.0 33.0 17.3 9.4 3.1 3.3 10.9 .6 3.5 3.7 6.5 2.2 2.2 1.2 .2 28| ™
$1,000-$1,249 - 46 23 3.8 100.0 30.9 14.8 8.1 3.4 2.9 9.5 10.0 3.1 3.1 51 2.8 1.8 1.2 .6 2.6 .1
$1,250-$1,499___.__._. 24 12 3.1 100.0 26.1 10.7 7.8 4.8 50| 4.1 7.9 4.2 3.2 6.1 2.6 2.0 1.0 .2 3.8 .5
$1,500-$1,749_______._ 20 3.4 100.0 3L.0 1.1 8.0 4.2 2.4 | 13.7 8.1 2.8 3.0 4.1 2.5 1.9 .9 1.4 4.6 .3
$1,750-$1,999. - 22 9 3.8 100.0 28.2 18.0 6.3 4.1 1.71 1.4 13.8 2.3 2.5 6.8 2.2 .5 1.1 1.2 3.1 2.0
$2,000-$2,249__ - 28 1n 4.6 100.0 29.9 1.7 7.0 4.8 3.3] 14.8 6.8 2.3 2.4 4.4 3.0 .9 Lo 2.0 5.1 .8
$2,250 and over....... 66 28 4.0 100.0 27.8 10.2 6.9 6.2 3.6 14.4 6.3 2.7 2.5 5.5 2.3 2.3 1.2 2.3 5.4 4

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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ATLANTA, GA.

TaBLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Occupational group uig:ﬁ- Dish- Auto- Other | p,. Medi- For- ttrll(};]‘;
family type, and Report.| ber of || Total | Food Hi(l)lus- Fuel, mes Cilgth' mo- tx:rx:;: sonal | eal Ra:gg' brggé " R.?lad- ;naal and (i)t%trl:;
income class Eligi- | top or¥”| persons g | light, ¢ 2 | bile | PO care | care ing - | per-
gi- | ing ex- equip-| tion cation
ble | pendi- | , Per and | Other ment sonal
tures family refrig- taxes
eration
[¢V] @ 3 (€Y ® (6) ™ ® ® ] o) an | a2 | 13 | a9 | a5 | a8 | A | 18 | 19 | (20) | b
Independent business Average money expenditure in dollars
and projessional
82 21 2.9 458 152 105 47 14 16 21 2 9 11 25 10 11 7 1 9 18
100 29 3.1 614 221 95 22 8 47 15 19 16 53 6 17 10 5 19 1
90 24 3.7 872 217 123 70 36 33 99 45 38 40 13 16 12 11 34 1
40 13 3.4 949 302 104 50 45 81 56 17 21 63 18 20 12 7 45 12
26 13 3.5 1,231 363 125 95 63 40 123 98 24 37 98 32 15 18 20 73 7
20 7 4.3 1,348 428 137 94 95 36 188 103 36 42 73 16 21 19 6 49
22 6 3.0 1,413 439 180 102 66 18 240 18 59 35 103 33 16 22 16 66| (*
10 4 3.2 1, 551 541 162 141 118 3 123 67 35 35 109 51 27 20 50 69 |__.__.
24 10 3.5 2, 207 463 227 146 181 67 295 387 26 55 93 96 19 26 49 156 12
Independent business Percentage of total money expenditures
and professional
$409_ ___________ 82 21 2.9 100.0 33.2 22.9 10.3 3.0 3.5 4.6 0.4 2.0 2.4 5.5 2.2 2.4 1.5 0.2 2.0 3.9
$500-8749_ ... 100 29 3.1 100. 0 36.0 15.5 9.8 3.6 1.3 7.6 2.4 3.1 2.6 8.6 1.0 2.8 1.6 .8 3.1 .2
$999___ . 90 24 3.7 100.0 31.8 14.1 8.0 4.1 3.8| 1.3 5.1 4.4 2.8 4.6 L5 1.8 1.4 1.3 3.9 .1
$1,000-$1,240_. 40 13 3.4 100.0 3.9 11.0 10.2 53 4.7 8.5 5.8 1.8 2.2 6.6 L9 2.1 1.3 .7 4.7 13
$1,250-$1,499 26 13 3.5 100.0 29.5 10.2 7.7 5.1 3.2| 10.0 8.0 1.9 3.0 8.0 2.6 1.2 1.5 1.6 5.9 .6
$1,600-$1,749 ... 20 7 4.3 100.0 31.8 10.2 7.0 7.0 2.7 13.9 7.6 2.7 3.1 5.4 1.2 1.6 1.4 .4 3.6 .4
$1, 750_31 '999.” . 22 6 3.0 100.0 31.1 12.7 7.2 4.7 L3| 17.0 1.3 4.2 2.5 7.3 2.3 11 L5 1.1 471
32, 2,249 ___ - 10 4 3.2 100.0 35.0 10.4 9.1 7.6 .2 7.9 4.3 2.3 2.3 7.0 3.3 1.7 1.3 3.2 4.4 (oo .
$2,250 and over-..... 24 10 3.5 100.0 20.2 9.9 8.4 7.9 29| 128} 16.9 L1 2.4 4.0 4.2 .8 L1 2.1 6.8 .5
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Salaried business and Average money expenditure in dollars
professional
16 5 2.9 263 95 55 30 14 2 19 4 7 7 B ™ 1 4 1 1 O
30 15 3.4 575 223 104 61 19 5 51 8 29 18 20 3 9 8 2 13 2
32 16 2.8 852 245 163 65 36 22 01 10 41 23 47 17 6 19 16 511 ™
22 11 3.0 || 1,081 304 109 79 53 11 127 142 16 38 63 19 23 13 2 50 2
28 12 3.6 1, 345 159 105 86 29 127 103 38 31 88 2 15 20 7 66 3
$1,500-$1,749_ ... 22 10 4.7 1 1,617 391 168 123 84 80 225 102 42 41 134 36 16 26 15 48 86
$1,750-$1,990___ 20 10 3.3 (1 1,44 339 219 137 84 47 181 122 47 38 40 41 12 20 51 61 2
$2,000-$2,249__ ... 18 7 371 1,854 482 228 125 121 35 171 316 24 53 62 59 22 20 21 113 3
$2,250 and over....... 62 26 4.2 2,452 557 197 150 162 97 368 243 51 82 17 109 27 10 84 147 21
Salaried business and Percentage of total money expenditures
professional
16 5 2.9 100.0 36.0 20.9 114 5.3 0.8 7.2 L5 2.7 2.7 4.9 0.1 0.4 1.3 0.4 4.2 {____
30 15 3.4 {1 100.0 38.8 18.1 10.6 3.3 .9 8.9 1.4 5.0 3.1 3.5 .5 16 14 .3 2.3 0.
32 16 2.8 11 100.0 28.8 19.1 7.6 4.2 2.6 | 10.7 1.2 4.8 2.7 5.5 2.0 .7 2.2 19 6.0
$1,000~51,249_ 22 11 3.0 100.0 29.0 10.4 7.5 5.0 10| 12.1| 13.5 1.5 3.6 6.0 1.8 2.2 12 .2 4.8 .2
$1,250-$1,499___ ... 28 12 3.6 (| 100.0 2.7 12.7 8.4 6.9 2.3 | 10.2 8.3 3.0 2.7 7.1 1.8 L2 1.6 .6 5.3 -2
$1,500-$1,749___.__. __ 22 10 4.7 1 100.0 24.3 10.4 7.6 5.2 49 13.9 6.3 2.6 2.5 8.3 2.2 Lo 1.6 .9 3.0 5.3
$1,750-$1,999._ - 20 10 3.3 100.0 23.6 15.2 9.5 5.8 3.3 12.6 8.5 3.3 2.8 2.8 2.8 .8 1.4 3.5 4.2 .1
$2,000-$2,240. __ 18 7 3.7 100.0 26.0 12.3 6.7 6.5 L9 9.2 17.0 1.3 2.9 3.3 3.2 1.2 1.1 11 6.1 .2
$2,250 and over__.... 62 26 4.2 11 100.0 22.7 8.0 6.2 6.6 3.9} 15.0 9.9 2.1 3.4 4.8 4.4 L1 1.6 3.4 6.0 .9
Family type: Average money expenditure in dollars
Type I
Under $250._......__ 88 9 2.0 252 84 54 33 10 19 (A 5 5 25 1 5 2 |oaeeas 21 ™
$250-$499. . 422 34 2.0 423 141 104 48 13 11 25 1 9 11 22 2 n 5 .. 14 6
$500-$749_ 678 62 2.0 609 201 100 56 20 20 56 8 24 20 46 8 16 9l ™ 25 1
$750-$999__ 516 54 2.0 777 239 115 61 27 30 83 21 37 24 43 9 22 RO AR, 46 9
$1,000-$1,249_ .__.____ 212 26 2.0 || 1,021 268 139 70 44 66 115 90 22 32 56 20 30 m| ™ 57 1
$1,250-$1,490_________ 118 25 2.0 | 1,216 257 149 01 76 68 146 94 49 42 85 28 27 13 89 2
$1,500-$2,249. 44 15 2.0 || 1,439 360 171 110 69 48 199 150 35 34 112 28 18 19 5 79 2
$2,250 and ov: 28 11 2.0 [} 2,030 477 238 149 207 87 280 176 33 52 86 61 51 ;- N8 96 3

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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ATLANTA, GA.

TaprLe 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, tn 1 year, 1936-36—Continued

Number of Househoid
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Occupational group. - nish- Auto- | OtRer | per. | Madi For- ttrllg;us
i3 - i - N = - - -
family type, and Report-| Perof || Total | Food Higus Fuel, poic Cill‘l’th mo- g)arlé:_ sonal | cal lﬁgﬁ)‘g bré‘gco Ri%ad :331_ and (i)ttglgr
income class o {eP persons g light, s g bile f care | care g A per-
Eligi- | ing ex- equip- tion cation
ble endi. | . Per and | Other | .+ sonal
I;ur family refrig- taxes
83 eration
T 2 3 6} %) (6) @ ®) 9) ) | an | a2 | a3) [ a9 | 15) | (16 | A7) | 18 19 | (20 | (21)
Percentage of total money expenditures
Type 1
Under $250. 88 9 2.0 100.0 33.2 23.9 11.9 3.8 7.2 2.6 | ... 2.1 2.1 8.9 0.4 2.6 0.9 ... 0.4 (®
$250-$499_ 422 34 2.0 100.0 33.4 24.6 11.3 3.1 2.8 5.9 0.2 2.1 2.6 5.2 .5 2.6 1.2 |- 3.3 1.4
$500-$749_ 678 62 2.0 100.0 33.0 16.4 9.2 3.3 3.3 9.0 1.3 3.9 3.3 7.5 1.3 2.6 1.5 0.1 4.1 .2
$750-$999._ 516 54 2.0 100.0 30.7 14.8 7.8 3.5 3.9 10.7 2.7 4.8 3.1 5.5 1.2 2.8 L4 ____.. 5.9 1.2
$1,000-$1,249 212 26 2.0 100.0 26.2 13.6 6.8 4.3 6.5 11.3 8.8 2.2 31 5.5 2.0 2.9 1.1 ™ 56 .1
$1,250-$1,499_________ 118 25 2.0 100. 0 21.1 12.3 7.5 6.2 561 12.0 7.8 4.0 3.4 7.0 2.3 2.2 ) 7 N R, 7.3 .2
$1,500-$2,249. ... 44 15 2.0 100.0 25.0 11.9 7.7 4.8 3.3 138 10.4 2.4 2.4 7.8 2.0 1.3 1.3 .3 5.5 .1
$2,250 and over_...._ 28 11 2.0 100. 0 23.5 11.7 7.3 10.2 43 13.8 8.7 1.6 2.6 4.2 3.0 2.5 L7 |coas 4.7 .2
Average money expenditure in dollars
Type 11
24 4 3.0 245 104 64 28 5 1 15 ... 1 6 9 1 4 3 ™ 4| __.__
122 21 3.0 410 166 103 42 11 3 28 ™) b 11 18 7 5 6 1 41 ™M
308 24 3.0 651 235 128 66 18 17 54 11 15 16 38 13 15 9 1 13 2
164 16 3.0 817 230 145 73 30 45 80 40 27 25 48 20 14 10 3 27| ®
56 14 3.0 933 207 111 79 33 46 126 33 40 27 48 16 18 13 4 41
$1,250-$1,499. . 22 11 3.0 1,193 347 125 92 48 61 154 71 31 38 82 30 14 21 13 58 8
$1,500-$2,249_ 24 9 3.0 1,673 456 257 134 131 42 142 171 31 40 87 57 18 17 16 68 6
$2,250 and over- 26 10 3.0 1,856 445 190 125 110 79 178 326 35 36 88 42 29 20 8 138 7
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Percentage of total money expenditures
Type 11
A4 4 3.0 100.0 42.5 26. 1 11. 4 2.0 0.4 6.1 |- 0.4 2.5 3.7 0.4 1.6 L2 0.1 L6 |-
122 21 3.0 100.0 40.5 25,2 10.3 2.7 .7 6.6 0.1 12 2.7 4.4 1.7 1.2 1.5 .2 XY
308 3.0 100.0 36.1 19.7 10.1 2.8 2.6 8.3 1.7 2.3 2.4 5.8 2.0 2.3 1.4 .2 2.0 0.3
164 16 3.0( 1000 282 177 89| 37( 55| 98| 49| 33| 31| 59| 24| L7| L2 4! 33| ™
56 14 3.0 100. 0 32.0 1.9 8.5 3.5 4.9 13.5 3.5 4,3 2.9 5.1 1.7 L9 1.4 .4 4,4 .1
$1,250-81,499___._____ 22 1 3.0 100.0 20.0 10.5 7.7 4.0 5.1 12.9 5.9 2.6 3.2 6.9 2.5 L2 L8 1.1 4.9 7
$1,500-$2,249__ 24 9 3.0 100.0 2.2 15.4 8.0 7.8 2.5 85 10,2 L9 2.4 5.1 3.4 L1 L0 1.0 4.1 .4
$2,250 and over.._... 26 10 3.0 100. 0 4.0 10.2 6.7 5.9 4,3 9.6 | 17.6 1.9 1.9 4,7 2.3 1.6 1.1 .4 7.4 .4
Average money expenditure in dollars
Type 111
Under $250__ ... 6 2 4.0 1) ¢)] ) M 1) (0] M (0] ) ) (4] ) (¢)] ™ O] W | ®
$250-$499. . . - 80 13 4.0 430 152 94 42 10 9 35 |oecean 10 14 21 16 8 6 2 7 4
$500-$749_ - 162 18 4.0 636 229 124 69 20 28 48 2 25 17 30 11 11 8 1 13 1
$750-$999.__ - 76 16 4.0 825 270 139 77 20 18 97 14 23 24 60 15 13 9 4 2%
$1,000-$1,249_________ 40 16 4.0 1,047 362 150 78 24 48 125 33 25 24 78 20 22 10 9 /™
$1,250-$1,499_________ 10 5 4.0 1,202 406 125 119 76 77 126 42 27 52 44 25 12 15 21 26 9
$1,500-$2,249.__ 14 [] 4.0 1,730 452 172 92 112 89 223 205 36 37 76 45 21 23 24 106 17
$2,250 and over-_.__. 4 20 (6] ()] (4] ¢ ) (O] M Q)] M (&) (4} @ ® @ ® ®» | ®
Percentage of total money expenditures
Type 111
6 2 4.0 (1) ) U] (¢)] o (6] (4] ($)] @ (6] (4] w ® @ m @ 3w
80 13 4.0 100. 0 35.3 21.9 9.8 2.3 2.1 8.1 ... 2.3 3.3 4.9 3.7 1.9 1.4 0.5 L6 0.9
162 18 4.0 || 100.0 36.1 19.5 10.8 3.1 4.4 7.5 0.4 3.9 2.7 4.7 L7 L7 L3 .2 2.0 [-ean--
76 16 4.0 100. 0 32.8 16.8 9.3 2.4 2.2 1.8 L8 2.8 2.9 7.3 1.8 L6 1.1 .5 511 (M
40 16 4.0 100.0 34.6 4.3 7.4 2.3 4.6 | 1.9 3.2 2.4 2.3 7.4 1.9 2.1 L0 .9 37| ™
$1,250-$1,409._ 10 5 4.0 100.0 33.9 10.4 9.9 6.3 6.4 10.5 3.5 2.2 4.3 3.7 2.1 Lo 1.2 L7 2.2 .7
$1,500-$2, 24 14 6 4.0 || 100.0 . 1 9. 5.3 6.5 52| 12,9 .9 2.1 2.1 4.4 2.6 1.2 1.3 1.4 6.1 1.0
$2,250 and ove 4 2| (49 ) (4 1) M ® ) @ ® (6] m (4] m (6] (¢4 ® | ®

*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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ATLANTA, GA.

TasLe 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 19356-36—Continued

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Con-
0 tional age rls‘igi.- Auto- | Other | p For- ttribu'
ccupational group. num- _ . _| Auto- er- | Medi- " | N ions
family type, and Report.| ber of || Total | Food l%gus Fuel, o Cilgth mo- t"“:s' sonal | cal Rgpre bTo Read mé?]l_ and Qtt;he;‘
income class Eligi- | 1 persons 2 | light, d € | bile |POr8| care | care | 2¢10m | Dbacco| mg | eI per- | ltem
gi- | ing ex- equip- tion cation
ble | pendi- |, Per and | Other ment g sonal
tures family refrig- taxes
eration
(63} 2) 3) [¢)) &) (6) )] ) 9 Qo) ; 1 | a2 | a3) [ a9 | a8 | a6) | An | @8 | A9 | (20) | 2D
Average money expenditure in dollars
Type IV
Under $250 40 5 3.6 286 110 99 27 8 2 L3 P 5 6 9 9 [ 2 R, *) 11 ®™
250-$499_ .. 194 28 3.4 416 149 104 44 11 15 25 |aaa_. 8 11 20 6 11 4 2 5 1
$500-$749_ ... 348 37 3.4 637 235 120 63 15 15 63 9 14 17 29 11 16 7 2 14 7
$990_____ 390 37 3.4 817 236 135 71 24 40 99 19 41 23 62 14 20 10 5 17 1
$1,000-$1,249. 210 23 3.5 984 285 155 85 27 35 123 19 50 32 53 29 30 13 8 39 1
$1,250-$1,499_________ 130 19 3.5 1,177 339 136 87 54 60 158 43 58 40 58 37 30 11 18 45 3
$1,500-$2,249... .. - 52 22 3.8 1,578 429 230 121 84 37 198 148 39 45 55 34 18 22 35 66 17
$2,250 and over.._._. 48 19 3.6 2,334 504 189 147 145 98 371 202 62 4 131 103 36 35 46 160 31
Percentage of total money expenditures
40 5 3.6 100.0 38.5 34.6 9.4 2.8 0.7 2.1 17 2.1 3.1 3.1 L4l ... 0.1 0.3 0.1
104 28 3.4 100. 0 35.9 25.1 10.6 2.6 3.6 6.0 1.9 2.6 4.8 1.4 2.6 1.0 .5, 1.2 .2
348 37 3.4 100.0 36.9 18.8 9.9 2.4 2.4 9.9 2.2 2.7 4.5 L7 2.5 L1 .3 2.2 L1
390 37 3.4 100.0 29.0 16.6 8.7 2.9 49} 12.1 5.0 2.8 7.6 L7 2.4 1.2 .6 2.1 .1
210 23 3.5 100.0 29.0 15.8 8.6 2.7 3.6 | 12.5 5.1 3.3 5.4 2.9 3.0 1.3 .8 4.0 .1
$1,250-$1,499________. 130 19 3.5 100.0 28.8 116 7.4 4.6 5.1 13.4 4.9 3.4 4.9 3.1 2.6 .9 LS 3.8 .3
$1,500-$2,249___..._.- 52 22 3.8 100.0 27.2 14.6 7.7 53 2.3 | 12.5 2.5 2.8 3.5 2.2 1.1 1.4 2.2 4.2 L1
$2,250 and over.._._. 48 19 3.6 100. 0 21.6 8.1 6.3 6.2 4.2 15.9 2.7 3.2 5.6 4.4 L6 L5 2.0 6.8 1.3
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Average money expenditure in dollars

Type V
Under $250_ ... 4 2 5.5 $)] ® ¢ ($)] 1) $] (6] @ (¢)] §}] 1) ) $)] M [$] Sl [§)]
$250-$499_ 62 11 5.4 397 158 92 48 10 6 3 N (N 4 10 15 10 7 2 1 31 ™
$500-$749_ 138 21 5.6 615 229 114 55 12 19 50 2 24 18 35 17 17 7 4 11 1
$750-$999__ 178 14 5.3 876 346 109 60 18 26 114 | .. 32 21 55 31 21 10 4 20 9
$1,000-$1,249________. 96 15 5.4 1,049 355 115 7 28 29 136 30 96 40 45 22 26 11 5 33 \o....
$1,250-$1,499. .. .___ 40 12 5.2 1,225 393 160 82 47 33 191 44 63 36 51 25 24 17 16 39 4
$1,500-$2,249___ - 34 15 5.5 1,633 504 169 117 68 22 254 27 85 47 119 49 18 19 38 57 62
$2,250 and over-..... 24 11 5.5 2,364 599 206 153 165 50 356 221 26 65 125 101 18 36 120 121 2

Percentage of total money expenditures

Type V
Under $250. ... 4 2 5.5 () Q)] Q] )] (6] [G)] ()] [¢) 4] (6] [§2) [6Q) (6] (4] (4] @ | M
$250-$499_ _ 62 11 5.4 100.0 39.8 23.2 12.1 2.5 1.5 78 |ocaeee 1.0 2.5 3.8 2.5 1.8 0.5 0.2 0.8
$500-$749 138 21 5.6 100.0 37.2 18.5 8.9 2.0 3.1 8.1 0.3 3.9 2.9 5.7 2.8 2.8 11 .7 1.8 0.2
$750-5999__ 178 14 5.3 100.0 30.5 12.4 6.8 2.1 3.0 13.0 |oemeae- 3.7 2.4 6.3 3.5 2.4 L1 .5 2.3 1.0
$1,000-$1,249______.__ 96 15 5.4 100. 0 33.8 11.0 7.4 2.7 2.8 13.0 2.8 9.2 3.8 4.3 2.1 2.5 1.0 .5 3.1 .
$1,250-$1,499_____.____ 40 12 5.2 100. 0 32.1 13.1 6.7 3.8 2.7] 15.6 3.6 5.1 2.9 4.2 2.0 2.0 1.4 1.3 3.2 .3
$1,500-$2,249__.. 34 15 5.5 100. 0 30.8 10.3 7.2 4.2 .31 15.5 1.7 4.0 2.9 7.3 3.0 1.1 1.2 2.3 3.5 3.7
$2,250 and over... 24 11 5.5 100.0 25.3 8.7 6.5 7.0 21| 15.1 9.3 1.1 2.7 5.3 4.3 .8 1.5 5.1 51 .1

Average money expenditure in dollars

Type VI
Under $250.__....... 14 1 5.0 (6] ) (6] ¢ ) 1) (O] $)] @ 1) (6] (6] $] $] [G)] [Go] ()
$250-$499____________ 54 19 5.2 387 171 88 44 10 3 20 3 8 10 9 3 7 4 2 50 (M
$500-$749.__ - 170 21 5.1 667 265 119 67 15 17 84 3 19 19 29 14 14 8 4 9 1
$750-$999 _ - 80 11 53 794 322 a7 71 19 15 91 25 24 46 17 10 10 3 40 1
$1,000-81,240. . .___. 24 12 5.2 1,081 359 121 89 31 37 119 136 19 33 46 29 20 10 6 24 2
$1,250-$1,499 _ . .__._. 22 11 5.1 1,231 395 85 98 49 42 134 183 16 30 38 45 12 14 5 84 1
$1,500-$2,249 _ .. 2 1] M 1) ) ) 1) ) 1) M) 4 ) 1) (6] 1) (1) 4} $ (4] [$)]
$2,250 and over.__.__ 6 3 5.3 1,708 604 152 142 74 110 219 (.. .. 53 48 109 46 25 22 8 95 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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ATLANTA, GA.

TasrLe 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Con-
0 tional age 151;1;- Aut Other P Medi For- tgiibu-
ccupational group, num- : uto- or- edi- ons
family type, and Report.| ber of || Total | Food Higus- Fuel, g:lgg Cil,;’th' mo- trarnts-_ sonal | cal Rntaicrg- b:‘o' Ri%ad- n&al_ and Qtther
income class i | 1oPOIY persons 2 | light, ¢ g | bile |POIY | care | care | 24O cco g | edU- | pop. [Items
Eligi- | ing ex- or and | Other | ©QUID- tion cation nal
ble | pendi- | . P ¢ ment sona
tures family refrig- taxes
eration
1) 2 (3) @ %) (6) @] [€)] ) 10 | (A1) | 12) | @3 | 4 | A5 | 16) | A7) | (18 | (19) | (20) [ (2D)
Percentage of total money expenditures
Type VI
Under $250_.._.___.. 14 1 5.0 (1) (1) 1) M 63} M (4] (4] o (62} (§2) M 1 @ 4] M | M
$2 99___ . 19 5.2 100.0 44.1 22.7 11. 4 2.6 0.8 5.2 0.8 2.1 2.6 2.3 0.8 1.8 1.0 0.5 13| (®»
$500-$749.___ - 170 21 5.1 100.0 39.9 18.0 10.1 2.2 2.5 9.6 .4 2.8 2.8 4.3 2.1 2.1 1.2 .6 1.3 0.1
$750-$999.__..._ - 80 11 5.3 100.0 40.6 12.2 8.9 2.4 L9 1L5 . 3.1 3.0 5.8 2.1 1.3 1.3 .4 5.0 .1
$1,000-$1,249. ____. .. 24 12 5.2 100.0 33.2 11.2 8.2 2.9 3.4 11.0| 12.6 L8 3.0 4.3 2.7 1.8 .9 .6 2.2 .2
$1,250-$1,409._ . . 22 11 5.1 100.0 32.1 6.9 8.0 4.0 3.4 10.9( 14.9 1.3 2.4 3.1 3.6 1.0 L1 .4 6.8 .1
$1,500-§2,249 . 2 11 (M Q) V) M ® §0) o [4)] $)] (6] ® (4] (4] §)] @ 1) ® | W
$2,250 and over. 6 3 5.3 100.0 35.3 8.9 8.3 4.3 6.4 128 | ._____ 3.1 2.8 6.4 2.7 L5 1.3 .5 5.6 .1
Average money expenditure in dollars
Type VII
Under $250 6 1 7.0 )] $)] 1) 4 M 1) (1) $2] ()] (6} 1) 4] S} (¢] $)] MW | M
$250-$499 46 8 7.4 486 232 91 46 9 4 36 | ... 13 15 13 4 12 4 2 3 P
$500-$749__ . 122 11 7.3 641 282 120 60 22 4 42 . 12 16 22 14 16 8 5 7 11
750-$999 104 13 7.4 853 307 114 80 30 21 119 31 24 25 33 15 10 7 20 18 1
$1,000-$1, 60 14 7.3 1,114 356 163 85 26 49 166 12 29 37 74 40 23 10 16 22 6
$1,250-$1,499_ _ ___ 34 16 7.6 1,265 419 159 98 36 36 186 9 66 32 101 26 19 i1 12 39 16
1, $2,249_ _ 12 5 7.3 1,670 516 218 135 75 23 237 207 32 47 37 43 9 13 40 34 4
$2,250 and over-..... 16 8 7.3 2, 572 752 244 142 114 69 450 127 93 78 101 67 27 23 175 88 2
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Percentage of total money expenditures
Type VII

Under $250 ... 6 1 7.0 1 M (6] (6] 6] 1) (4] (1 6] (6] (6] (6] (§)] [62) (6] @ | ®

$250-$499____ .. __ 46 8 7.4 100.0 47.7 18.7 9.5 19 0.8 X 3 2.7 3.1 2.7 0.8 2.5 0.8 0.4 L0 |eeeoes
$500-$749_______._.__ 122 11 7.3 100.0 4.0 18.7 9.4 3.4 .6 6.6 |occoaen 19 2.5 3.4 2.2 2.5 1.2 .8 11 17
$750-$999____________ 104 13 7.4 100. 0 36.0 13.4 9.4 3.5 2.5 13.9 3.6 2.8 2.9 3.9 1.8 1.2 .8 2.3 19 .1
$1,000-$1,249. _______ 60 14 7.3 100.0 32.1 14.6 7.6 2.3 441 15.0 1.0 2.6 3.3 6.6 3.6 2.1 .9 1.4 2.0 .5
$1,250-$1,499_ . ______ 34 16 7.6 100.0 33.2 12.6 7.7 2.8 2.8 14.7 .7 5.2 2.5 8.0 2.1 1.5 .9 .9 3.1 L3
$1,500-$2,249. . ______ 12 5 7.3 100.0 30.9 3.1 8.1 4.5 1.4 14.2| 12,4 19 2.8 2.2 2.6 .5 .8 2.4 2.0 .2
$2,250 and over._.._. 16 8 7.3 100.0 29.2 9.5 5.5 4.4 2.71 11.5 5.0 3.6 3.0 3.9 2.6 1.1 .9 6.8 3.4 .9

*A verage amounts of iess than $1 and percentages of iess than 0.1 are not shown.,
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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164 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

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

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

s Percentage of
Number of Average expenditure ) Average
families for food purchased exg)ern‘t(i)lggre VP;JH%Of ﬁgg@e
. Average 00 expendi-
Og‘:lu‘mf;‘gﬁi‘l value ho;:;_e~ ture per
t o aI;id in ¥ne of all d{)lced meal
ype, i come Report- || family Away Away| orve. |Derfood
e Eliginle | g ex- || food' | ap | At |om | At |00 | ceiveq | expend-
g pendi- home |y e 1| home | ce V-f ture
tures ome | as gift unit 2
or pay
[6Y] 2 3) )] (3) 6) G ® (9) (10) (11)
All families
182 24 $132 | $101 $101 |____... 100.0 {_._.... $31 $0.033
980 134 154 151 $3 98.1 1.9 43 .053
1,926 194 260 228 220 8] 96.5 3.5 32 071
1, 508 161 311 260 249 11} 95.8 4.2 51 .078
698 120 369 303 287 16| 94.7 5.8 66 . 087
376 99 378 331 298 331 90.0§ 10.0 47 .092
62 26 436 409 378 31| 92.4 7.6 27 .099
64 25 435 414 379 35| 91.6 8.4 21 .132
b6 22 514 504 466 38| 92.5 7.5 10 . 129
60 24 514 504 474 30| %40 6.0 10 .124
36 17 505 496 449 47 | 90.5 9.5 9 . 132
26 9 568 563 531 32| 94.3 5.7 5 .159
- 10 5 570 490 471 19| 96.1 3.9 80 .165
$4,000 and over..__ 20 9 761 704 575 129 | 81.7 | 18.3 57 . 155
Occupational group:
Wage earner
Under $250__..___ 182 24 132 101 101 -| 100.0 - 31 .033
$250-$499__ 872 103 200 154 152 2| 98.7 1.3 46 .054
$500-$749_ . 1, 742 123 261 228 220 8| 96.5 3.5 33 . 070
$750-$999_ _ 1,342 99 313 250 10| 96.2 3.8 53 077
$1,000-$1, 249 590 73 3756 301 2856 16 | 94.7 5.3 74 .084
$1,250-$1,4909. . ____ 298 62 380 320 203 36| 89.1 10.9 51 .088
Clerical
10 5 201 196 187 9! 05.4 4.6 5 .074
54 27 250 235 231 41 98.3 1.7 15 L077
44 22 270 265 254 11 95.8 4.2 5 . 087
46 23 365 331 309 22| 93.4 6.6 34 .093
24 12 339 319 297 22| 93.1 6.9 20 .107
$1,500—$1,749 ....... 20 9 418 410 387 23| 94.4 5.6 8 117
$1,750-$1,999_ - 22 9 462 460 435 251 94.6 5.4 2 .123
$2,000-$2,249___ 28 11 516 504 472 321 93.7 6.3 12 .116
$2,250 and over..__ 66 28 568 546 495 511 90.7 9.3 12 . 143
Independent busi-
ness and projes-
stonal
$250-$499 82 21 164 152 150 2] 08.7 1.3 12 .053
$500-$749__ 100 29 238 221 216 6| 97.3 2.7 17 .074
$750-$999_ _ 90 24 323 277 249 28| 80.9| 10.1 46 . 080
$1,000-$1,249_ 40 13 318 302 301 1 99.7 .3 16 . 106
$1,250-$1, 499. 26 13 380 363 333 30| 9L.7 8.3 17 L1138
$1,500-$1,749_______ 20 7 451 428 396 32 92.5 7.5 23 . 096
$1,750-$1,999_ - 22 6 459 439 373 66 | 85.0| 15.0 20 .163
$2,000-$2,249__ . ___ 10 4 547 541 503 381 93.0 7.0 6 . 156
$2,250 and over_.__ 24 10 496 463 429 34 92.7 7.3 33 . 140

See p. 188 for notes on this table.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 165

ATLANTA, GA.

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

: Percentage of
Number of Average expenditure g Average
families for food purchased ex%);nf(‘i)ﬁ;élre Vi}lltl)%Of g:;:%e
. Average 0 expendi-
?rg%!;pa}ggl;g v?hﬁ/ hgg_e' ture pler
y
type, and income Re 0t & duced | Do
port- || family per food
class Etgible | e ex- || food |y | Av | GORV) At | GURY) 05 | expendi-
pendi- home home : ture
tures home home | as gift unit
or pay
@) 2 (&) €Y (5) (6) )] ® ()] (10) Q1)
Salaried business
and professional
$250-$499_________. 16 5 $161 $95 $94 $11 08.9 1.1 $66 $0.034
$500-$749_ _________ 30 15 253 223 214 9| 96.0 4.0 30 .076
$750-8999__________ 32 16 208 245 229 161 93.5 6.6 53 . 089
$1,000-$1,249_______ 22 11 328 304 276 28 90.8 9.2 4 L1111
$1,250-$1,499.______ 28 12 396 345 325 20 | 94.2 5.8 51 .105
$1,500-$1,749_______ 22 10 438 391 354 37| 90.5 9.5 47 . 085
$1,750-$1,999_______ 20 10 382 339 325 14| 95.9 4.1 43 .106
$2,000-$2,249. ... 18 7 491 482 436 46 ) 90.5 9.5 9 .135
$2,250 and over..__ 62 26 580 557 512 45| 9.9 8.1 23 .133
Family type:
Type 1
88 9 113 84 84t . ____. 100.0 |.______ 29 .039
422 34 179 141 139 2| 98.6 1.4 38 .065
678 62 237 201 194 7| 96.5 3.5 36 .091
516 54 274 239 226 13 94.6 5.4 35 2107
212 26 370 268 255 13| 95.1 4.9 102 .119
$1,250~$1,499 118 25 319 257 228 29 | 88.7| 11.3 62 L1156
$1,500-$2,249___ 44 15 371 360 324 36| 90.0 | 10.0 11 .164
$2,250 and over._._ 28 11 513 477 452 25| 94.8 5.2 36 .200
Type II
Under $250________ 24 4 117 104 104 (..___. 100.0 | _.____ 13 .032
122 21 199 166 164 2| 98.8 1.2 33 .071
308 24 247 236 225 10 | 95.7 4.3 12 .076
164 16 296 230 218 12| 94.8 5.2 66 .073
56 14 337 297 289 8| 9.3 2.7 40 . 096
22 11 393 347 309 38 | 89.0 1.0 46 107
24 472 456 427 20| 93.6 6.4 16 .143
26 10 459 445 410 35| 92.1 7.9 14 .143
6 2 ) [69] 1) (62} 1) (62} (6)] 6]
13 200 152 148 4| 97.4 2.6 .039
162 18 258 229 219 10 95.6 4.4 29 .058
76 18 291 270 263 97.4 2.6 21 . 065
40 16 371 362 335 27| 92.5 7.5 9 . 087
$1,250-$1,499_______ 10 5 413 406 324 82| 79.8| 20.2 7 .104
$1,500-$2,249_______ 14 6 466 452 445 7] 985 1.5 14 .113
$2,260 and over.._. 4 2 (63} (G} ) ) ) (6] () &)
Type IV
Under $250______. 40 5 135 110 110 |ooael 100.0 j_.o____ 25 .027
04 194 28 201 149 145 41 97.3 2.7 52 . 042
348 37 268 235 228 71 97.0 3.0 33 . 064
390 37 308 236 225 11 95.3 4.7 72 . 064
210 23 345 285 269 16 | 94.4 5.6 60 .075
$1,250-$1,499_______ 130 19 376 339 293 461 86.4 | 13.6 37 . 088
$1,600-$2,249____ ___ 52 22 446 429 394 35| 9.8 8.2 17 . 107
$2,250 and over_... 48 19 524 504 464 40 1 92.1 7.9 20 .136

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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ATLANTA, GA.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

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

Percentage of
*Number of Average expenditure Average
families for food purchased exg;n;(i)ic::‘ljlre V?})\é% of ‘g:;:ge
Occupatons A o | pEpend
¢ group, éa;mly of all dll)ll:e-d meal
¢, and income %
T s Lot | tamls ac |Amay| 4o fawey| G |periood
Eligible | & & 00 Al | from from | ceived |®*Pendl
pendi- ome | poine home home | as gift ture
tures or pay unit
@ (o] @) [€)] (%) ® () ) 9) 10) an
Type V
4 2 1) (f) ) () () (4] M) (H)
62 11 $226 | $158 | $154 $41 97.5 2.5 $68 $0. 029
138 21 275 229 227 2] 9.1 0.9 46 . 039
178 14 380 346 337 9| 97.4 2.6 34 . 061
96 15 404 355 329 26| 92.7 7.3 49 .062
$1,250-$1,499_ . ___ 40 12 435 393 368 25| 93.6 6.4 42 .071
$1,500-$2,249___.__- 34 15 534 504 450 541 80.3! 10.7 30 .086
$2,250 and over.._. 24 11 624 599 552 47 { 92.2 7.8 25 .101
Type VI
14 1 6] (42} ® ()] (1) )} (4} (G
54 19 202 171 170 1 99. 4 .6 31 .034
170 21 290 265 256 9| 96.6 3.4 25 . 054
80 11 356 322 305 17 | 94.7 5.3 34 . 062
24 12 398 359 BZ3% 18 95.0 5.0 39 .073
$1,250-$1,499. _____. 22 11 416 395 389 6] 98.5 15 21 .
$1,500-$2,249__ __ 2 1 ®) [§3) (4] [0} [§¢ [§) (G} 16)]
$2,250 and over. .- 6 3 608 604 600 4] 99.3 0.7 .110
Type VII
Under $250 6 1 [¢)] ) [§2) o ) (O} (4]

99 46 8 284 232 232 | ______ 100.0 |- 52 . 032
$500-$749. 122 1 327 282 273 91| 96.8 45 . 039
$750-$999.. _ 104 13 398 307 300 710 9.7 91 . 041
$1,000-$1,249 60 14 417 356 345 11 96.9 61 . 047
$1,250-$1,498_______ 34 16 488 419 403 16 | 96.2 69 . 053
$1,500-$2,249_ . ____ 12 5 572 516 502 14 97.3 56 .073
$2,250 and over____ 18 8 756 752 610 142 | 81.1 4 . 097

+ Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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ATLANTA, GA.

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

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

N;;Eﬂggs()f A;’gil" Aa‘gg - Average value of housing secured ! Per-
|| value | ex- |, o0 c?gtayge
Oceupational hOf all | pense 00" w 0 inogus-
1 i for ith money ex- Without money
group, family _ |[Pousing value 0 . value
type, and in- pf){:i- }ﬁg}s ]‘;‘glﬁlt' of all penditure expenditure secured
come class EH- |ing ox-|| light, | and |POUS- without
gible | pendi-\| and re- | refrig-| ™€ | Ay | Fam-|Other Rent |oypond.
tures || friger- | era- hous-| ily [hous-|Total 1? woed|, hay | linre b
ation | tion ing |home?| ing 3 ome | oy gift
) 2 3) O] 5) ® | Ol | ® e a) | 12 (13)
All families
Under $250.___. 182 24 $138 $32 | $92| $78 | 478 | ___ $14 $12 $2 16.1
$250-$499__ - 980 134 163 46 | 113 | 101 101 | (* 12 10 2 10.6
$500-$749._ .| 1,926 194 187 61 125 114 114 1 (%) 11 10 1 8.8
$750-$999__ .| 1,508 161 221 67 152 123 123 [ (%) 29 27 2 19.1
$1,000-$1,249___. 698 120 274 791 192 140 | 140 | (%) 52 47 5 27.1
$1,250-$1,409____ 376 99 3056 91| 212 | 141 140 $1 71 33.5
1 1,749 ___ 62 26 350 108 | 240 | 151 | 150 1 89 37.1
$1,750~-$1,999____ 64 25 401 121 278 | 253 | 252 1 25 9.0
$2,000-$2,249____ 56 22 445 125 | 319 | 201 [ 200 1] 118 37.0
$2,250-$2,499____ 60 24 464 134 | 330 | 203 [ 200 3| 127 38.5
$2,500-$2,909____ 36 17 464 125 | 337 171} 167 4| 166 49.3
$3,000-$3,499____ 26 9 484 169 | 313 | 204 | 195 9 109 34.8
$3,500-$3,999____ 10 5 470 134 | 332 271 ( 271 [._____ 61 18. 4
$4,000 and over. 20 9 667 178 | 486 | 229 | 219 10 | 257 52.9
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
24 138 32 92 78 14 12 2 16.1
103 163 46 | 113 | 101 12 10 2 10.6
123 188 62 125 | 116 9 8 1 7.2
99 216 67 | 147 | 121 26 25 1 17.7
$1,000-31,240____ 590 73 270 77 190 143 47 42 5 24.7
$1,250-$1,499.___ 298 62 292 838 | 202 141 139 2 61 61 ™ 30.2
Clerical
$250-$499_______ 10 5 136 44 92 137 137 |ecnaos —45 —49 4 —48.9
$500-$749_______ 54 27 181 56 121 108 108 |_____. i3 3 10.7
$750-$999______. 44 22 272 76 | 194 | 139 ( 139 |._____ 55 28. 4
$1,000-$1,249____ 46 23 310 87 223 158 158 |oo._. 65 29.1
$1,250-$1,499____ 24 12 335 96 237 131 131 | __ 106 4.7
1,500-$1,749____ 20 9 319 106 209 1468 145 1 63 30.1
1,750-$1,999____ 22 9 420 125 | 202 | 357 | 356 1| —65 —22.3
2,000-$2,249____ 28 11 377 118 1 259 | 198 | 198 |______ 61 23.6
2,250 and over. 66 28 446 136 | 308 { 201 | 199 2| 107 34.7
Independent
business and
professional
$250-$499_.____. 82 21 167 471 117 105 105 [______ 12 10.3
5003749 ___ . 100 29 189 60 | 128 95 95 |._____ 33 25.8
750-$999_._____ 90 24 247 70 | 169 | 1231 123 | (M 46 27.2
1,000-$1,249____ 40 13 293 97 1 192 104 104 |._____ 88 45.8
1,250-31,499____ 26 13 356 95 258 125 122 3 133 51.6
$1,500-$1,749____ 20 7 362 94| 2671 1371 W7 130 48.7
$1,750-$1,999____ 22 6 345 102 | 241 180 | 180 |______ 61 25.3
$2,000-$2,249____ 10 4 555 1411 409 162 | 162 [ _____ 247 60. 4
$2,250 and over. 24 10 580 1461 4301 2271 217 101 203 47,2

See p. 188 for notes on this table.
s Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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168 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

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

N&Eﬁ?@;" Aa‘;%l‘- A;;:‘- Average value of housing secured Per-
value | ex- centage
Occupational hOI all p?nse Aavggr- With With OfiI;JoguS-
+ i i - ithout money
group, family ousing) for |y ,fye 1th money ex 1 ] value
type, and in- fﬁ'_ g&s ligglt' of all penditure expenditure secured
corne class Eli- igg ex-|| light, | and’ hous- without
R . . ; i
gible | pendi-|| and re- | refrig-| ™8 | Ay | Fam-|Other Owned| Bent expend.-
tures f;;%g;' ;‘i":]; hous-| ily | hous-| Total| 3"/ e as pay [ iture
ing |home| ing or gift
1) 2 3) (O} () ® | 16| © Q)| ay | a2 13)
Salaried busi-
ness and profes-
sional
$250-$499 16 5 $181 $30 | $137 | $55 | $85 [__.___ $82 $73 $9 59. 9
$500-$749 30 15 232 61 169 | 104 102 $2 65 9 38.5
$750-$999_ _ - 32 16 285 65| 2131 163 163 | (*) 50 16 34 23.5
$1,000-$1,249__._ 22 1 288 791 206 109 106 3 97 69 28 47.1
$1,250~$1,499____ 28 12 354 105 | 246 | 159 159 1 (%) 87 65 22 35.1
$1,500~$1,749____ 22 10 370 123 246 168 165 3 78 34 44 31.7
$1,750~$1,999____ 20 10 441 137 | 304 | 219 | 217 2 85 41 4 28.0
$2,000-$2,249____ 18 7 488 125 | 362 | 228 | 225 3| 134 101 33 37.0
$2,250 and over. 62 26 513 150 | 362 197 | 192 51 165 142 23 45.6
Family type:
Type I
88 9 126 33 78 54 54 1 ___.. 24 30.8
422 34 169 48 | 119} 104 103 1 15 12.6
678 62 176 56 | 118 100 100 ... 18 15.3
516 54 220 61 157 115 15 { (M 42 26.7
212 26 264 70 | 191 139 139 | (% 52 27.2
$1,2650-$1,499____ 118 25 305 91 213 149 144 5 64 64 [ ______ 30.0
$1,500-$2,249__._ 44 15 339 110 228 171 170 1 57 49 8 25.0
$2,250 and over. 28 11 491 149 | 341 238 [ 238 |..____ 103 108 (... 30.2
Type 1T
24 4 106 28 71 64 | 64 |- k() (R 7 9.9
122 21 154 42| 107 | 103 | 103 |...... 4 3 1 3.7
308 24 196 66 | 130 | 128 1281 (% 2 1 1.6
164 16 226 73 153 145 145 ( () 8 -3 IR 5.2
56 14 278 79 197 111 111 .. 86 86 |--—___ 43.7
$1,250-$1,499____ 22 11 299 92| 203 | 125 125 (_____ 78 38.4
$1,500-$2,249____ 24 9 469 134 | 332 | 257 | 257 |.._... 75 2.6
$2,250 and over. 26 10 457 125 330 | 190 | 183 71 140 42.4
Type 111
Under $250.___. 6 2 ) DO | H | DIH]@H] O (¢)) 6]
$250-$499_ _ 80 13 146 42 | 101 94 94 7 7 6.9
$500-$749 - 162 18 200 69 | 120 | 124 3.9
$750-8799.______ 76 16 219 ik 140 139 .7
$1,000-$1,249____ 40 16 252 8| 1721 150 12.8
$1,250-$1,499___ 10 5 386 119 | 262 125 124 1 137 187 | 52.3
$1,500-$2,249____ 14 6 362 92| 270 172 | 168 4 98 56 43 36.3
$2,250 and over. 4 2 )] ®» | H | O OO’ ® (4]
Type IV
40 5 148 27 | 107 99 - 2 8 7.5
194 28 163 41 116 | 104 12 12 |- 10.3
348 37 197 63 | 133 120 13 13 joee- 9.8
390 37 242 71 167 135 32 31 1 19.2
210 23 308 85 [ 220 | 155 65 64 1 29.5
$1,250-$1,499__._ 130 19 301 87 214 136 136 oo 8 8 | 36.4
$1,500-$2,249_ .. 52 22 435 121 | 312 | 230 | 229 1 82 7% 3 26.3
$2,250 and over. 48 19 478 147 V329 189 | 186 3 140 140 1. .. 42.6

*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 169

ATLANTA, GA,

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

Number of Aver- | Aver-

families oo P Average value of housing secured Per-
value ex- centage
Occupational of all | pense };vgeér- Ofil;()gus-
3 housing| for i ‘With money ex- ‘Without money
group, family Re- || plus | fuel, |V2'1¢ penditure expenditure value
type, and in- ort- fael light of all secured
come class | Bli- |ing'or.|l light, | and’ |BOUS- without
i : 4 < 1n;
gible | pendi-|| and re- [ refrig-| '€ | A | Fam.|Other Owned| Bent [oxpend-
tures f;i%gﬁ' era hous-| ily | hous-| Total| T aspay | iture
ing |home| ing or gift
Q) 2 [6)) ) (5) ® | | ® 9 | A0y | (11) (12) (13)
Type V
Under $250.____ 4 2 ) 1471 @ | D )
$250-$499__ - 62 11 167 $48 | $106 $92 13.2
$500—$74 - 138 21 178 55 122 114 6.6
$750-$9099_______ 178 14 187 60 125 109 12.8
$l,000—$1 249 . _ 96 15 233 78 | 154 | 115 25.3
$1,250-$1,499.___ 40 12 291 82 | 204 | 160 21.6
$1,500-32,249____ 34 15 368 116 | 250 | 169 32.4
$2,250 ang over. 24 11 500 153 434 206 52.5
Type V1
14 1 ®) [ EGRN) [G)
54 19 150 44 100 88 12.0
170 21 187 67 | 119 | 119 *)
80 11 210 71 134 97 27.6
$1,000-$1,249____ 24 12 288 89| 193 121 37.3
$1,250-$1,499.___ 22 1 299 98 199 85 57.3
$1,500-$2,249. . 2 1 ) [HNEOREEY) 1)
$2,250 and over. [ 3 502 142 | 360 152 57.8
Type VII
6 1 ) 4] [OEEOREGEEOR N (1) Q) [¢))
46 8 166 46 | 113 91 12 O S 22 20 2 19.5
122 11 203 60 | 141 120 120 {___.__ 21 21 | 14.9
$750—$! 104 13 222 80 139 114 141 ™ 25 21 4 18.0
$1,000-$1,249____ 60 14 259 85 171 163 163 |.____. 8 - 2 O, 4.7
$1,250-$1,499____ 34 16 309 98 | 207 159 159 |- 48 48 1 ______ 23.2
$1,500-$2,249____ 12 5 435 135 ) 300 | 218 | 218 |.___.. 82 32 50 27.3
$2,250 and over. 16 8 468 142 | 325 | 244 | 230 14 81 81 ... 24.9

* 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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170 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN OCITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

TasLE 4-A.—Money expenditure for family home by owners and renters,
and faecilities included in rent for family home: By occupation, family
type, and tncome, tn 1 year, 1986—36

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

-
Number of || Percentage ef“;%'s?ﬁn Percentage of renters having specified :3
families of families 1 tampi’ly home facilities included in rent * § .
2
M 3 258
SR 2 & o |BES®
Occupational g g B =5 &£ |24
group, family R B g 83| 212 5
type,andincome | & | BT e i 3 4 g ® 981 & R
class S |88 5 <] g 2 - ?59 2| B |88| ¥ (883
2 g2 kB | 815 | 8|8 8| ®| 2 |87 § 583
A & S|k | B || H SR B |2 | &S
) @2 @ @ | ® || @] ® |®|q)|a)| q2) |ad) (14)| 15)
All families
Under $250_.._... 24
$250-$499___ 134
$500-$749_ 194
$750-$909___ 161
$1,000-81,249_____ 1,698 | 120
$1,250-$1,499_____ 376 99
$1,500-31,740_____| 62 26
$1,750-$1,999__.__ 64 25
$2,000-$2,249__.__| 56 22
$2,250-$2,499___-- 60 24
$2,500-$2,099___ .- 36 17
$3,000-$3,490____. 26 9
,500-$3,999__ . __ 10 5
$4,000 and over_ .| 20 9
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
Under $249. 182 24
$250-$499 872 | 103
$500-$749. 1,742 123
$750-$999._. 1,342 99
$1,000-$1,249_____.! 590 73
$1,250-$1,409_____ 298 62
Clerical
10 5.
54 27
44 22
$1,000-$1,240_____| 46| 23
$1,250-$1,499. _._. 24 12
$1,500-$1,749..__.| 20 9
$1,750-$1,999. __..{ 22 9
$2,000-$2,249_____ 28 11
$2,250 and over..{ 66 28
Independent
business and
professional
$250-$499. . ____ .. 82 21
$500-$749__ -f 100 29
$750-$999__ 1 9% 24
$1,000-$1,249____.| 40 13
$1,250-$1,499_ ____| 26| 13
$1,500-$1,749___ .. 20 7
$1,750-$1,999__._.| 22 6
$2,000-$2,249_____ 10 4 100
$2,250 and over. _ 24 10 100

See p. 189 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and perceatages of less than 0.1 for expenditures, or less than 1 for pro-
portions of families reporting, are not shown.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 171

ATLANTA, GA.

TaBLE 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

Average . R B4
Number of || Percentage Percentage of renters having specified =
tamilies of families | eXpense for facilities included in rent g
family home g
. , Ega
Ba @ 2 BEL
Occupational ©8 g &% 38 g :& P
group, family ¥z B | SEIL B |2 2
type,andincome | & | EQ ® 4 o a gl e E AREEDE]
class 2 |1 88 = =} 2 2 e |2 ® 15 g |98 2 |g83
282 E | 8| B8 EIE|5 8|3 8% %355
B |8 [ol|lm|EB |l |Hla|los 3lB |8 |& &
(e8] [¢2) @) 4) &) | ® @ | ® |9 [0 |aD | (12) {(13) {(14) | (15)
Salaried busi-
ness and pro-
fessional
$250-$499.__ 16 5
30 15
32 16
22 11
28 12
$1,500-81,749_____ 22| 10
$1,750-$1,009 ____| 20| 10
$2,000-$2,249_____ 18 7
$2,250 and over._.| 62 26
Family type:
Type 1
Under $250_._.__ 88 9
$250-$499__ olo422 34
-| 678 62
$750-$999___ -| 516 54
$1,000-$1,249___ __ 212 26
$1,250-$1,409____. 118 25
$1,500-$2,249____. 44 15
$2,250 and over. _ 28 11
Type I1
Under $250. ... 24 4
$250-$499___ . 122 21
$500-3749. -| 308 24
$750-$999 164 16
$1,000-$1, 56 14
$1,250-$1,499_____ 22 11
$1,500-$2,249_____ 24 9
$2,250 and ovi | 26 10
Type 11T
Under $250_. 6 2
$250-$499._ . - 80 13
$500-$749. .| 162 18
$750~$999__ | 76 16
$1,000-$1,249_ _ .. 40 16
$1,250-$1,499_____ 10 5
$1,500-$2,249. . __ 14 6
$2,250 and over_._ 4 2
Type IV
Under $250._.___ 40 5
$250-5499__ -1 194 28
$500-5749__ o| 358 37
$750-3999__ o| 390 37
$1,000-$1,248__ ___ 210
$1,250-$1,499_____ 130 19
$1,500-$2,249__ ___ 52 22
$2,250and over._.' 48 19

*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.
tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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]_72 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

TasLE 4-A.—Money expenditure for family home by owners and renters,
and facilities ineluded in rent for family home: By occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1936—36—Continued

Average : . SE
Number of || Percentage Percentage of renters having specified -
families of families é}‘gﬁﬁsﬁ;& facilities included in rent § .
. . 2 £ 8
& ? £ 588
Occupational N g § & 3 8 ,E SEa
group, family XE B g 28 3 |¥ o
type,andincome| 2 |ST || ¥ | ¥ ° 4 gl e . 38| 8 |Sae
class g12e|d!5 |8 |85 |E|2|5|% |86 & |283
= B 5] ] = 3 o s 2 T 55T
g | S| & m|R|m|&|S |3k |8 [&1E°
(¢V] 2.1 ® @ | ® ® [ D ® | 9 |Q0|an| 12) (1) | (14| 18
Type V
Under $250.___.__ 4 2D | @D IO OO DIOTD|ID|D] D
$250-$499___ 62 11 9 81| $19 | $112 ||| fo- 100 |oocoofoeoo|oos
$500-$749__ 138 21 ] 94 35 119 | |- 8- 80 | - _ 12
$750-$999________.| 178 14 15 85 1| 117 | fooofoojeool k(3 P S 26
$1,000-$1,249_____ 96 15 29 71 54 | 189 |ccacoc]amoac]ocoafaae 86 |-ceco|ecann 14
$1,250-$1,499. .. __ 40 12 30 70 96 | 184 . I P 64 1 |-o--- 36
$1,600-$2,249_ .| 34 15 35 47 91| 212 |._o__f|e-e-- b I T— 14 . 57
$2,250and over__.| 24 11 79 12 191 | 360 (oo f-ean- 100 ... 100 fooooofacoac]aaae
Type VI
u|l 1|l w|®| o
19 86 14
170 b U | . 99 {______
11 32 78
24 12 42 58 82
22 11 54 76
$1,500-$2,249. ____ 2 1 & o @ | G HHH]IOH|IO|m] ¢
$2,250 and over - _ 6 3 100 (. __ b X% 20 PSRN (RS PR PR VR (RS N ISP A
Type VII

60 1 9 83 8
$1,250-$1,499. 34 16 53 47 1 134
$1,500-$2,249. 12 5 17 67 | 108

$2,250 and ov

fAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.

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



TABULAR

ATLANTA, GA.

SUMMARY

173

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

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

Number of Average money expenditure for house- | Percentage of total
families hold operation household _opera-
tion expenditure
Occupational group, Paid household
family type, and in- Fuel help Fuel
come class Report- light, light, Paid
Eligi- | ing ex- Total an%i Tor Other an%l o house-|Other
ble y;endi- friger- | , ‘Percex}t- itoms 3 frigor- Eo%d items
ures § verage| age o £ elp
ation !t 4 mount | families ation !
having
¢} 2) 3) [C)) ®) ©) Y] ® (9) 10 | an
All families
Under $260_._____._____ 182 24 $40 $32 | e $8 | 80.0 |- 20.0
$250-$499____ 980 13¢ 57 46 * 1 11| 80.7 ™ 19.3
$500-$740__ __ 1,926 194 79 61 *) 4 181 71.2 ™ 22.8
750-$999_ . ___ 1, 508 161 92 67 *) 2 25| 72.8 *) 27.2
$1,000-$1,249_ .. _________ 698 120 112 79 $1 3 32| 70.5 0.9 | 28.6
$1,250-$1,499____________ 376 99 149 91 1 3 571 6L1 7] 382
$1,500-$1,749___ - 62 26 187 108 12 13 67 | 57.8 6.4 358
$1,750-$1,999___ - 64 25 198 121 6 9 71 | 6L1 3.0 | 359
$2,000-$2,249___ - 56 22 225 125 17 27 83 55.6 7.5 36.9
$2,250-$2,499__________._ 60 24 228 134 9 17 85 | 58.8 4.1 37.1
$2,500-$2,999______..__.._. 36 17 244 125 18 24 101 51.2 7.4 | 414
$3,000-$3,499___ - 26 9 383 169 79 46 1351 44.1 20.6 | 35.3
$3,500-$3,999___ - 10 5 318 134 68 40 116 | 42.1| 214} 36.5
$4,000 and over_________ 20 9 433 178 99 60 156 | 411 229 36.0
Occupational group:
Wage earner
24 40 ;2 IR [, 81 80.0 |- 20.0
103 57 46 ™) 1 11| 80.7| (M 19.3
123 79 62 ™* 4 17| 8.5 (® 21.5
99 91 67 *) 1 24 73.6 (‘; 26. 4
73 107 7 * 3 30| 720 (* 28.0
62 143 88 1 3 54 | 615 .7 818
5 59 44 1. 15| 74.6 25.4
27 79 56 3 11 20| 70.9 25.3
22 101 76 1 9 24 75.2 23.8
$1,000-$1,249_ 23 124 87 2 4 35| 70.2 28,2
$1,250-$1,499____________ 12 155 £ 15 0 PR, I, 59 | 619 38.1
$1,500-$1,749____________ 20 9 162 106 | |ooo 56 65. 4 34.6
$1,750-$1,999_ - 22 9 206 125 13 18 68 | 60.7 33.0
$2,000-$2,249___ - 28 11 199 118 8 18 73 59.3 36.7
$2,250 and over. 66 28 258 136 33 18 89 | 52.7 34.5
Independent business
and professional
$250-$499_ .. .. .. 82 21 61 41 770 23.0
$500-$749_ _ 100 29 82 221 73.2 26.8
$750-$999_ . . 90 24 108 36| 66.0 34.0
$1,000-$1,249_ 40 13 147 50 | 66.0 34.0
$1,250-$1,499____________ 26 13 158 61 60.1 38.6
$1,500-$1,749_____._._.__ 20 7 189 94 23 20 72| 49.7 38.1
$1,750-31,999_ 22 ] 168 102 |- 66 | 60.7 39.3
$2,000-$2,249___ 10 4 259 141 10 40 108 | 54.4 41.7
$2,250 and over.._.____. 24 10 327 146 66 33 115 | 44.6 36.2

See p. 189 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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174 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaBLE 5.

ATLANTA, GA.

Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of

items of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1986-36—Continued

Percentage of total

Number of Average money expenditure for house-
oy : household opera-
families old operation tion expenditure
0(;cup§lational gr odu P, Paid lﬁmilsehold
amily type, and in- elp 1 )
come class | Report 111‘;13' lligt?t' Paid
Eligi- [ing ex- |i potal land re- Other || 4% | house-| Other
ble | pendi- friger- | , Percel}t- ftems V1o or Eo}d items
tures ? verage: age o 2 elp
8401 | 3 mount | familios ation
having
1) 2 3) )] ®) ®) @) 3) ©) (10) | (1
Salaried business and
professional
$250-3499 16 5 $44 31.8
$500-$749 30 15 80 23.8
$750-$999__ . _ 32 16 101 34,6
$1,000-$1,249_ 22 11 132 40. 2
$1,250-$1,499. 28 12 191 43.4
$1,500- $1,749 22 10 207 34.3
1,750~-$1,999 20 10 221 35.7
$2,000-$2,249 18 7 246 37.4
$2,260 and over 62 26 312 40. 4
Unger $250 88 9 43 . 23.3
$250-$499 422 34 61 X 21.3
$500-$749_ _ 678 62 76 7 . . 25.0
$7 99 516 54 88 61 *) 1 27 | 69.3 | (* 30.7
$1,000-$1,249 212 26 114 70 *) 1 44 61.4 ™ 38.6
$1,250-$1,499___________ 118 25 167 91 1 2 75 | 54.5 .6 | 44.9
$1,500-$2,249_____ 44 15 179 110 6 9 63 | 61.5 3.8 | 3.2
$2,250 and over 28 11 356 149 82 43 125 | 41.9} 23.0 35.1
Type IT
24 4 33 28 5| 84.8 | _____. 15.2.
122 21 53 42 11} 79.2 [ 20.8
308 24 84 66 18 | 78.6 21.4
164 16 103 73 30 | 70.9 29.1
56 14 112 79 31 70.5 27.7
$1,250-81,499____________ 22 11 140 92 || 48 | 65.7 |___.__. 34.3
$1,500-$2,249.____ 24 9 265 134 39 50 92 | 50.6 | 14.7| 34.7
$2,250 and over 26 10 235 125 20 15 9 | 53.2 8.5 ! 38.3
Type IIT
Under $250..._......___ 6 2 ) ) (f) 1G] () [§0) Q) §))
$250-$499_. ________ 80 13 52 424 101 80.8 | ... 19.2
$500-$749__ ________ 162 18 89 6Y *) 1 20| 7.5 (® 22.5
$750-$999. ________ 76 16 97 77 ™ 2 20| 79.4| (® 20.6
$1,000-$1,249____________ 40 16 102 k- 2N [ R 24| 76.5 (. __... 23.5
$1,250-$1,499__ . ______ 10 5 195 19 | 76 610 . _.._. 39.0
$1,500-$2,249_____.______ 14 6 204 92 52 64 60 45.1 25.5 29. 4
$2,250 anq over________. 4 2 ) [©) 162] (6] ) Q)] (6] (6]
Type IV
Under $250_.___________ 40 5 35 27 ||l 8| 7.1 ... 22.9
$250-8499 _ 194 28 55 44 ™) 4 11 80.0 (& 20.0
$500-$749_ 348 37 78 [ 0 (RO I 15 80.8|..__... 19.2
$7650~-$990__ . ____________ 390 37 95 71 1 5 23 74.7 1.1] 24.2
$1,000-$1,249____________ 210 23 112 85 1 6 26 75.9 .9 23.2
$1,250-$2,499____._______ 130 19 141 -2/ R S 54 | 6L7 |._...__ 38.3
$1,500-$2,249______ . _____ 52 22 205 121 2 4 82| 59.0 1.0 40.0
$2,250 and over._._..___ 48 19 202 147 36 39 100} 50.3 1 12.31 37.4

*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

ATLANTA, GA.

175

Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of

items of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and tncome, tn 1 year, 1936—36—Continued

Number of || Average money expenditure for house- | Fercentage of total
families hold operation household _opers-
tion expenditure
O(l:cupslztioual gr odu D, Paid lﬁoixsehold
amily type, and in- elp
come class Report- l];;l?};' 1]5 uﬁ%’ Paid
Eligi- | ing ox- || moeay tarE'. Other an%l .| house-|Other
ble | pendi- friger- Percent-' items |- .7} bold |items
tures at%on Average| age of tg help
amount | families ation
having
@) 2 [&)] O] ()] 6) ()] ® ) 10 | an
Type V
4 2 )
62 11 $58
138 21 67
178 14 78
96 15 106
$1,250-$1,499__._________ 40 12 129
$1,500-$2,249._ . 34 15 185
$2,250 and over 24 11 318
Type VI
14 1 (@
54 19
170 21 82
80 11
24 12 120
22 11 147
$1,500-$2,249___ 2 1 1)
$2,250 and over.._____._ 6 3 216
Type VII
Under $250. . .____.._.__ 6 1 ()] ()]
$250-8499 46 8 55 16. 4
$500-$749 122 11 82 26.8
$750-$999 __ 104 13 110 27.3
$1,000-$1,249._ 60 14 111 23.4
$1,250-$1,499_ 34 16 134 24.6
$1,500-$2,249_ 12 5 210 35.7
$2,250 and over_________ 16 8 256 39.4

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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FAMILY EXPENDITURE

ATLANTA, GA.

IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

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 I year, 1935-36

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

Number of families

Average money expenditure for

Percentage of total fam-

clothing ! ily clothing expenditure
Occup'ationa] group,
family type, and in- Report- || Al Other Other
come class Eligible | 08 ¢x- [ family | Hus- | (o | family | Hus- | e | family
g pendi- || mem- | band mem- | band mem-
tures bers bers bers
1) 2) (¢)] [¢)) (%) (6) (7) ®) (&)} (10)
Allfamilies
Under $250____________. 182 24 $10 $2 $4 $4 20.0 40.0 40.0
$250-$499_______________ 980 134 27 10 10 7 37.0 37.0 26.0
$500-3749_______ .. ____ 1,926 194 55 19 21 15 34.5 38.2 27.3
$750-8999_ _____________. 1, 508 161 94 30 35 29 319 37.2 30.9
$1,000-$1,249____________ 698 120 126 35 42 49 27.8 33.3 38.9
$1,260-$1,499.__________. 376 99 158 49 56 53 310 35.4 33.6
$1,500-$1,740____________ 62 26 199 58 61 80 29.1 30.7 40.2
$1,750-81,999____________ 64 25 217 70 85 62 32.3 39.2 28.5
$2,000-$2,249_ - 56 22 201 60 61 80 29.9 30.3 39.8
$2,250-$2,499____________ 60 24 220 58 72 90 26.4 32.7 40.9
$2,500~-$2,999___________. 36 17 290 75 88 127 25.9 30.3 43.8
$3,000-$3,499_ .. 26 9 364 96 139 129 26.4 38.2 35.4
R $3,999___ 10 5 429 125 199 105 29.1 46.4 24.5
$4.000 and over. 20 9 555 129 163 273 23.2 27.6 49.2
Occupational group:
Wage earner
182 24 10 2 4 4 20.0 40.0 40.0
872 103 28 10 10 8 35.7 35.7 28.6
1,742 123 56 19 21 18 33.9 37.5 28.6
1,342 99 9 30 35 29 31.9 37.2 30.9
$1,000-$1,249___ _________ 590 73 132 36 41 55 27.3 31.1 41.6
$1,250-$1,499 ... __ 298 62 163 50 57 56 30.7 35.0 34.3
Clerical
10 5 23 8 11 4 34.8 47.8 17. 4
54 27 66 28 24 14 42.4 36.4 21.2
$750-$999 44 22 88 29 34 25 33.0 38.6 28.4
$1,000-$1,249_____.___._. 46 23 102 26 40 36 25.5 39.2 35.3
$1,250-$1,499____________ 24 12 172 59 75 38 34.3 43.6 22.1
$1,500-$1,749__._________ 20 9 181 46 60 75 25.4 33.1 41.5
$1,750-$1,999____________ 22 9 227 88 75 64 38.8 33.0 28.2
$2,000-$2,249__.__.______ 28 1 249 65 74 110 26.1 29.7 4.2
$2,250 and over._....... 66 28 282 71 94 17 25.2 33.3 41.5
Independent business
and professional
250-$499_ ... 82 21 21 8 8 5 38.1 38.1 23.8
$500-$749_ ... _ 100 29 47 16 18 13 34.0 38.3 27.7
$750-$999. .____ 90 24 99 32 33 34 32.3 33.3 34.4
$1,000-$1,249_______ 40 13 81 18 44 19 22.2 54.3 23.5
$1,250-$1,499 . _____. 26 13 123 36 25 62 29.3 20.3 50. 4
$1,500-81,749__._________ 20 7 188 50 71 67 26.6 37.8 35.6
$1,750-$1,999_.___._ 22 6 240 69 110 61 28.8 45. 8 25.4
$2,000-$2,249_______ 10 4 123 45 32 46 36.6 26.0 37.4
$2,250 and over_.___.___ 24 10 295 83 98 114 28.1 33.2 38.7

8ee p. 189 for notes on this table.
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TABLE 6.

TABULAR SUMMARY

ATLANTA, GA.
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Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and

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

Number of families

Average money expenditure for

Percentage of total fam-

clothing ily clothing expenditure
Occupational group,
Come claay B 1o Report- || AW | Other | Other
iord ing ex- amily us- . amily us- " amily
Eligible | 1 5di- || mem- | band | Wi | mem- | banda | Wi | mem.
tures bers bers bers
@ (2) 3 [¢Y) () (6) (@) ® 9 (10)
Salaried business and
professional
$250-$499.__ 16 5 $19 $10 $4 $5 52.6 21.1 26.3
-- 30 15 51 17 19 15 33.3 37.3 20,4
$750-$999 - 32 16 91 27 40 24 29.7 44.0 26.3
$1,000-$1,249_ - 22 11 127 55 49 23 43.3 38.6 18.1
$1,250-$1,499______.._.._ 28 12 127 51 48 28 40.2 37.8 22.0
22 10 225 77 53 95 34.2 23.6 42.2
20 10 181 52 68 61 28.7 37.6 33.7
18 7 171 58 57 56 33.9 33.3 32.8
62 26 368 94 122 152 25.5 33.2 41.3
88 9 7 2 i3 . 28.6 L4 (..
422 34 25 12 13 |oeooo 48.0 52.0 ooeeeoo
878 62 55 26 28 1 47.3 50. 9 L8
$750-$99 516 54 83 35 46 2 42.2 55,4 2.4
$1,000-$1,249_ ... 212 26 115 44 60 11 38.3 52.2 9.5
$1,250-$1,499. .- 118 25 146 64 82 [ceeaas 43.8 56,2 |-aemooo-
$1,500-$2,249___ 44 15 199 91 106 2 45.7 53.3 1.0
$2,250 and over__....... 28 11 280 116 164 |- . 41. 4 58,6 |--omno_.
Type 11
24 4 15 4 6 5 26.7 40.0 33,3
122 21 28 11 9 8 40.7 33.3 26.0
308 24 54 19 21 14 35.2 38.9 25.9
164 16 80 30 29 21 31.5 36.3 26.2
56 14 126 39 52 35 31.0 41.3 27.7
$1,250-$1,499___ .. ___.. 22 1 154 41 64 49 26.6 41.6 318
$1,500-$2,249.___________ 24 9 142 50 62 30 35.2 43.7 211
$2,250 and over.____.._. 26 10 178 64 73 41 36.0 41.0 23.0
Typelll
6 2 (62} (62} [6)] [49) [$)] M) (1)
80 13 35 12 10 13 34.3 28.6 37.1
162 18 48 11 16 21 22.9 33.3 43.8
76 16 97 32 29 36 33.0 29.9 37.1
40 16 125 39 37 49 3L2 29.6 39.2
$1,250-$1,499. ... 10 5 126 24 52 50 19.0 41.3 39.7
$1,500-$2,249. ... _ 14 6 223 82 80 61 36.8 35.9 27.3
$2,250 and over__....... 4 2 (6] [$)) (§)] (6] (62} (4] h
Type IV
40 5 6 1 1 4 16.7 16.7 66.6
194 28 25 7 7 11 28.0 28.0 4.0
348 37 63 17 20 26 27.0 31.7 41.3
390 37 99 25 38 36 25.3 38.4 36.3
210 23 123 32 35 56 26.0 28.5 45.5
130 19 158 51 44 63 32.3 27.8 39.9
52 22 198 47 61 90 23.7 30.8 45.5
48 19 371 93 123 155 25.1 33.1 41.8
See p. 189 for notes on this table.

fAyerages and percentage not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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ATLANTA, GA.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaBLE 6.—Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and
wife and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expenditure,
by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 19356-36—Continued

Number of families

Average money expenditure for

Percentage of total fam-

clothing ily clothing expenditure
Occupational group,
a%l]eyclgf e, and in- Report- . Al.l1 - tOth"lar - fOth?r
i ing ex- amily us- : amily us- : amily
Eligible pendi- mem- | band Wite mem- | band Wite mem-
tures bers bers bers
U] (03] 3 @ ) ©) @ 8) (9) (10
Type V
4 2 ) ) ) W 1] ) (¢
62 11 $31 $5 $6 $20 16.1 19.4 64.5
138 21 50 11 9 30 22.0 18.0 60.0
178 14 114 31 25 58 27.2 21.9 50.9
96 15 136 22 25 89 16.2 18.4 65.4
$1,250-$1,499._. ... 40 12 191 37 40 114 19.4 20.9 59.7
$1,500-$2,249. _ 34 15 254 58 45 151 22.8 17.7 59.5
$2,250 and over-._ ... 24 11 356 66 76 214 18.5 21. 4 60. 1
Type VI
Under $250_ - _.---_- 14 1 () o (¢)] (0] (4] O] )
$250-$409. 54 19 20 4 5 11 20.0 25.0 55.0
$500-$749._ 170 21 64 18 17 29 28. 1 26.6 45.3
$750-5999.. . 80 11 91 24 27 40 26.4 29.7 43.9
$1,000-$1,249 12 119 33 34 52 27.7 28.6 43.7
$1,250-$1,499 22 11 134 33 44 57 32.8 42.6
$1,500-$2,249__ 2 1 ¢)] M O] ) ™ M 1)
$2,250 and over. 6 3 219 58 72 89 32.9 40.6
Type VII
Under$250. ..o ooovneoo [ 1 [¢p) () (6] T Q] 0] M
$250-$499. 46 8 36 5 4 27 13.9 11.1 75.0
$500-$749. 122 11 42 8 8 26 19.0 19.0 62.0
"$750-$999. . 104 13 119 18 14 87 15.1 1.8 73.1
$1,000-$1,249_________._ 60 14 166 27 24 15| 16.3| 14.5 69.2
$1,250-$1,499 . ._.__ 34 16 186 31 29 126 16.7 15.6 67.7
$1,500-$2,249. _ - 12 5 237 52 46 139 21.9 19.4 58.7
$2,250 and over. e 16 8 450 64 67 319 14.2 14.9 70.9

t Averages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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ATLANTA, GA.
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TasLE 7.—Personal eare: 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

[Negro nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native bornj

: Percentage of total
P Average money expenditure for
Number of families personal care ex-
personal care penditure
Occupational group, family

type, and income class Report- Tgﬂf " Toille "

- ing ex- : articles . articles
Eligible pendi- Total |Services! and prep- Services ! and prep-

tures arations arations

[¢)) @ (&) [¢)] (5) (6) )] ®
All families
182 24 $6 $2 $4 33.3 66. 7
980 134 11 5 6 45.5 54.5
1,926 194 18 8 10 4.4 55.6
1, 508 161 24 11 13 45.8 54.2
698 120 33 15 18 45.5 54.5
$1,250-81,499___ - 376 99 39 18 21 46.2 53.8
$1,500~$1,749_ 62 26 41 21 20 51.2 48.8
$1,750-$1,999_ 64 25 41 17 24 41.5 58.5
$2,000-$2,249___ 56 22 43 17 26 39.5 60. 5
$2,250-$2,499_ ______ ... 60 24 48 20 28 41.7 58.3
$2,500-$2,999__ . ____ ... 36 17 53 21 32 39.6 60. 4
$3,000-$3,409_____ 26 9 70 37 33 52.9 47.1
$3,500-$3,999_____ 10 5 56 25 31 4.6 55.4
$4,000 and over 20 9 119 56 63 47.1 52.9
Occupational group: Wage
earner
Under $250_ . ... _......... 182 24 6 2 4 33.3 66.7
250-$499________ - 872 103 11 5 6 45.5 54.5
$500-$749_ _____ - 1, 742 123 18 7 11 38.9 611
750~$999_ _____ - 1,342 99 23 10 13 43.5 56.5
1,000-$1,249___ - 590 73" 33 15 18 45.5 54.5
1,250-$1,409 __________________ 298 62 40 19 21 47.5 52.5
Clerieal
10 5 12 5 7 41.7 58.3
54 27 18 9 9 50.0 50.0
44 22 30 14 16 46.7 53.3
46 23 33 15 18 45. 5 54.5
24 12 39 17 22 43.6 56. 4
$1,500-$1,749_ ... 20 9 40 20 20 50.0 50. 0
$1,750-$1,999___ - 22 9 50 23 27 46.0 54.0
$2,000-$2,249_ . _ - 28 11 40 16 24 40.0 60.0
$2,250 and over 66 28 48 21 27 43.7 56.3
Independent business and
projessional

$250-$499_ . __________. 82 21 11 5 6 45.5 54.5
$500-8749__ - 100 29 16 7 9 43.8 56.2
$750-$999____ - 90 24 24 11 13 45.8 54.2
$1,000-$1,249_ R 40 13 21 9 12 42.9 57.1
$1,250-$1,499._ - 26 13 37 19 18 51.4 48.6
$1,500-81,749_ - 20 7 42 25 17 59.5 40.5
$1,750-$1,999._ - 22 6 35 15 20 42.9 57.1
$2,000-$2,249.___ - 10 4 35 11 24 3l.4 68.6
$2,250 and over 24 10 55 27 28 49.1 50.9

13ee glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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FAMILY EX

PENDITURE

IN

ATLANTA, GA.

SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TasLE 7.—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

Number of families

Average money expenditure for
personal care

Percentage of total
personal care ex-

penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- Té)il]et 'I‘oil]e "
i ing ex- : articles . articles
Eligible pendi- Total | Services and prep- Services and prep-
tures arations arations
[¢}] (2) 3) &) (%) 6) @ ®
Salaried business and profes-
sional
$260-$490_ . ___________._.____ 16 5 $7 $3 $4 42.9 57.1
$500-$749_ - 30 15 18 8 10 4.4 55.6
$750-$999__ 32 16 23 10 13 43.5 56,5
$1,000-$1,249_ 22 11 38 19 19 50.0 50.0
$1,250-$1,498_________ 28 12 34 13 21 38.2 61.8
$1,500-$1,749___ . ___ ... 22 10 41 19 22 46.3 53.7
$1,750-$1,999_______ 20 10 38 14 24 36.8 63.2
$2,000-$2,249_______ 18 7 53 23 30 43.4 56.6
$2,250 and over 62 26 82 36 46 43.9 56.1
Family type: Type I
88 9 5 1 4 20.0 80.0
422 34 11 5 6 45. 5 54.5
678 62 20 9 11 45.0 55.0
516 54 24 10 14 41.7 58.3
212 26 32 13 19 40.6 59.4
$1,250-$1,499_ ... 118 25 42 17 25 40.5 59.5
$1,500-$2,249_ ... 44 15 34 14 20 41.2 58.8
$2,250 and over 28 11 52 23 29 4.2 55.8
Type IT

24 4 6 2 4 33.3 66.7
122 21 11 3 8 27.3 72.7
308 24 16 6 10 37.5 62.5
164 16 25 13 12 52.0 48.0
56 14 27 14 13 51.9 48.1
22 11 38 18 20 47.4 52.6
24 9 40 14 26 35.0 65.0
26 10 36 14 22 38.9 61.1

6 2 o ® (4] ) [$)]
80 13 14 7 7 50.0 50.0
162 18 17 7 10 41.2 58.8
76 16 24 1 13 45.8 54.2
$1,000-$1,249 40 16 24 10 14 41.7 58.3
$1,250-$1,499. oo 10 5 52 27 25 51.9 48.1
$1,500-$2,249___ - 14 6 37 18 19 48.6 51.4

$2,250 and over. . 4 2 (6] (G} ) ® (€3}

Type IV

Under $250__ ... 40 5 6 3 3 50.0 50.0
$250-$499____ - 194 28 11 5 6 45.5 54.5
$500-$749_ _ - 348 37 17 7 10 41.2 58.8
$750-$999____ - 390 37 23 10 13 43.5 56.5
$1,000-$1,249_ ... 210 23 32 16 16 50.0 50.0
130 19 40 20 20 50.0 50.0
52 22 45 23 22 51.1 48.9
48 19 74 37 37 50.0 50.0

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TasLeE 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilel articles and prep-
arations, and services, and percentage distributton of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

. Percentage of total
15 Average money expenditure for
Number of families personal care ex-
personal care penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- Tgﬂlet Tgﬂft
Mol ing ex- : articles . articles
Eligible pendi- Total | Services |, 4 Dprep- Bervices | o4 prep-
tures arations arations

[¢3) 2) 3) ) (%) (6) (@) )

4 2 [¢) 4] (4] 1) 4]
62 11 $10 $4 $6 40.0 60.0
138 21 18 7 11 38.9 61.1
178 14 21 10 1 47.6 52.4
96 15 40 18 22 45.0 55.0
$1,250-$1,499_ . _________________ 40 12 36 19 17 52.8 47.2
$1,500-$2,249__. 34 15 47 22 46.8 53.2
$2,250 and over_____.__. 24 1 65 27 38 41.5 58.5

Type VI

Under $250_ ... 14 1 (€] ® (¢)) 0] (¢))
$250-$499_ _ _ 54 19 10 3 7 30.0 70.0
$500~-$749_ __ 170 21 19 9 10 47.4 52.6
$750-9990. ______.____ 80 u 24 9 15 37.5 62.5
$1,000-$1,249 24 12 33 18 15 54.5 45.5
$1,250-$1,499_ ____________._____ 2 1 30 12 18 40.0 80.0

$1,500-$2,240______ 2 1 6] 6] (4] @ 4]
$2,250 and over 6 3 48 27 21 56. . 8

Type VII

6 1 ® (4] () ") Q)
46 8 15 7 8 46.7 53.3
122 11 16 7 9 43.8 56. 2
104 13 25 13 12 52.0 48.0
60 14 37 18 19 48.6 51.4
$1,250-$1,409_________________.. 34 16 32 13 19 40.6 59. 4
$1,500-$2,249_ ... 12 5 47 21 26 44.7 55.3
$2,250 and over_________ 16 8 78 22 56 28.2 71.8

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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TasLE 8.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA.

Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families own-

ing and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year,

1935-36

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

i Percentage of all Average money expenditure
Number of families families of all families
Octcupatio%al group, flamily R ¢
ype, and income class 2eporl- || owning | Purchas- [Operation
Eligible "‘}egr_‘fﬁ: auto- |ing auto- | and pur- (zper?- P?rcp)afe
ptures mobiles | mobiles chase lont ne
1) @ 3 @ (5) (6) 7 ®)
Al families
Under $250_ . .. ... 182 24 PR [ (S (R,
$250-5499____ 980 134 4 |- $1 $1
$500-8749______ 1,926 194 9 4 7 4 $3
$750-$909___._. - , 508 161 17 4 19 12 7
$1,000-$1,249_ ... 698 120 34 12 47 28 19
$1,250~-$1,499 _________________. 376 99 32 11 65 35 30
$1,500-$1,749.__ - 62 26 66 10 104 81 23
$1,750-$1,999._ 64 25 45 16 137 44 93
$2,000-$2,249._ 56 22 56 25 169 78 91
$2,250-$2,499. __ 60 24 45 7 121 76 45
$2,500~$2,999_ ________________. 36 17 63 6 103 83 20
$3,000-%3,499___ 26 9 62 46 198 53 145
$3,500-$3,999___ 10 5 80 40 482 238 244
$4,000 and over_.__ 20 9 90 50 584 247 337
Occupational group: Wage
earner
Under $250_ ... ____..____ 182 24 ) PN RN F BRI
$250-$409______ - 872 103 : 3 *) [0 T I,
$500-8749______ - 1,742 123 9 4 6 3 3
$750-$999______ - 1,342 99 17 4 19 12 7
$1,000-$1,249_ __ . 590 73 29 11 39 24 15
$1,250-$1,499__________ _____.__. 298 62 31 11 57 30 27
Clerical
10 {3 | U FOUSS NORISRIN NS S
54 27 7 7 7 3 4
44 22 4 (e 5 5 |
46 23 48 17 107 52 55
24 12 25 17 96 29 67
20 9 44 12 107 71 36
22 9 45 36 269 37 232
28 11 46 14 111 55 56
66 28 51 15 125 79 46
fessiona
$250-$499_ . _______________. 82 21 [ 2
$500-8749. . _._____ 100 29 22 2 15
$750-$999_ . __._____ 90 24 19 10 45
$1,000-$1,249_____ 40 13 68 5 55
$1,250-$1,499_ ... ... 26 13 38 15 98
$1,500-$1,749.________.________. 20 7 103
$1,750-$1,999___ 22 6 18
$2,000-$2,249_______ 10 4 67
$2,250 and over 24 10 387
Salaried business and profes-
16 5 12§ . 4 4|l
- 30 15 1B 8 8 |
- 32 16 31 6 10 9 1
- 22 11 64 27 142 56 86
$1,250-$1,499_ - 28 12 50 7 103 83 20
$1,500-$1,749_ - 22 10 73 18 102 70 32
$1,750-$1,999_ 20 10 60 10 122 79 43
$2,000-$2,249___ - 18 7 78 56 315 120 195
$2,250 and over - 62 26 54 19 243 113 130

See p. 189 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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ATLANTA, GA.

TasLE 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families own-
ing and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupatum, famaly type, and income, in 1 year,
1935-36—Continued

4 Percentage of all Average money expenditure
Number of famiies families of all families
Occtupatlongl. group, ]Iamily 1R .
ype, and income class RePOrl || o uning | Purchas- |Operation
Eligible me%:fj);—' auto- | ing auto- | and pur- Ogg;a- P'%;celé?se
ees || mobiles | mobiles | chase
[6V] (2) 3) @ (5) (6) (] ®)
Family type: Type I
Under $250 88 9 ) & U D SRR SR BN
$250-$499 422 34 ;2 DO $1 $1 oo
$500-$749 678 62 8 5 3 $5
$750-$999 516 54 18 4 21 13 8
$1,000-$1,249________________.__ 212 26 60 60 90 59 31
$1,250-$1,499 ... ____ 118 25 42 14 94 41 53
$1,500-$2,249__ . 44 15 57 18 150 63 87
$2,250 and over. 28 11 93 29 176 116 61
Under $250 24 L 3 | O I RSN USRS SR
$250-$499___ 122 21 | 2 P, ™) [ G0 T AR,
$500-$749_ _ 308 24 16 8 11 8 3
$750-$999 164 16 46 9 40 37 3
$1,000-$1,249 56 14 20 4 33 20 13
$1,250-$1,499__________._.__..__ 22 1 54 9 71 58 13
$1,500—$2 249_____ 24 9 87 17 1 106 65
$2,250 and over 26 10 62 38 326 89 237
Type IIT
Under $250_ ... .___._.___..__ 6 2 [6)] (€] (6] [¢2) [¢)]
250-$499________ 80 b & 20 | PSRRI PRSI PRSI PRI S
$500—$749 ........ 162 18 1 1 2 1 1
750-$999_ . ______ 76 16 18 12 14 7 7
$1, 000—$1 249 _ .. 40 16 35 5 33 26 7
$1,250-$1,499____________.__.___ 10 5 60 | oo 42 42 L.
$1,500-$2,249_____ 14 6 43 29 205 72 133
$2,250 and over 4 2 ) [¢o) (6] ® (¢}
Type IV
Under $250 . e 40 .20 | D, USRI (IR SRR RN
$499__._____ 194 p- I | SO (SIS SR OO A,
$500—$749 ________ 348 37 13 4 9 7 2
$999________ 390 37 12 5 19 8 11
$1 000-$1,249___________________ 210 23 25 7 19 11 8
$1,250-81,499. . _____________.____ 130 19 20 8 43 27 16
$1,500-$2,249_____ 52 22 63 20 148 77 71
$2,250 and over 48 19 52 12 202 108 94
Type V
Under $250_ ____._.___._._..____ 4 2
$250-$499_.____ R 62 11
$500-$749______ - 138 21
750-$999______ - 178 14
$1,000-81,249________.__ . 96 15
$1,250-$1,499___ 12 25 5 44 39 5
$1,500—$2,249__ 34 15 38 (oo 27 14 I
$2,250 and over____ 24 1n 79 17 220 138 82

*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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TABLE 8.

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA, GA,

Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families own-

ing and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year,
1935-36—Continued

. Percentage of all Average money expenditure
Number of families families of all families
Octcupatio%al group, t]amily R "
ype, and Income class =eport- || owning | Purchas- |Operation

Eligible megng]ii: auto- | ing auto- | and pur- Ogera- Plzrctz}ase

Bs || mobiles | mobiles | ~chase on ne

[¢)) 2 ® [} 5) 6} @) )

Type VI

Under $250 - - o e 14 1 () (€2} (¢ &)} [¢)]
$250-$499_ - ___ 54 19 3 $31 83 |e .
$500-$749______ 170 21 1 1 3 1 $2
$750-$999_ ... 80 11 1 . 3 F: 3 .
$1,000-$1,249 24 12 50 33 136 42 94
$1,250-$1,499_ 22 11 64 45 1 61 122

$1,500-82,249. 2 1 [¢)] G ) Q) Q)]
$2,250 and ov 6 F | SOOI SSIRYREY FSSURSIN BRI RN

Ty

Under $260. —oooooooooeeee 6 i ) t o) t
$250-$499 - - . 46 L2 | ISR PR EUIIRIpIu M S,
$500-3740_ - 122 11 [N DO OO DO
$750-$999. ... __ - 104 13 13 4 31 10 21
$1,000-$1,249_______ ... . 60 14 12 9 12 10 2
$1,250-$1,499 34 16 12§ o 9 [ P
$1,500-$2,249___ 12 [ 67 33 207 75 132
$2,250 and over.. 16 8 25 12 127 81 46

tAverages and percentages not computed for fewer than 3 cases.
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ATLANTA, GA.
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TasLe 9.—Recreation: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified
types, by occupation, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36

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

Number of families Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family _ Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class I;l:g‘;rxt_ ment for
Eligible pendi- Total ganties Othert
" an
tures Movies | Other! sports
1 [¢3) 3) @ ®) ) (@) ®
All families
182 24 $3 $1 | *) $2
980 134 5 1 * $1 3
1,926 194 11 3 ™ 1 7
1, 508 161 16 5 $1 1 9
698 120 25 8 2 3 12
376 99 32 11 3 2 18
62 26 29 9 2 4 14
64 25 39 9 4 1 25
56 22 54 19 4 6 25
60 24 69 14 4 5 46
36 17 45 15 7 1 22
26 9 85 22 15 6 42
10 5 59 16 8 3 32
20 9 169 48 22 11 88
Occupational group: Wage
earner
182 24 3 b O ™ 2
872 103 5 1 *) 1 3
1,742 123 11 3 ™ 1 7
1, 342 99 15 5 1 1 8
590 73 25 8 3 4 10
208 62 32 11 3 2 16
10 5 4 1 [ G0 T P 3
54 27 14 6 [ &) N 8
44 22 18 8 1 ® 9
46 23 30 7 2 1 20
24 12 32 11 1 6 14
$1,500-$1,749_ ... 20 9 33 9 4 10 10
$1,750~$1,990___ .. 22 9 43 13 2 1 27
$2,000-$2,249_ - 28 11 51 16 2 7 26
$2,250 and over 66 28 44 15 5 1 23
Independent business and
Pprofessional
$250~-$499. ______ 82 21 10 1 2 3 4
$500-$749._ - . 100 29 6 2 1 1 2
$750-$999. __ __ 90 24 13 6 1 *) 6
$1,000-$1,249__ 40 13 18 3 *) *) 15
$1,250-$1,499____ 26 13 32 8 7 2 15
$1,500-$1,749 20 7 16 7 1 2 [
$1,750-51,999 22 [ 33 7 4 1 21
$2,000-$2,249__ 10 4 51 15 9 4 23
$2,250 and over . ________.__.__ 24 10 96 21 10 5 60

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
»Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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186 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TABLE 9.

ATLANTA, GA.

types, by occupation, famaly type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Recreation: Average money expenditure for recreation of specified

Number of families

Average money expenditure for recreation

Occupational group, family Report- Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class ing ex. ment for
Eligible pendi- Total gauEeS Other
: an
tures Movies Other sports
[¢Y] 2) (3) @® (5) ©) G ®)
Salaried business and pro-
Jessional
250-$499_ ... 16 5 (@) (G0 25 (RO F - ®
$500-$749_ 30 15 $3 $1 $1 ™ $1
$750-$999_ _ 32 16 17 5 1 *) 11
$1,000-$1,249_ 22 11 19 9 2 ™*) 8
$1,250-$1,499_ . .. _____ 28 12 23 8 2 *) 13
$1,500-$1,749. . ________________. 22 10 36 9 2 *) 25
$1,750-$1,999_ 20 10 41 8 5 *) 28
$2,000-$2,249_ . ___________ 18 7 59 26 5 $7 21
$2,250 and over 62 26 109 25 14 10 60
Family type: Type I
Under $250 88 9 1 [ &) T P 1
$250-$499._ _ 422 34 2 1 1
$500-$749_ 678 62 8 4 *) 4
$750-$999 516 54 9 3 1 *) 5
$1,000-$1,249. __________________ 212 26 20 5 5 2 8
$1,250-$1,499___________________ 118 25 28 10 4 1 13
$1,500-$2,249.__ 44 15 28 7 3 1 17
$2,250 and over 28 1 61 18 L P 34
Type II
24 4 ) N PSRRI P, 1 *)
122 21 7 2 * 19} 5
308 24 13 2 ™ ™ 11
164 16 20 6 1 () 13
56 14 18 5 1 3 7
$1,250~$1,499_ __________________ 22 11 30 11 2 3 14
$1,500-$2, 249___ 24 9 57 20 4 6 27
$2,250 and over 26 10 42 8 5 3 26
Type IIT
Under $250_ .. .._____________. 6 2 [0 NS R, ORI I ™
$250-$499____ 80 13 16 3 2 3 8
$500-$749__ __ 162 18 11 4 1 1 5
$750-$999______ 76 16 15 3 1 (6] 11
$1,000-$1,249 40 16 20 5 1 3 11
$1,250-$1,499___________________ 10 5 25 13 1 3 8
$1,500-$2,249___ - 14 6 45 16 5 *) 24
$2,250 and over.._________.____ 4 2 (G} (4] ¢} [$2) (¢}
Type IV
Under $250. ..o cemeaee 40 5 9 (G T ISR SO, 9
$250~$499_ _ - 194 28 6 2 1 2 1
$500~-$749_ _ - 348 37 11 4 * 1 4
$750-$999____ - 390 37 14 5 1 ™ 4
$1,000-$1,249___________________ 210 23 29 9 1 6 13
$1,250-$1,499_ oo 130 19 37 11 4 3 19
1, ,249___ - 52 22 34 9 4 4 17
$2,250 and over._ — 48 19 103 23 13 8 59

*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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ATLANTA, GA.

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

Number of families Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family . Paid admissions Equip-
type, and iucomey class liigpgx; _ ment for
Eligible pe% ai. Total games Other
: an
tures Movies | Other sports

) 2) 3) [C)) (5 6) @ ®

4 2 ) ) (6] 6] ()
62 11 $10 $1 (L _____. *) $9
138 21 17 4 $1 $3 9
178 14 31 12 1 1 17
96 15 22 9 2 4 7
$1,250-$1,499_ e 40 12 25 10 4 1 10
$1,500-$2,249________ 34 15 49 17 3 2 27
$2,250 and over 24 1 101 24 10 2 65

Type VI

Under $350_. 14 1 (¢} 6] (4] (1) (¢))
54 19 3 *) * *) 3
170 21 14 1 1 4 8
80 11 17 3 *) 2 12
12 29 9 1 1 18
22 11 45 1 1 4 29

. 2 1 (6)] )] (6] (6] (4]
$2,250 and over_ ______.________ 6 3 46 15 3 4 24

Type VII

Under $250_ - omenas 6 1 3} (4] [43] ® [$)]
$250-$499_ . __________.___ 46 8 4 3 [ T PO 1
$500-$749__________.__________. 122 11 14 7 *) 1 8
750-$999_ . . ___.__. 104 13 13 6 2 3 4
$1,000-$1,249__ .. _.__________ 60 14 40 15 ™ 1 24
$1,250-$1,499____.___________... 34 16 26 7 1 5 13
$1,500-$2,249_ ___ ... .. ... 12 5 43 8 1 10 24
$2,250and over____ ... .. . _... 16 8 87 25 9 4 29

*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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Footnotes for Tables in Expenditure Tabular Summary
AT1naNTA (NEGRO)

TABLE 1

1 See glossary, appendix B, for eligibility requirements, methods used in deriving weighted averages,
and definitions of terms used in this and subsequent tables.

2 Money income is equal to the sum of money expenditure (column 7) plus ne¢ surplus or deficit (column
8) plus net balancing difference (column 9).

3 Nonmoney income from housing includes imputed income from owned family or vacation homes plus
rent received as pay or gift (average amounts based on all families, whether or not they reported such non-
money income).

¢ Includes purchase 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 expenditures
will be found in the glossary, appendix B.)

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

¢ Represents the average net difference between reported money receipts and reported money disburse-
ments. See glossary, appendix B. A maximum balancing difference within 5.5 percent was allowable on
each schedule.

TABLE 1-A

t A surplus represents an increase in assets or a decrease in liabilities, or both; a deficit represents a decrease
in assets or an increase in liabilities, or both.

2 Some families reported neither surplus nor deficit for the year; therefore the sum of columns 5 and 6
does not always equal 100 percent.

3 Since the average amounts in these 2 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.

TABLE 2

1 The averages in this table include money expenditure for goods and services purchased on either cash
or credit basis. They do not include value of goods and services received without money expense. Aver-
ages are based on all families, whether or not they reported expenditures for the specified categories.

2 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.

3 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 auto-
mobile expense chargeable to business has been deducted. See glossary, appendix B.

4 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 on vacation.

& Taxes include only poll, income, and personal property taxes. All other taxes, such as those on real
estate, amusements and retail sales taxes, are included as a part of the expenditure for these items. Gifts
do not include gifts from one member of the economic family to another.

TABLE 3

1 Includes expenditures for board at school, which amounted to less than 5 percent of average food expense
for all families, Among families in the business and professional categories, it amounted at most to an
average of $4, at the income levels $1,250 to $1,499 and $1,750 to $1,999. For families of type V, it amounted
at most to $3, at the income level $1,250 to $1,499.

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

TABLE 4

1 Average amounts for renting families 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
percent of families for whom these facilities were included as part of the rest.

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

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

¢ 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 less than 1 dollar for all families.

§ Percentages based on the average value of all housing (columa 6).

188
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TABULAR SUMMARY 189

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.

2 Percentages based on renting families reporting these facilities included in rent at the end of the schedule
year.

TABLE 5

! Excludes value of fuel, light, and refrigeration furnished by the landlord and included in the rental rate.
Fuel received without expense is not included in this average, but amounted to less than 5 percent of the
money expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration for all families with incomes of $500 and over.

2 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 member receiving such gifts. Gifts of clothing to or from individuals outside the economic family
are excluded.

2 For families of type I, averages and percentages shown in columns 7 and 10 are for individuals who were
members of the economic family less than 27 weeks, and were therefore not considered equivalent menbers
in determining family type. See glossary, appendix B, for method of classifying families by type.

TABLE 7

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.

TABLE 8

1 To obtain the average expense of operation for families owning automobiles, divide the average shown
in this column by the corresponding figure in column 4 and multiply by 100.

2 To obtain the average net purchase price (gross price less trade-in allowance) for families purchasing
aatomobiles, divide the average shown in this column by the corresponding figure in column 5 and multiply
by 100.

TABLE 9

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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190 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaBLE 1.

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible

families, number reporting expenditures, average net money and nonmoney income,
average money expenditure for family Living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
difference, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

Number of fam-
ilies

Average net income

Average

money Average | Average
Occupational group, family expendi- m}fl:‘gf I:;tcli)!?l'
type, and income class Report- Non- | ture for | RUS 9 g
o] ing ex- ,| money | family | deficit | differ-
Eligible pendi- Total | Money from | living ¢ (—~)¢ ence ¢
tures housing 3
¢V} (0] 3) [©)] %) 6) @) ®) (9)
All families
250-$499. . 96 28 $430 $422 $3 $562 | —$132 —$8
$500-$749._ 356 62 626 607 19 670 —48 —15
$750-$999___ 623 88 886 861 25 891 —14 —16
$1,000-$1,249.. . 705 148 1,124 1,004 30 1,117 —16 -7
$1,250-$1,499_ ______.___.____ 579 151 1,354 1,302 52 1,306 5 —9
$1,500-$1,749__ _ 679 159 1,611 1, 538 73 1, 526 22 -9
$1,750-$1,999_ 652 163 1,867 1,798 69 1,767 35 —4
$2,000-$2,249_ __ 447 139 2,131 2,044 87 1,972 86 —14
$2,250-$2,499__ . 440 137 2, 368 2,259 109 2,047 213 -1
$2,500-$2,999__ .. ___________ 253 83 2,735 2, 596 139 2,387 214 —5
$3,000-$3,499____________..__ 222 68 3,234 3,069 165 2,643 452 —26
,500-$3,999_ __ - 178 71 3,732 3,565 167 2, 967 600 -2
$4,000-$4,999_ __ - 178 61 4,375 4,186 189 3, 500 716 —30
$5,000 and over 261 48 7, 446 7,083 363 4,952 2,144 —13
Occupational group:
Wage earner
$250-$499_ . 96 28 430 422 8 562 —132 —8
$500-$749_ 315 41 626 606 20 668 —47 —15
$750-$999__.__ 470 47 884 859 25 873 3 -17
$1,000-$1,249_ 380 52 1,119 1,001 28 1,116 —26 1
$1,250-$1,499__ _.____________ 271 43 1,349 1,292 57 1,262 33 -3
$1,500-81,749_ __ . ____________ 271 44 1, 607 1, 529 78 1,453 81 -5
$1,750-$1,999___ - 216 40 1,850 1,777 73 1,633 141 3
$2,000-$2,249.. __ - 118 33 2,127 2,018 109 1,947 98 -27
$2,250-$2,499_ _______________ 13 34 2,342 2,1 148 1,963 240 —9
Clerical
$500-$749_________ . ________ 41 21 628 617 11 689 —61 ~11
$750-$999_____ 153 41 803 867 26 948 —67 —14
$1,000-$1,249. 197 38 1,126 1,095 31 1,111 4 -—20
$1,250-$1,499_ __ 203 43 1,358 1,316 42 1,324 3 -1
$1,500-$1,749_ . ___ . ... 251 44 1,621 1, 544 77 1,555 1 —-12
$1,750-$1,999________________ 255 38 1,881 1,818 63 1,842 —20 —4
$2,000-$2,240_ __ 177 41 2,138 2, 052 86 1,925 139 —12
$2,250-$2,499 151 35 2,375 2,288 87 2,087 222 -1
Independent business and
professional
$1,000-$1,249_ _______________ 70 27 1,125 1,094 31 1,132 —26 —12
$1,250-$1,499 . __ - 57 35 1,372 1,289 83 1,440 —135 —16
$1,500-$1,749 _ - 56 27 1,604 1, 508 96 1, 582 —~62 —12
$1,750-$1,999 . - 66 38 1,869 1,758 111 1,716 54 —12
$2,000-$2,249 . . 49 29 2,113 1,995 118 1, 950 57 ~12
$2,250-$2,409 _ - 55 23 2,372 2,211 161 1,932 308 —29
$2,500-$2,909 . - 73 36 2,748 2, 599 149 2,397 187 15
,000-$3,409 . __ . 51 26 3,238 3,069 169 2, 577 501 -9
$3,500-$3,999 . . _ . 56 26 3,717 3, 517 200 2, 865 688 —36
$4,000-$4,999 . __ - 50 23 4,299 4,041 258 3,212 813 16
$5,000 and over._..___.._._.. 125 26 8,144 7,742 402 , 127 2, 668 -53

See p. 218 for notes on this table.
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TABULAR SUMMARY

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

191

TasLe 1.—Balance of family income and expenditure: Number of eligible
families, number reporting expendilures, average net money and nonmoney income,
average money expenditure for family living, net surplus or deficit, and balancing
difference, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1986-36—Continued

Numt;%g;)r fam- Average net income N
n;,:;\:ge Average | Average
Occupational group, family expendi- m;fl:‘g' r:ﬂ; }’;’l'
type, and income class Report- Non- | ture for | BMus or cing
- ing ex- money | family | deficit [ differ-
Rligible pendi- Total | Money from living (=) ence
tures housing
¢V} [¢5] @) “ ®) ©) @ ®) 9)
Salaried business and
professional
$1,000-$1,249 58 31 $1,143 | $1,107 $36 | $1,130 -$6 —$17
$1,250-$1,490_ __ 48 30 , 340 1,311 29 1,320 19 —28
$1,500-$1,749 . __ 101 44 1,604 1, 568 36 1,614 -40 —6
$1,750-$1,999_ __ 115 47 1,865 1,813 52 1,881 —-54 —14
,000- $2, 103 36 2,134 2,084 50 2,092 —4 —4
$2,250-$2,499. _______________ 121 45 2,382 2,306 76 2,152 136 18
$2,500-$2,999 _ __ - 180 47 2,730 2, 595 135 2,383 225 -=13
$3,000-$3,499 _ __ - 171 42 3,232 3,069 163 2, 663 437 31
$3,500-$3,999 _ __ .- 122 45 3,740 3,587 153 3,014 559 14
$4,000-$4,999. __ - 128 38 4,404 4,243 161 3,612 679 —48
$5,000 and over.._ 136 22 6, 805 6,477 328 4,701 1,663 23
Family type: Type I
$250-$499_ 31 6 430 430 | ... 512 -72 —10
$500-$749._. 100 14 660 633 27 665 -13 -19
$750-$999___ 125 15 867 842 25 835 22 —~15
$1,000-$1,24 205 29 1,109 1,069 40 1,052 22 -5
$1,250-$1,499_ __ 153 35 1,342 1,291 51 , 207 86 -2
$1,500-81,749 _ __ 173 28 1,610 1, 561 49 1, 565 6 —10
$1,750-$1,999 165 33 1,877 1, 800 77 1,704 96 ™
$2,000-$2,249 _ 106 30 2,129 2,040 89 1,847 200 -7
$2,250~$2,499 _ 96 32 2,370 2, 251 119 2,042 199 10
$2,500-$2,999 49 13 2,803 2, 696 107 2,313 390 -7
$3,000-$3,499_ _________._____. 49 20 3,242 3,038 204 2, 528 502 8
41 14 3,791 3,527 264 2,486 1,058 —17
39 13 4,379 4,183 196 3, 260 926 =3
49 8 8,653 5,926 727 4,055 1,772 99
34 12 425 425 (... 617 —188 —4
143 23 600 504 6 629 —25 -10
316 38 896 867 29 908 —21 —20
284 59 1,130 1,119 11 1,143 —14 —10
228 59 1,357 1,323 34 1,378 —43 —13
259 62 1,605 1, 527 78 1,513 29 —-15
226 62 1, 856 1,795 61 1,840 —31 —14
146 46 2,130 2, 060 70 2,024 48 —12
144 52 2, 387 2, 281 106 2,022 274 —15
95 31 2, 689 2, 588 10 2, 351 237 ™
78 22 3,228 3,147 81 2, 780 434 —67
57 20 3,723 3, 586 137 3,216 398 —28
42 21 4,411 4,207 114 3,202 1,026 —21
64 21 7, 500 7,236 264 5,146 2,022 68
31 10 433 409 24 550 —131 —10
113 25 626 600 26 726 —109 —17
182 35 882 862 20 900 —28 —10
- 216 60 1,130 1,085 45 1,146 —54 -7
198 57 1,359 , 286 73 1, 300 —4 -10
$1,500-$1,749__ ______.______. 247 69 1,619 1, 535 84 1, 510 26 —1
$1,750-$1,999__ _ 261 68 1,870 1,798 72 1, 743 54 1
$2,000-$2,249__ _ 195 63 2,133 2,035 98 2,001 53 -19
$2,250-$2,499__ _ 200 53 2,354 2, 247 107 2, 067 177 3
$2,500-$2,999__ _ 109 39 2,744 2, 558 186 2, 450 115 -7
$3,000-$3,499_ 95 26 3,233 3,020 213 2, 590 440 —10
,500-$3,999_ 80 37 3,709 3, 570 139 3,037 508 25
$4,000-$4,999__ _ 97 27 4, 358 4,139 219 3, 686 498 —45
$5,000 and over.____.______. 148 19 7,686 7, 400 286 5, 165 2,321 —86

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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192 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST, 3 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasLe 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, 1935-36 1

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

P Percentage of fam- | Average amount for
Number of families Average ilies having *-- | families having —
Occupational group, family et sur-
type, and income class Reporting %leuﬂsc?tr
Eligible | expendi- — Surplus | Deficit | Surplus { Deficit
tures
[6V) ©)] @) “4) %) ® &) ®
All families

96 28 —$132 15 72 $27 $190
356 62 —48 42 51 38 125
623 88 —14 57 36 55 126
705 148 —16 59 34 80 187
579 151 5 61 35 120 197
$1,500-$1,749 - 679 159 22 62 33 156 230
$1,750-$1,999 - 652 163 35 66 32 190 285
$2 000-$2 249 - 447 139 86 68 21 239 281
- 440 137 213 82 18 321 261
................... 253 83 214 76 22 391 379
................... 222 68 452 04 ] 505 333
178 71 600 80 9 692 172
178 61 716 81 19 964 453
................ 261 48 2,144 20 10 2,512 1,191

earner
$250-$499_ .l 96 28 —132 15 72 27 190
$600-8$749. .. - 315 41 —47 41 53 39 119
$750-$990. ... 470 47 3 63 30 55 107
$1,000-$1,249 380 52 —26 64 34 76 224
$1, 250—$1 499 271 43 33 66 32 127 164
271 44 81 8 19 162 238
216 40 141 83 14 222 303
118 33 98 63 30 271 243
113 34 240 86 14 305 145
41 21 ~—61 48 39 31 196
$750-$999 153 41 —67 37 54 49 158
$1,000-$1,249 197 38 4 52 32 77 111
Sl,250—$1 499, 203 43 3 60 35 106 171
$1,500-$1,749 251 44 1 53 43 1686 200
$1,750-$1,999 e 256 38 —20 56 41 166 275
$2,000-$2,249_ - 177 41 139 6 21 237 204
$2,250-$2,499___ 151 35 222 84 16 200 178

Independent business and pro-
Jessional

$1,000-$1,249 70 27 —26 56 39 198
$1,250~$1,499 57 35 —135 37 54 141 344
$1,500-$1,749 56 27 —62 63 33 136 448
81,750—$1,999 66 38 54 62 33 213 238
$2,000-$2,249 49 20 57 63 34 232 281
$2,250-$2,499 55 23 308 96 4 341 475
$2,500-$2,999 73 36 187 73 24 380 371
,000-$3,499 51 25 501 96 4 529 216
$3,500-$3,999 56 26 688 84 13 830 92
,000-$4,999 50 23 813 80 20 1,088 285
$5,000 and over 125 26 2, 668 90 10 3,001 171

See p. 218 for notes on this table.
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TABULAR SUMMARY

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TaBLE 1-A.—Net surplus or deficit: Percentage of families having a surplus or
deficit, and average amounts reported, by occupation, family type, and tncome, in
1 year, 1936—-36—Continued

193

Percentage of fam-

Average amount for
Number of families Average ilies having— families having—
. R t sur-
Occupational group, family ne
type, and income class Reporting I()il(;ltfc(i)tr
Eligible | expendi- (=) Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
(63} 2) 3) [¢Y) (5) 6) @ ®)
Salaried business and pro-
fessional
$1,000-$1,249_ .. .. 58 31 —$6 53 34 $90 $160
$1,250-$1,499_ 48 30 19 65 25 116 226
$1,500-$1,749_ 101 44 —40 43 43 116 206
$1,750-$1,999_ 115 47 —54 56 41 130 310
$2,000-82,249 .. _._____ 103 36 —4 63 33 212 415
$2,250~$2,499_____________._..__ 121 45 136 69 31 356 360
$2,500~$2,999_________ 180 47 225 7 21 396 386
$3,000-$3,499_________ 171 42 437 93 7 497 352
$3,500-$3,999__.______ 122 45 559 91 7 632 239
$4,000-$4,999.________ 128 38 679 81 19 960 521
$5,000 and over 136 22 1,863 91 9 2,068 2,245
Family type: Type I
31 [} 72 17 50 48 160
100 14 —13 56 41 68 123
125 15 22 68 19 75 152
$1,000-$1,249 205 29 22 75 22 65 124
$1,250-$1,499 153 35 86 75 17 166 225
$1,500-$1,749 173 28 6 49 39 224 263
$1,750-$1,999 165 33 96 69 31 228 196
2,000~$2,249 106 30 200 80 15 293 230
$2,250-$2,499 96 32 199 85 15 327 548
$2,500-$2,999 49 13 390 85 15 479 121
$3,000-$3,499_ 49 20 502 93 7 567 424
$3,500-$3,999. 41 14 1,058 100 | oceemoo 1,058 (...
$4,000~$4,999_____ - 39 13 926 84 16 1,169 303
$5,000and over. ____________.___ 49 8 1,772 100 |—cooooooo 1,772 (oo
Type II and IIT
$250-$499___ ... 34 12 —188 8 83 24 228
$500-3749________ 143 23 —25 49 44 18 77
$750-$999___ ... 316 38 —21 58 40 48 122
$1,000-31,249_____ 284 59 —14 56 38 81 156
$1,250-$1,499 ... ...... 228 59 —43 48 48 104 192
$1,500-$1,749_ . ... 259 62 29 60 36 185 227
$1,750-$1,999___ z 226 62 —31 50 44 208 310
$2,000-$2,249_____ - 146 46 48 71 28 205 355
$2,250-$2,499__.__ - 144 52 274 79 21 394 183
$2,600-$2,999.__ - 95 31 237 78 22 400 356
$3,000-$3,499___ - 78 22 434 92 8 488 155
$3,500-$3,999_ - 57 20 308 90 10 453 88
$4,000-$4,999_ .. - 42 21 1,026 94 6 1,107 175
$5,000 and over_.____ - 64 21 2,022 95 b 2,154 431
Types IVand V
$250-$499._ . e 31 16 ~131 20 80 15 168
$500-$749__ - 113 25 ~-109 21 69 24 164
$750-$999_ _ - 182 35 —28 46 39 48 128
$1,000-$1,249 - 216 60 —54 48 40 98 254
$1,250-$1,499. - 198 57 —4 64 32 90 193
$1,500-$1,749. . 247 69 26 74 24 99 193
$1,750-$1,999_ 261 68 54 78 21 157 318
$2,000-$2,249_ 195 63 53 60 34 230 260
$2,250-$2,499._ - 200 53 177 82 18 266 217
$2,500-$2,999_ - 109 39 115 70 26 333 468
$3,000-$3,499_ - 95 26 440 96 4 485 545
$3,500-$3,999_ - 80 37 508 83 12 648 221
$4,000-$4,999 .- - 97 27 498 74 26 854 521
$5,000 and over ... ___.____ 148 19 2,321 85 15 2,975 1,301
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TaBLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 19356-36 !
[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]
Number of Household

families Aver- operation Puar- Con-

Oceupational um nish.- Anto- | Other | per. | Medi Tl | Sons

ccupational group, num- 3 uto- or- edi- _| ma ons
family type, and Report.| Der of | Total | Food Pi[,;)ug- Fuel, Ll;g; Oilgth' mo- m}’;s'_ sonal | cal Ialgcr:-‘ b’:g‘; Rl‘;‘:d edu- | and ?g::;

income class i | persons €% | light, ¢ 2 | biles [POT®| "care | care 0 ° 2 | cation| per-

Eligi- | ing ex- equip- tion
ble endi. | , Per and | Other ‘ment sonal
I%ures family refrig- taxes$
eration
(6 @ 3) [¢)] %) (6) (@) ®) © | oy j an | a» | a3) | Q4 | Q8 { a8 | AN | a8 | 19) | (20 | (2)
Average money expenditure in dollars
All families

96 28 3.3 562 223 123 48 23 11 51 6 9 11 25 7 12 5 2 5 1
356 62 3.2 670 269 114 84 29 23 58 10 4 14 35 1 17 7 2 9 4
623 88 3.5 801 328 149 79 41 25 72 46 7 21 43 24 22 9 4 17 4
705 148 3.2 1,117 383 175 20 62 48 102 55 14 26 55 27 28 11 9 25 7
579 151 3.4 1,306 434 181 100 81 73 123 82 14 29 86 33 29 13 7 38 3
679 159 3.5 1,525 508 210 109 101 68 151 100 15 31 75 43 33 13 12 50 [}
652 163 3.5 1,767 536 245 119 137 71 166 164 15 37 90 49 45 16 12 60 5
447 139 3.6 1,972 582 261 123 154 79 209 178 22 40 94 57 41 18 23 86 5
440 137 3.6 2,047 582 259 130 172 73 212 183 21 41 109 66 48 18 20 105 8
253 83 3.7 2, 387 631 328 144 226 72 261 249 25 45 9 75 44 22 40 130 4
222 68 3.5 2,643 681 316 148 278 80 298 298 24 47 114 100 57 26 20 141 15
178 7 3.4 2,967 705 364 164 325 93 319 322 20 55 153 102 52 29 31 226 7
178 61 3.3 3, 500 811 436 176 365 108 380 402 33 56 147 143 67 30 49 287 10
261 48 3.8 4,952 996 545 213 551 213 591 499 22 93 205 242 60 36 76 586 24
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Percentage of total money expenditures
Al families
$250-$499_ ... 96 28 3.3 100.0 39.6 2L.9 8.5 4.1 2.0 9.1 1.1 1.6 2.0 4.4 L2 2.1 0.9 0.4 0.9 . 2
$500-$749. _ 356 62 3.2 100.0 40.2 17.1 9.6 4.3 3.4 8.7 1.4 .8 2.1 5.3 1.6 2.5 Lo .3 1.3 .6
$750-$999__ 623 3.5 100.0 36.8 16.7 8.9 4.6 2.8 8.1 5.2 .8 2.4 4.8 2.7 2.5 1.0 .4 L9 .4
$1,000-$1,249. 705 148 3.2 100.0 34.3 15.7 8.1 5.6 4.3 9.1 4.9 1.3 2.3 4.9 2.4 2.5 L0 .8 2.2 .8
$1,250-$1,409. ... 579 151 3.4 100.0 33.2 13.9 7.7 6.2 5.6 9.4 6.3 1.1 2.2 5.1 2.5 2.2 1.0 .5 2.9 .2
$1,500-$1,749_________ 679 159 3.5 100.0 33.3 13.8 7.1 6.6 4.5 9.9 6.5 1.0 2.0 4.9 2.8 2.2 .9 .8 8.3 .4
$1,750-$1,999 652 163 3.5 100.0 30.3 13.9 6.7 7.8 4.0 9.4 9.3 .8 2.1 5.1 2.8 2.5 .9 7 3.4 .3
$2,000-$2,249. 47 139 3.6 100.0 29.5 13.2 8.2 7.8 4.0 10.6 9.1 L1 2.0 4.8 2.9 2.1 .9 1.2 4.4 .2
$2,250-$2,499 440 137 3.6 100.0 28.4 12.6 6.4 8.4 3.6 10.4 9.0 1.0 2.0 5.3 3.2 2.3 .9 1.0 5.1 .4
,500-$2, 253 83 3.7 100.0 26.4 13.7 6.0 9.5 3.0 109 10.5 1.1 1.9 3.8 3.1 1.8 .9 L7 5.5 .2
$3,000-$3,499. 222 68 3.5 100.0 25.8 11.9 5.6 10.5 3.0] 1.3} 11.3 .9 1.8 4.3 3.8 2.1 L0 .8 5.3 .6
$3,500-$3,909. 178 71 3.4 100.0 23.8 12.3 5.5{ 1L0O 3.1| 10,7 10.9 .7 1.8 52 3.4 1.8 1.0 1.0 7.6 .2
,000-$4,999. __ 178 61 3.3 100.0 23.2 12.5 5.0 10.4 3.1 109 115 .9 1.6 4.2 4.1 1.9 .8 1.4 8.2 .3
$5,000 and over 261 48 3.8 100.0 20.1 11.0 431 111 431 1201 10.1 .4 1.9 4.1 4.9 1.2 7 1.5¢ 11.9 .5
Occupational group; A verage money expenditure in dollars
Wage earner
96 28 3.3 562 223 123 48 23 11 51 6 9 11 25 2 1
315 41 3.2 668 270 111 64 29 24 59 11 4 14 35 2 4
470 47 3.4 873 322 146 79 39 21 72 45 7 20 39 4 8
$1,000-$1,2 380 52 3.3 1,116 392 167 88 57 60 101 49 14 25 56 10 10
$1,250-$1,499______.__ 27 43 3.4 1,262 445 147 100 69 85 122 77 16 28 70 7 2
$1,500-$1,749. 271 44 3.7 1,453 528 167 106 77 48 151 98 15 30 82 12 6
$1,750~$1,999 216 40 3.6 1,633 554 207 109 102 69 140 119 15 33 111 9 5
$2,000-$2,249 18 3 3.7 1,947 629 206 123 131 77 197 199 24 37 102 23 8
$2,250-$2,499 113 34 3.8 1,963 614 21 124 132 97 188 148 19 41 100 27 12
Occupational group: Percentage of total money expenditures
Wage earner
$250-$499. ___________ 96 28 3.3 100.0 39.6 219 8.5 4.1 2.0 9.1 1.1 1.6 2.0 4.4 1.2 2.1 0.9 0.4 0.9 . 2
$749_ - 315 41 3.2 100.0 40.6 16.6 9.8 4.3 3.6 8.8 1.6 .6 2.1 5.2 15 2.5 .9 .3 1.2 .6
$750-$999_ _ - 470 47 3.4 100.0 36.9 16.7 9.0 4.5 2.4 8.2 5.2 .8 2.3 4.5 3.0 2.4 1.0 .5 19 .7
$1,000-$1,249. - 330 52 3.3 100.0 35.1 15.0 7.9 5.1 5.4 9.1 4.4 1.2 2.2 5.0 2.7 2.4 .9 .9 18 .9
$1,250-$1,499._____.. 271 43 3.4 100.0 35.3 11.6 7.9 5.5 5.1 9.7 6.1 1.3 2.2 5.5 3.2 2.3 .9 .6 2.6 .2
$1,500-$1,749 271 44 3.7 100.0 36.5 1L.5 7.3 5.3 3.3| 1.4 6.7 1.0 2.1 5.6 2.5 1.9 .8 .8 3.9 .4
$1,750-$1,999. 216 40 3.6 100.0 34.0 12.7 6.7 6.2 4.2 8.6 7.3 .9 2.0 6.8 2.8 2.7 .8 .6 3.4 .3
2,000-52,249 —- 118 33 3.7 100.0 32.3 10.6 6.3 6.7 401 101} 10.3 1.2 1.9 5.2 2.3 1.8 .9 1.2 4.8 .4
$2,250 $2,499.... . __ 113 34 3.8 100.0 31.3 10.7 6.3 6.7 4.9 9.6 7.5 1.0 2.1 5.1 4.4 2.9 1.0 1.4 4.5 .6
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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 Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Occupationsl b nish. Auto- | OB} par. | Mo i | Sons
ccupational group, num- 3 | Auto- | Per- edi- _ .| ma ions
family type, and Report.] Per of |i Total | Food Hi(!)lus- Fuel, ;x:lgds Cilgth ‘mo- t':’::_ sonal | cal I;?f“’ b’£o R&ad edu- | and (i)tﬂ:;:
income class Eligi- ingp ox. | persons € | light, Pt g | pile [P care | care on | bacco 2 | cation| per- |!*®
- r and | Other | 810D tion sonal
ble pendi- per : ment
tures family refrig- taxes
eration
[6d) 2 3) (€3] ) (6) )] ® ® ) | ay | 312) | a3 | (14 | a5 | a8 | a7 | a8 | 19 [ 20 | (2D)
Average money expenditure in dollars
Clerical
$749_ ... 41 21 3.4 689 263 140 62 30 19 53 7 6 14 30 21 18 8 4 H| ®
$750-$999_. ___ 153 41 3.7 948 346 156 81 46 38 74 49 7 22 55 19 24 10 5 15 1
$1,000-$1,249.__ 197 38 3.2 1,111 377 180 92 60 27 94 70 17 30 60 23 31 10 8 31 1
$1,250-81,499__ 203 43 3.3 1,324 428 215 104 88 82 118 81 13 29 52 24 24 13 7 43 3
$1,500-$1,740_ _______ 251 44 3.3 1, 555 498 242 114 117 86 153 79 13 32 64 42 37 13 14 46 5
$1,750-$1,999 255 38 3.4 1,842 530 271 124 153 76 178 192 14 39 7 47 46 17 10 61 7
$2,000-$2,249. _ 177 41 3.6 1,925 570 265 124 151 77 211 170 22 42 61 61 44 17 25 82 3
$2,250-$2,499. 151 35 3.6 2,067 575 275 132 171 46 243 227 24 44 97 59 44 17 25 86 2
Percentage of total money expenditures
Clerical
$749_ ... 41 21 3.4 100. 0 38.2 20.3 9.0 4.4 2.7 7.7 1.0 0.9 2.0 4.4 3.0 2.6 1.2 0.6 20 ()
$750-$999__._ 153 41 3.7 100.0 36.5 16. 5 8.5 4.9 4.0 7.8 5.2 .7 2.3 5.8 2.0 2.5 1.1 .5 1.6 0.1
$1,000-$1,249... 197 38 3.2 100.0 33.9 16.2 8.3 5.4 2.4 8.5 6.3 1.5 2.7 5.4 2.1 2.8 .9 .7 2.8 .1
$1,250-$1,499. . 203 43 3.3 100. 0 32.4 16.3 7.9 6.6 6.2 8.9 6.1 1.0 2.2 3.9 1.8 1.8 L0 .5 3.2 .2
$1,500-$1,749__._ 251 44 3.3 100.0 32.1 15.6 7.3 7.5 5.5 9.8 5.1 .8 2.1 4.1 2.7 2.4 .8 .9 3.0 .3
$1,750-$1,999 255 38 3.4 100.0 28.8 14.7 6.7 8.3 41 9.71 10.4 .8 2.1 4.2 2.6 2.5 .9 Wb 3.3 .4
$2,000-$2,249 177 41 3.6 100. 0 29.6 13.8 6.4 7.8 4.0 1.0 8.8 1.1 2.2 3.2 3.2 2.3 .9 1.3 4.2 .2
$2,250-$2,499_. ... 151 35 3.6 100.0 27.8 13.3 6.4 8.3 2.2 1.8 1.0 L2 2.1 4.7 2.8 2.1 .8 1.2 4.2 .1
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Imi«g;;nde?t by,sinless Average money expenditure in dollars
professiona
$1,000-$1,249_________ 70 2 3.2
$1,250-$1,499 57 35| 82| Y| 18| 95| 03| 108] so| s8] 19| 3| | 90 3
$1,500-1,749 6 271 341l vse2| 96| 28] 1aj w9 70| 10| u3| 2| 32| 75 5
$1,750-51,999 66 81 351 y7i6| 26| 20| 12| 159 56| 10| 2] 19| 31| 8 1
$2,000-$2,240 L 2| 32 19s0| 55| 20| 124 193| 70| 177 230, 14| 3| 58 2
$2,250-$2,499 55 2 3.5
pmames BB H)m) B B Bl o8 B s g 8o
$3,000-$3,499 51 26 8.5 2577 647 | 288 143 | 309 721 314 307 30 46| 111 8
$3,500-$3,900. 56 26 3.6 | 2865 711 376 170 | 340 75| 305] 988 3 53 [ 101 3
$4,000-84,909.__ 50 2 3.6 || 3912 769 362 173 | 371 78| 37| 347 22 53| 140 17
$5,000 and over..___. 125 2 3.8 11 5127 | 1,034 608 2390 | 594 | 254 | 603 | 485 18 85 | 168 18
I'miepdende}zt bysinfss Percentage of total money expenditures
and professiona
$1,000-$1,249. _______ 70 27 32| 1000} 34| 183 82| 72| 32f 90| 47| 11} 22| 44| vr9| 22| 12} os| 32 .0
$1,250-$1,499_ 57 35 32| 100.0| 298| 135 72| 7.4| 60| 96| 81 6| 201 62| 26| 29| 10 3| 26 .2
$1,500-$1,749_ 56 277 34| 1000] 314 13.7 7.0 75| 44| 95| 72| 13| 20| 47| 40| 23 -8 9| 30 '3
$1,750-$1,999_ 66 38 3.5( 100.0| 307 122 71| 9.3 33| 031 95| 11| 18| 47| 29| 24 9 81 40
$2,000-$2,249_ .- 49 2 3.2 1000 285 133 63| 99{ 36| 91| 123 7l L7| 30| 29| 1ol 10 RAEER .1
$2,250-$2,490_________ 55 2 3.5( 100.0| s0.4| 121 6.3 107 1ol 1| 75| n1| 22| 42| 28| 24 .9 8| 59 7
$2,500-$2,909_ 73 36 3.7 100.0| 254 128 58] 85| 44| 105] ws| 11| 2ol 41] 37| 20 9l 16| 5.6 1
$3,000-83,499_ 51 2% 35| 100.0| 2.1 112 55) 120 28| 122] 19| 12| Ls| 43| a2] 21| Lo RANEY .3
e T T I H S I A T H R R |
$5,000 and over...... 125 26 381 1000| 21| 18] 47| 16| 29| 18] 94 4| 16| 33| 44] 11 6] 26 ans| .4
Salgricdfbus.imsls Average money expenditure in dollars
and projessiona.
$1,000-$1,249____...__ 58 31 3.1 1,130 380 184 9 75 42| 137 51 10 26 41 1
$1,250-$1,400_ 48 30 3.2 1,320 403 219 86 83 69| 136 76 16 28 70 5
$1,500~$1,749_ 101 44 3.4 | 1,614 487 247 108 | 113 72| 151 | 151 18 32 83 8
$1,750-$1,999_ 115 47 3.5 || 1,881 522 283 124 | 154 74| 194 ] 183 13 40 82 8
$2,000-$2,249. 103 36 3.6 | 2002 563 321 21| 17 88| 231 | 139 23 46| 158 7
$2,250-$2,499. 121 45 3.5 2,152 560 208 138 | 194 99 208! 174 19 35] 146 9
$2,500-$2,999_ 180 47 3.7 2,38 641 336 145 | 235 581 264 | 239 25 45 87 4
,000-$3,490_ 171 42 3.51 2,663 601 325 150 | 268 82| 202| 296 22 48| 115 17
$3,500-$3,999_ 122 45 3.3 3014 702 359 6| 3181 10| 326 336 2 56 | 177 7
$4,000-$4,999_________ 128 38 3.2( 3,612 827] 464 177 363| 120 393| 423 38 57| 149 8
$5,000 and over_...._ 136 22 3.7 4701 960 488 189 52| 175| 579 | 512 26 99| 238 30

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasrLe 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
o tional age nish- Auato-| Other | po [ ar o FOTI' ttﬁbu'
ccupational group, num- : uto- er- edi- mal ions
family type, and Report-| Per of || Total | Food }':[it[)]us- Fuel, 1mes Ci]gth' mo- t‘:fr?:: sonal | cal i:gg’ b’gg-o Rielfd' edu- | and Qttexxl;;
income class Eligi- | i persons 2 | light, C € | bile |P2 care | care C € |cation| per- |1
gi- | ing ex- equip- tion
ble | pendi- |, Per and | Other | Z0 ¢ sonal
tares family refrig- taxes
eration
Q) (2) ) [€)] (5) © (&) ®) ) Q0) | Ay | (12 | a3 | 149 | 15 | a6 | an | 18 | 19 200 | (21
Salaried business Percentage of total money expenditures
and professional
$1,000-$1,249 58 31 3.1 100. 0 33.7 16.3 8.2 6.6 3.7 12.1 4.5 0.9 2.3 3.6 2.0 2.3 0.9 0.4 2.4 0.1
$1,250-%$1,499 48 30 3.2 100. 0 30.5 16.6 6.5 6.3 521 10.3 5.8 1.2 2.1 5.3 2.2 2.7 L1 W7 3.1 .4
$1,500-$1,749, 101 44 3.4 100.0 30.2 15.3 6.7 7.0 4.5 9.3 9.3 11 2.0 5.1 3.0 2.2 .9 .4 2.5 .5
$1,750-$1,999. 115 47 3.5 100. 0 27.8 15.0 6.6 8.2 3.9 10.3 9.8 .7 2.1 4.4 3.2 2.3 .8 13 3.3 .3
$2,000-$2,249 103 36 3.6 100.0 26.9 15.4 5.8 8.1 42| 1L0 6.6 1.1 2.2 7.6 3.0 2.1 .9 11 3.7 .3
......... 121 45 3.5 100. 0 26.0 13.9 6.4 9.0 4.6 9.4 8.1 .9 16 6.8 2.9 2.1 .8 .5 6.6 .4
- 180 47 3.7 100. 0 26.9 14.1 6.1 9.9 2.4 1.1 10.0 1.0 1.9 3.6 2.9 1.8 1.0 L7 5.4 .2
- 171 42 3.5 100. 0 26.0 12.2 5.6 10. 1 3.1 11.0 11.1 .8 1.8 4.3 3.9 2.2 1.0 .8 5.5 .6
- 122 45 3.3 100. ¢ 23.3 1.9 5.3 10.6 3.4 10.8 1.1 .9 1.8 5.9 3.6 1.6 1.1 1.0 7.5 .2
- 128 38 3.2 100. 0 23.0 12.9 4.9 10.0 3.3 | 109 1.7 11 1.6 4.1 4.3 1.8 .8 1.4 8.0 .2
...... 136 22 3.7 100. 0 20.0 10.2 3.9 10.7 3.7 12.1 10.7 .5 2.1 5.0 5.4 1.3 .9 .5 12.4 .6
Average money expenditure in dollars
Family type: Type I
$250-3499__ . _____.___ 31 6 2.0 512 217 98 53 16 7 35 17 14 9 27 1 1n 4| ™
$500-$749_. - 100 14 2.0 665 249 112 59 31 46 70 10 4 12 19 11 21 9
$750-$999__ - 125 15 2.0 836 293 137 73 40 42 61 48 14 16 37 17 12 30 4
$1,000-$1,249. - 205 29 2.0 1,052 339 184 63 21 89 76 12 27 59 25 24 27 10
$1,250-$1,499__ - 153 35 2.0 1,207 369 187 100 72 94 92 91 12 26 43 25 30 49 3
$1,500-$1,749__ - 173 28 2.0 1, 565 421 237 96 105 113 154 132 6 31 108 57 32 52 10
$1,750-$1,999__ - 165 33 2.0 1,704 457 263 117 159 62 142 177 4 33 101 42 52 B ®
$2,000-$2,249__ - 106 30 2.0 1,847 466 276 117 160 85 205 191 25 41 66 56 45 95 1
$2,250-$2,499__ - 96 32 2.0 2,042 508 276 124 196 76 182 200 14 35 133 58 46 155 18
$2,500-$2,999______ ... 49 13 2.0 2,813 469 413 137 239 104 223 236 15 40 143 57 40 177 2
49 20 2.0 2,528 550 305 145 328 86 245 283 26 42 125 111 64 190 6
41 14 2.0 2, 486 403 283 136 297 100 246 316 4 55 103 91 58 275 2
39 13 2.0 3,260 628 474 157 341 88 296 413 10 52 108 168 84 406 2
49 8 2.0 4,055 735 425 259 571 177 394 533 15 55 60 110 54 634 2
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Percentage of total money expenditures

Type I
$250-$499___ .. ____. 31 6 2.0 100.0 42.4 19.1 10.3 3.1 1.4 6.8 3.3 2.7 1.8 53 0.2 2.1 0.8 1
o $500-$749__ - 100 14 2.0 100. 0 37.4 16.8 8,9 4.7 6.9 10.5 1.6 .6 1.8 2.8 1.6 3.2 1.4 .8
o $750-$999__ - 125 15 2.0 100.0 35.1 16.4 8.8 4.8 5.1 7.3 5.7 1.7 1.9 4.4 2.0 1.4 3.6 .5
= $1,000-91, - 205 29 2.0 |j 100.0 32.2 17.5 8.2 6.0 2.0 8.5 7.2 1.1 2.6 5.6 2.4 2.3 2.6 .9
00 $1,250-$1,499 .. ____ 153 35 2.0 100. 0 30.6 15.5 8.3 6.0 7.7 7.6 7.5 1.0 2.2 3.6 2.1 2.5 4.0 .2
L 173 28 2.0 || 100.0 26.9 15.2 6.1 6.7 7.2 9.9 8.5 .4 2.0 6.9 3.6 2.0 3.3 .8
165 33 2.0 100. 0 26.9 15.4 6.9 9.3 3.6 8.3 10.4 .2 1.9 59 2.5 3.1 4.6
106 30 2.0 100.0 25.3 14.9 6.3 8.7 46| 1L1| 10.3 1.4 2.2 3.6 3.0 2.4 5.1 .1
96 32 2.0 100.0 24.9 13.5 6.1 9.6 3.7 8,9 9.8 .7 L7 6.5 2.8 2.3 . 7.6 .9
- 49 13 2.0 100.0 20.3 17.9 5.9 10.3 4.5 9.6 | 10.2 .6 1.7 6.2 2.5 L7 . 7.7 .1
> .
49 20 2.0 100. 0 21.8 12.1 571 13.0 3.4 9.7 1L2 1.0 L7 4.9 4.4 2.5 T PR 7.5 .2
41 14 2.0 100. 0 19.8 11.4 551 1.9 4.0 9.9 | 12.7 .2 2.2 4.1 3.7 2.3 LY. 11.1 .1
X ,909__ 39 13 2.0 100.0) 190.3 14.5 48] 10.5 2.7 9.1 12.7 .3 1.6 3.3 5.1 2.6 1.0 |eeeaee 12.4 .1
$5,000 and over._._.. 49 8 2.0 100. 0 18.1 10.5 6.4 14.1 4.4 9.7 13.1 .4 1.4 L5 2.7 1.3 B oo 15.6
Average money expenditure in dollars
Types II and IIT
34 12 3.5 617 234 131 56 28 14 66 [ ... 5 15 31 9 17 7 2 31 ™
143 23 3.4 629 261 106 61 24 15 49 3 2 14 48 10 17 6 3 9 1
316 38 3.5 908 326 146 79 45 24 72 51 6 21 52 29 26 10 4 13 4
284 59 3.4 1,143 387 170 90 64 59 102 49 16 28 61 34 32 11 14 24 2
228 59 3.5 1,379 447 191 100 98 79 125 80 16 30 84 40 30 14 9 34 2
259 62 3.5 1, 513 513 196 112 111 68 143 104 15 30 57 41 34 14 10 59 6
226 62 3.5 1,840 523 243 124 171 90 178 201 10 39 73 55 41 16 10 62 9
146 46 3.5 2,024 557 279 127 182 103 202 182 21 40 120 56 38 18 9 85 5
144 52 3.5 2,022 558 264 130 194 88 208 162 18 37 103 76 43 18 g8l 111 4
95 31 3.6 2,351 631 343 149 256 71 226 258 21 43 66 84 53 25 9 113 3
$3,000-$3,499____.___. 78 22 3.4 2,780 669 395 154 264 43 304 384 16 53 133 101 51 29 17 137 30
$3,500-$3,999 57 20 3.5 3,216 736 406 170 367 102 308 391 23 50 234 108 63 27 12 215 4
$4,000-$4,999___ 42 21 2.9 ;1 3,202 798 505 167 349 128 324 294 30 51 143 149 66 28 27 221 12
$5,000 and over 64 21 3.4 5,146 983 505 188 533 140 538 565 12 84 262 353 71 46 43 773 49

XHAVININNS 9V I1QdVL

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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
Number of Household
families Aver- operation Fur- Con-
Ocoupational age nish- Auto- | Ot | per [ Med For. | tribu-
Coupationa; group, aum- Hous- ings | Cloth-| AU0- | trang. | Per- | Medi-ip o, | mo. | Read-| Tl | HODS |gepe,
family type, an _| berof || Total | Food : Fuel, mo- sonal | cal " edu- | and |
income class Eligi- 1?3322 persons Ing | jight, eand | g | pjlg |POrta-| Sore | care | 8tiom|Dbacco| img | oopion | per. | items
g quip tion
ble | pendi- | , PeT and | Other ment sonal
tures family refrig- taxes
eration
[¢V) (03] &) ) ) 6 Y] 8 ® | Q) | ay | a2 ] @3) | a9 | a5 | 18 | D | A8 | Q9 | 0 | (31)
Percentage of total money expenditures
Types 1I and 111
$250-$499 ... 34 12 3.5 100.0 38.0 21.2 8.9 4.5 2.3 | 10.7 0.8 2.4 5.0 L6 2.8 1.1 0.3 051 (%
$500~-$749.._ 143 23 3.4 100.0 41.5 16.9 9.7 3.8 2.4 7.8 0.5 .3 2.2 7.6 16 2.7 .9 .5 L4 0.2
$750-$909____ 316 38 3.5 100.0 36.9 16.1 8.7 5.0 2.6 8.0 5.6 .7 2.3 5.7 3.2 2.9 i1 4 1.4 .4
$1,000-$1,249_ 284 59 3.4 100.0 33.8 14.9 7.9 5.6 5.2 8.9 4.3 1.4 2.4 5.3. 3.0 2.8 1.0 1.2 2.1 .2
$1,250-$1,499_______._ 228 59 3.5 100.0 32,4 13.9 7.3 71 5.7 9.1 5.7 1.2 2.2 6.1 2.9 2.2 1.0 .6 2.5 .1
$1,500-$1,749_ ... 259 62 3.5 100.0 33.9 13.0 7.4 7.3 4.5 9.5 6.8 L0 2.0 3.8 2.7 2.2 .9 .7 3.9 .4
$1,750-$1,999___ 226 62 3.5 100.0 28.4 13.2 6.7 9.3 4.9 9.41 11.0 .8 2.1 4.0 3.0 2.2 .9 .5 3.4 .5
$2,000-$2,249. __ 146 46 3.5 100.0 27.6 13.8 6.3 9.0 511 10.0 8.9 1.0 2.0 5.9 2.8 L9 .9 .4 4.2 .2
$2,250-$2,499___ 144 52 3.5 100.0 27.6 13.0 6.4 9.6 441 10.3 8.0 .9 1.8 5.1 3.8 2.1 .9 .4 5.5 .2
$2,500-$2,999______.__ 95 31 3.6 100.0 26.8 4.6 6.3 10.9 3.0 9.6 11.0 .9 1.8 2.8 3.6 2.3 L1 .4 4.8 .1
$3,000-$3,499.________ 78 22 3.4 100.0 4.1 14.2 5.6 9.5 L5} 11.0| 13.8 .6 1.9 4.8 3.6 1.8 1.0 .6 4.9 11
$3,500-$3,999___ 57 20 3.5 100.0 22.9 12.6 53| 1.4 3.2 9.61 12.1 .7 1.6 7.3 3.3 2.0 .8 .4 8.7 .1
$4,000-$4,999___ 42 21 2.9 100.0 24.3 15.3 5.1} 10.6 3.9 9.8 9.0 .9 L5 4.3 4.5 2.0 .9 .8 6.7 .4
$5,000 and over 64 21 3.4 100.0 19.1 9.8 3.7] 10.4 2.7] 10.5{ 10.9 .3 1.6 5.1 6.8 1.4 .9 .81 15.0 1.0
Average money expenditure in dollars
Types IVand V
$250-$499. ... __.... 31 10 4.4 550 219 141 35 26 12 47 3 8 9 16 11 8 4 2 6 3
$749__ 113 25 4.0 726 300 124 71 35 14 59 18 7 15 32 13 13 7 3 8 7
$750-$999____ 182 35 4.5 900 356 161 83 34 16 80 36 5 23 32 21 21 7 7 13 5
$1,000-$1,249_ - 216 60 4.2 1, 146 419 175 93 58 57 115 43 14 24 46 19 27 11 11 24 10
$1,250-$1,499. . ____ 198 57 4.3 1,300 469 166 102 67 51 144 80 15 30 62 31 28 1 9 33 2
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$1,500-$1,749__.__..__ 247 69 4.5 1,510 566 207 116 87 36 158 76 21 32 71
$1,099________. 261 68 4.4 1,743 598 237 115 94 61 176 123 25 37 97
$2,000-$2,249_____.._. 195 63 4.5 || 2,001 665 242 122 132 58 215 167 20 41 88
2,250-$2,499____ .. 200 53 4.5 2, 087 635 A48 133 145 60 229 188 2 46 103
$2,500-$2,999_________ 109 39 4.7 1 2,450 704 276 142 193 58 308 248 33 50 89
$3,000-$3,499____._.__ 95 26 4.4 1| 2,59 758 258 144 263 106 319 236 30 46 094
$3,500-$3,999__ 80 37 4.1 1 38,037 791 376 174 310 84 364 275 26 58 121
$4,000-$4,999____ 97 27 4.0 || 3,686 891 390 187 382 108 438 444 44 59 164
$5,000 and over...___ 148 19 4.5 5,165 | 1,087 601 208 552 257 679 460 29 109 227
. Percentage of total money expenditures
Types IV and V
$250-$499_ . ___._... 31 10 4.4 100.0 39.9 25.6 6.4 4.7 2.2 8.5 0.5 1.5 1.6 2.9 2.0 1.5 0.7 0.4 1.1 0.5
$500-$749_ 113 25 4.0 100.0 41.3 17.0 9.8 4.8 1.9 8.1 2.5 1.0 2.1 4.4 1.8 1.8 1.0 .4 1.1 1.0
$750-$999_ .. _________ 182 35 4.5 100. 0 39.6 17.9 9.2 3.8 1.8 8.9 4.0 .5 2.6 3.6 2.3 2.3 .8 .8 1.4 .5
$1,000-$1,249_________ 216 60 4.2 100.0 36.6 15.3 8.1 5.1 5.0 10.0 3.7 1.2 2.1 4.0 1.6 2.3 1.0 1.0 2.1 .9
$1,250-$1,499. __.____ 198 §7 4.3 100.0 36.1 12.8 7.8 5.2 3.9 111 6.2 1.1 2.3 4.8 2.4 2.1 .8 .7 2.5 .2
$1,500-$1,749____ .. __ 247 69 4.5 100.0 37.5 13.7 7.7 5.8 2.4 10.5 5.0 1.4 2.1 4.7 2.3 2.0 .8 1.4 2.5 .2
$1,750-$1,999______.__ 261 68 4.4 100.0 34.3 13.6 6.6 5.4 3.5] 10.1 7.1 1.4 2.1 5.5 2.7 2.5 .9 13 2.7 .3
$2,000-$2,249__ 195 63 4.5 100.0 33.3 12.1 6.1 6.6 291 10.8 8.3 1.0 2.0 4.4 2.9 2.0 .8 2.3 4.1 .4
$2,250-$2,499__ 200 53 4.5 100.0 30.8 12.0 6.4 7.0 2.9 | 1L1 9.1 1.3 2.2 5.0 3.0 2.6 .8 1.8 3.7 .3
$2,600-$2,999______.__ 109 39 4.7 100.0 28.7 11.3 5.8 7.9 2.4 12.6 | 10.1 1.3 2.0 3.6 3.1 1.6 .9 3.4 5.1 .2
$3,000-$3,499___..____ 95 26 4.4 100.0 29.3 10.0 55] 10.2 41 12.3 9.1 L1 1.8 3.6 3.6 2.2 1.0 1.3 4.6 .3
$3,500-$3,999_ .. _____ 80 37 4.1 100.0 26.0 12.4 5.7] 10.2 2.8 12,0 9.1 .8 1.9 4.0 3.4 1.4 1.1 2.0 6.8 .4
$4,000-$4,999_____..__ 97 27 4.0 100.0 24.2 10.6 51| 10.4 29| 1L9! 12.0 1.2 1.6 4.4 3.5 1.6 .8 2.1 7.3 .4
5,000 and over_..___ 148 19 4.5 100.0 21.1 11.6 4.0 10.7 50| 13.1 8.9 .6 2.1 4.4 4.6 1.1 W7 2.2 9.5 4

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TasLE 3.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food al
home and away from home, average value of food home-produced or received as
gift or pay, and money expense per meal per food expendilure unil, by occupation,
family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935— 361

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

; Percentage of
Number of Average expenditure 7 Average
families for food purchased exgernf(tl)lotgr ¢ | value of gg)x;z%’e
food di-
Occupational A“,’:fgge home- ?g: l;,er
group, éaimily of all dpl'o-d meal
type, sznassncome Report- || family Away Away olrlcr%_ per food
Eligible | 10€ €X- food All At 1 hom | AV trom | ceivea | @XPendi-
pendi- home |y s | home | ome | as gift ture
tures g unit 3
or pay
[6)) 2 3 @ (O] ® (o) ® © 10 (11)
All families
$250-$499__________ 96 28 $247 | $223 | $219 $4| 98.2 1.8 $24 $0.070
$500~-8749__________ 356 62 297 269 267 21 99.3 W7 28 . 086
$750-$999_ ____.___. 623 88 351 328 314 14| 95.7 4.3 23 . 096
$1,000-$1,249__ .. __ 705 148 398 383 361 22 94.2 5.8 15 .120
$l 250~-$1, 499 _______ 579 151 457 434 404 30| 93.1 6.9 23 .126
$1,500-$1,749_ . ____ 679 159 530 508 463 45 9.1 8.9 22 . 145
$1,750-$1,999__.____ 652 163 549 536 494 42 | 92.2 7.8 13 . 147
$2,000-$2,249_..____ 447 139 505 582 518 64 | 89.0| 1.0 13 .153
$2,250-$2,409_____ _ 440 137 593 582 527 55 90.6 9.4 11 .151
$2,500-$2,999_______ 253 83 845 631 556 76 | 88.1 11.9 14 . 151
$3,000-$3,499____ .. _ 222 68 691 681 623 581 9L5 8.6 10 . 164
$3,500-$3,090_______ 178 71 719 705 642 63 911 8.9 14 . 166
$4,000-$4,999_______ 178 61 846 811 711 100 | 87.7 | 12.3 35 .174
$5 000 and over.__. 261 48 1,021 996 898 98 | 90.2 9.8 25 .195
Occupationael! group:
Wage earner
96 28 247 223 219 4 98.2 1.8 24 .070
318 41 299 270 268 2 99.3 7 29 . 087
470 47 347 322 309 13 96.0 4.0 25 . 096
380 52 414 392 364 28 92.9 7.1 22 . 120
271 43 478 445 411 34 92. 4 7.6 33 .125
271 44 556 528 491 37 93.0 7.0 28 . 145
216 40 566 554 518 36 93.5 6.5 12 .153
118 33 642 629 572 57 | 90.9 9.1 13 .162
113 34 624 614 544 70 88.6 11.4 10 .161
41 21 279 263 258 51 98.1 1.9 16 .081
153 41 360 346 327 191 94.5 5.5 14 . 097
197 38 382 377 363 14 ] 96.3 3.7 5 .121
203 43 439 428 402 26| 93.9 6.1 11 124
251 44 511 498 451 47 | 90.6 9.4 13 .148
$1,750-$1,999____ ___ 255 38 541 530 485 45 91.5 8.5 11 . 146
$2,000-82,249. .. __. 177 41 577 570 498 72| 87.4 12.6 7 . 149
$2,250-$2,499_____ _ 151 35 578 575 519 56 | 90.3 9.7 3 .139
Independent busi-
ness and profes-
sional
$1,000-$1,249 70 27 363 355 339 16 | 95.5 4.5 8 111
$1,250-$1,499___ 57 35 441 428 398 30 93.0 7.0 13 .132
$1,500—$1,749_‘ - 56 27 501 496 443 53| 80.3 10.7 5 . 143
$1,750-$1, 66 38 534 526 471 55 89.5 10.5 8 . 146
$2 000—$2 249 49 29 568 555 491 64| 88.5| 115 13 . 159
$2,250~$2,409_______ 56 23 589 584 527 57 | 9.4 8.6 5 .152
$2,500-$2,999___ 73 36 619 608 540 68 | 8.8} 11.2 11 L 144
$3,000-$3,499___ 51 26 660 647 600 47 1 92.7 7.3 13 .158
$3,500-$3,999___ 56 26 741 711 677 341 95.2 4.8 30 157
$4,000-$4,999___ 50 23 775 769 680 89| 838.4| 116 6 .181
$5.000 and over____ 125 26 1,064 | 1,034 940 94! 90.9 9.1 30 .193

See p. 218 for notes on this table.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 203

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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

s Percentage of
Number of Average expenditure Average | Average
families for food purchased ex&c;nf%iotgre value of | money
X Average food |expendi-
Occupational valae home- | ture per
R group, éapuly of all dpro-d mt;,ald
ype, and income _ 3 uced | per foo
class . l}sg%;t_ “;g(l)gy At |Away| . 1Away| orre- |expendi
Eligible pendi- All home from home from | ceived ture
tures home home | as gift unit
or pay
[¢)] (2) (&) @ (5 6) 0] 8) 9 (10) (€3]
Salaried business
and professional
$1,000-$1,249_______ 58 31 $390 | $380 | $362 $18 | 05.3 4.7 $10 $0. 125
$1,250-$1,499_______ 48 30 430 403 37 92.5 7.5 27 .126
$1,500-$1,749_______ 101 44 523 487 431 56 | 885 11.5 36 .136
$1,750-$1,999_______ 115 47 544 522 486 36 93.1 6.9 22 .138
$2 000—$2 249 ... 103 36 588 563 503 60 | 89.3 10.7 25 . 147
$2,250-$2,499_______ 121 45 584 560 523 37 93.4 6.6 24 . 155
$2,500-$2,999_____._ 180 47 656 641 563 78| 8.8 12.2 15 .154
X $3,499_______ 171 42 700 691 630 61 91.2 8.8 9 . 166
$3,500-$3,999____.__ 122 45 708 702 625 77 89.0 11.0 6 .171
$4,000-$4,999_______ 128 38 873 827 723 104 | 87.4 12.6 46 .17
$5,000 and over____ 136 22 979 960 859 101 | 89.5 10.5 19 .197
Family type: Type I
__________ 31 6 224 217 217 ™) 100.0 .1 7 . 096
$500-3749. ______._ . 100 14 267 249 247 99.2 .8 18 . 116
$750-8099. ___ ... 125 15 318 293 272 21| 92.8 7.2 25 137
$1,000-$1,249 .. ___ 205 29 350 339 321 18| 94.7 5.3 11 .152
$1,250-$1,499 ______ 153 35 380 369 342 27| 92.7 7.3 11 L 157
$1,500-$1,749___ ____ 173 28 452 421 372 49 88. 4 1.6 31 L181
$1,750-$1,999_______ 165 33 458 457 419 38 91.7 8.3 1 . 189
$2,000-$2,249_______ 106 30 483 466 381 85| 81.8 | 18.2 17 1195
$2,250-$2,499_______ 96 32 522 508 458 50 | 89.7 | 10.3 14 . 208
$2,500-$2,999_______ 49 13 476 469 398 71 84.9 15.1 7 .188
$3,000-$3,499_______ 49 20 565 550 507 43 92,2 7.8 5 . 189
$3 500—$3,999 _______ 41 14 493 493 446 47 | 90.5 9.5 | ... .174
$4,999_ ______ 39 13 632 628 564 64 89.8 10.2 4 . 210
$5 000 and over.._._ 49 8 M 735 701 341 95.4 4.6 36 .233
Types II and 111
$250-$499__________ 34 12 251 234 227 7] 97.0 3.0 17 . 066
$500-$749______ 143 23 299 261 260 1 99. 6 .4 38 . 076
$750-$999______ 316 38 348 326 312 14| 957 4.3 22 . 092
$1,000-$1,249___ 284 59 390 387 3 23 | 94.1 5.9 13 .114
$l 250-$1,499__ 228 59 474 447 415 32| 92.8 7.2 27 .122
$1,500-$1, 749‘_‘ 259 62 530 513 467 46 | 91.0 9.0 17 . 141
$1, 750—$1 999___ 226 62 532 523 493 30 [ 94.3 5.7 9 . 136
$2, 000—$2 249 ____ 146 46 564 557 512 45 | 91.9 8.1 7 . 148
$2,250—$2,499_ . 144 52 576 558 514 4 | 92.1 7.9 18 . 146
$2,500-$2,999___ 95 31 645 631 557 74 88.3 11.7 14 . 152
$3,000-$3,499. __ 78 22 676 669 623 46 | 93.1 6.9 7 . 165
$3,500-$3,999___ 57 20 751 736 682 54 | 92.7 7.3 15 .173
$4,000-$4,999__ 42 21 823 798 711 87 | 89.1 10.9 25 179
$5,000 and over._.. 64 21 1,008 983 873 110 | 88.8 | 11.2 25 .216
Types IVand V
$250-$499_______... 31 10 268 219 213 6| 97.3 2.7 49 . 049
$500-$749__ 113 25 326 300 295 5| 983 17 26 .073
$750-$999____ 182 35 377 356 346 10| 97.2 2.8 21 . 076
$1,000-51,249_ 216 60 439 419 395 24 | 94.3 5.7 20 . 097
$1,250-$1,499 . ___ 198 57 496 469 439 30| 93.6 6.4 27 . 106
$1,500-81,749_______ 247 69 587 566 524 42 92.6 7.4 21 .123
$1,750-$1,999___ 261 68 622 598 544 54 | 910 9.0 24 .129
$2,000-$2,249___ 195 63 681 665 597 68 | 80.8 10.2 16 . 134
$2,250-$2,499. 200 53 639 635 570 65 | 89.8 10.2 4 .127
$2,500-$2,999_______ 109 39 720 704 626 78 | 88.9 1.1 16 L134
$3,000-$3,499_______ 95 26 ! 773 758 683 751 90.1 9.9 15 . 150
$3,500-$3,999_ 80 37 811 791 713 78 | 90.1 9.9 20 . 158
$4,000-$4,999___ 97 27 | 942 891 771 120 | 86.5| 13.5 51 . 157
$5,000 and over_.._ 148 19 0 1,107 ' 1,087 973 114 1 89.5 10. 5 20 .174

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

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



204 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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

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

Number of Aver- | Aver- i 1
families age age Average value of housing secured Per-
value | ex- |4 cqp praty
Occupational h([)){lgillllg p}egrse age With money ex- Without ° inogus-
%§(};p’a§;‘(§“i‘:1¥ Re- (| plus | fuel, ‘:)?1;11‘;’ penditure money expenditure S;’éﬂ:_‘e A
come class gl |port- 1l fuel, |light, |3 0 without
iple |8 €x- tight, | and ing
g pendi-|| and re- | refrig-| 1°8 | All | Fam-|OQther| Owned| Rent money
tures || friger- | era- hous-| ily | hous-| Total| Waedlo "oy lexpend-
: ! : home 4 ¥ | iture &
ation | tion ing |home?| ing 3 or gift | 1ture
(¢)] 2 ® ) G | ® M6 | ® e ay | 12 | 3
All families
96 28 $195 $48 $8 $8 | ... 6.1
356 62 201 64 19 10 $9 14.3
- 623 88 257 79 25 17 8 14.4
$1,000-$1,249____ 705 148 296 90 30 29 1 14.6
$1,250-$1,499____ 579 151 334 100 | 232 181 178 3 52 46 6 22.0
$1,500-$1,749____ 679 159 394 109 | 283 210 210 [ (™ 73 73 |eeo .. 25.8
$1,750-$1,999_ ... 652 163 434 119 | 314 245 | 245 | (*) 69 68 1 22.0
$2,000-$2,249. . _ 447 139 472 123 1 348 | 261 259 2 87 84 3 25.0
$2,250-$2,499. . _ 440 137 498 130 | 368 259 | 257 2 109 99 10 29.6
$2,500-$2,999...__ 253 83 612 144 | 467 | 328 | 317 11 139 127 12 29.8
$3,000-$3,499____ 222 68 630 148 | 481 316 | 312 4 165 135 30 34.3
$3,600-$3,999__._ 178 71 695 164 531 364 | 355 9 167 152 15 31. 4
$4,000-34,999_. __ 178 61 802 176 | 625 | 436 | 413 23 189 163 26 30.2
$5,000 and over_ 261 48 1,123 213 | 908 545 503 42 | 363 363 [cceo.._ 40.0
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
96 28 195 48 131 123 8 -3 O 6.1
315 41 200 64 131 111 20 10 10 15.2
470 47 254 79 171 146 25 17 14.6
1,000-$1,249_ __ 380 52 284 88 195 167 165 2 28 28 laeeco = 14.4
1,250-$1,499____ 271 43 306 100 204 147 141 6 56 45 11 27.9
1,500-$1,749. .. 271 44 354 106 245 167 167 (&) 78 31.8
1,750-$1,909____ 216 40 391 109 280 207 207 (.. . 73 26.1
2,000-$2,249_ 118 33 439 123 | 315 | 206 | 204 2 109 34.6
2,260~-$2,499____ 113 34 483 124 359 211 211 (&) 148 41.2
Clerical
41 21 216 62 151 140 11 7.3
153 41 269 81 182 156 26 14.4
197 38 304 92 211 180 31 14.7
203 43 362 104 257 215 42 16.3
251 44 434 114 | 319 [ 242 77 24.1
255 38 458 124 | 334 271 63 18.9
177 41 475 124 | 351 265 3 86 4.5
2,250-$2,499___ . 151 35 495 132 | 362 | 275 273 2 87 24.0
Independent
business and
professional
1,000-$1,249____ 70 27 336 93 | 2381 207 | 205 2 31 13.0
,250-$1,499____ 57 35 383 103 278 | 196§ 195 | () 83 29,9
1,500-$1,749____ 56 27 424 111 312 { 216 | 214 2 96 30.8
1,750-$1,999____ 66 38 43 121 321 210 | 210 | (*) 111 34.6
2,000-$2,249____ 49 29 503 124 | 378 | 260 | 258 2 118 3.2
$2,250-$2,409.__. b5 23 518 122 | 395 | 234 232 21 161 40.8
$2,500~$2,999____ 73 36 600 139 | 457 { 308 | 302 6 149 32.6
,000-$3,499____ 51 26 601 143 | 457 | 288 | 287 1 169 37.0
$3,500-$3,999____ 56 26 746 170 | 576 | 376 365 11 { 200 34.7
s ,999____ 50 23 795 173 620 | 362 335 27 | 258 41.6
$5,000 and over.- 125 26 1, 252 239 11,010 ¢ 608 | 544 64 1 402 39.8

See p. 218 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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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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

Number of Aver- | Aver- {
families age age Average value of housing secured Peg.
value | ox- |, .| °§E age
Occupational hgxflgilllzg p(;grs 1 age | th money ex- Without ° inogus.
gtmlzp’at;?g”i‘g Re- || plus | fuel, ‘ﬁlﬁ? penditure money expenditure s‘;:lll‘:g 1
s(r:Io’l'l’Ie class mi. | port fuel, | light, |} without
ible |iNg ex- light, | and ing mone
g pendi-|| and re- { refrig- All | Fam-|Other Owned| Rent | ioney
tures || friger- | era- hous-| ily | hous-| Total| 3,07 °" las pay ex_gen -
ation | tion ing |home | ing orgift { 1ture
[¢V) 2 3) 4) ®) ® | @ ® 9 | Q0 | ay | 12 (13)
Salaried  busi-
ness and pro-
fessional
$1,000-$1,249____ 58 31 $314 $93 | $220 | $184 | $183 $1 | $36 $31 $5 16.4
$1,250-$1,499____ 48 30 337 86 | 248 ( 219 | 215 4 29 15 14 1.7
$1,500-$1,749____ 101 44 394 108 | 283 | 247 | 247 | (%) 36 36 |ocooo- 12,7
$1,750-$1,999____ 115 47 460 124 | 335 | 283 | 281 2 52 49 3 15.5
$2,000-$2,249____ 103 36 492 121 371 | 321 317 4 50 38 12 13.5
$2,250-$2,499___. 121 45 512 138 | 374 | 298 | 204 4 76 65 11 20.3
$2,500-$2,999_. 180 47 616 145 1 471 | 336 ] 324 12 135 119 16 28.7
$3,000-$3,499____ 171 42 639 150 | 488 | 325 320 5| 163 124 39 33.4
$3,500-$3,999___ 122 45 673 161 512 | 350 | 351 8 153 131 22 29.9
$4,000-$4,999____ 128 38 803 177 | 625 | 464 | 444 20 161 126 35 25.8
$5,000 and over. 136 22 1, 006 189 | 816 | 488 | 465 23 | 328 328 | ___.__ 40.2
Family type:
Type I
31 6 172 53 98 98
100 14 204 59 139 112
- 125 15 238 73 162 137
$1,000-81,249____ 205 29 310 86 | 224 | 184
$1,250-$1,499____ 153 35 341 100 | 238 | 187
$1,500-$1,749____ 173 28 386 96 | 286 | 237
$1,750-$1,999____ 165 33 458 117 | 340 § 263
$2,000-32,249____ 106 30 482 117 | 365 | 276
$2,250-$2,499____ 96 32 519 124 395 276
$2,500-$2,999____ 49 13 657 137 | 520 ) 413
$3,000-$3,499___. 49 20 855 145 509 | 305
$3,500-$3,999.___ 41 14 683 136 | 547 | 283
$4,000-$4,999____ 39 13 829 157 670 474
$5,000 and over- 49 8 1, 411 259 |1, 152 425
Types II and IIT
34 12 192 55 131 Y S U Y SRR SO AU S
- 143 23 174 61 112 106 5.4
$750-$999_______ 316 38 257 79 175 146 16.6
$1,000-$1,249____ 284 59 273 90 181 170 6.1
$1,250-$1,499____ 228 59 326 100 [ 225 191 184 7 34 28 [} 15.1
$1,500-$1,749____ 259 62 387 112 274 196 195 1 78 8 |- 28.5
$1,750-$1,999____ 226 62 430 124 304 243 243 [ 61 58 3 20.1
$2,000-$2,249____ 146 46 477 127 349 279 277 2 70 70 |oceeee - 20.1
$2,250-$2,499__._ 144 52 500 130 370 264 263 1 106 91 15 28.8
$2,500-$2,999____ 95 31 594 149 444 343 342 1 101 82 19 22.8
$3,000-$3,499..__ 78 22 631 154 476 | 395 394 1 81 81 [L__.... 17.0
$3,500-$3,999_. __ b7 20 713 170 | 543 | 406 | 398 8 137 114 23 25.2
$4,000-$4,999__._ 42 21 786 167 619 | 505 | 483 22| 114 114 ... 18.4
$5,000 and over. 64 21 958 188 769 | 505 | 490 15 | 264 264 |._._.. 34.3
Types IVandV
31 10 223 35 165 141 24 24 | ... 14.5
113 25 227 71 150 124 26 20 6 17.3
3 - 182 35 271 83 181 161 20 20 |oooaens 1.0
$1,000-$1,249____ 216 80 315 93 1 2201 175 3 45 45 (... 20.5
$1,250-81,499____ 198 57 342 102 | 239 | 166 | 165 1 73 62 1n 30.5
$1,500-$1,749____ 247 69 409 116 | 201 ) 207 207 | (%) 84 84 |..__.. 28.9
$1,750-$1,999__._ 261 68 425 115 | 309 ) 237 | 236 1 72 21 M 23.3
$2,000-$2,249___ _ 195 63 463 1221 340 2421 238 4 98 98 {_______ 28.8
$2,250-$2,499____ 200 53 489 133 | 355 | 248 | 246 2 107 95 12 30.2
$2,500-$2,999___. 109 39 607 142 | 462 | 276 | 255 21 186 176 10 40.3
$3,000-$3,499____ 95 26 616 144 471 258 253 5 213 164 49 45.2
$3,500-$3,999____ 80 37 689 174 | 515 376 | 364 12 ] 139 123 16 27.0
$4,000-$4,999____ 97 27 797 187 | 609 390 | 359 31| 219 172 47 36.0
$5,000and over. 148 19 1, 098 208 | 887 | 601 | 546 55 286 286 ..o 32.2

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown,
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206 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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

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

-
Number of || Percentage Av:;g.eg?oerx- Percentage of renters having specified |5
families of families ! falt)nilyhome facilities included in rent ? gw

2

Occupational § N g 8 o

group, family g @ 2.0 o [ESe

type, and income ] 2 & 28] & 1e€2

class o s " © B ;g a8 El|g o

2 |58 18|z | 8§ 218 ||y |22 8|58

2|g2 5 8| 818 |3 |E|5 |82 3% %282

— - 2

a4 |m S R | B (& |d &SI |B (5 |&|E°°

(¢)] @2 | ® @ | & ® | M| ® |® |0 an| a2 { 18) || (15
AlL families

96 28 [ 90 | $74 121 15 59 3 3 30

356 62 9 86 88 33 8 46 6 5 35

623 88 14 83 65 45 3 38 1 1 37

705 148 21 79 130 56 4 40 |..... 1 23

579 151 28 67 121 74 8 35 1 2 12

$1,500-$1,749 . __ 679 159 42 56 153 73 2 35 |- 12

$1,750-$1,999_ 652 163 34 65 177 74 3 29 ) N 15

$2,000-$2,249 47 | 139 (| 41| 58! 195 80 8] 30( ... 3 8

$2,250-$2,499.. 440 137 47 51 176 83 [.-...- 28 4 2 12

$2,500-$2,999. __._ 253 83 49 45 1 252 92| 10 38| 16 5 6

$3,000-$3,499. __ .| 222 | 68 50 | 42| 208 81 |..... 2 1] 1 13

$3, 900. 7| 178 | 71 61| 38| 301 81 |- 85| 4| 7

$4,000-$4,999_ ___| 178 | 6l 55 | 42| 359 I N 35| 14| 6 7

$5,000 and over..| 261 48 81 19 | 472 04 | ____ 40 18 6| ..

Occupational
group: Wage
earner
$250-$499________ 96 28 6 90 74 121 15 59 3 3 30
$500-$749_ 315 41 8 86 69 7 7 5
$750-3999___ 470 47 14 83 68 3
$1,000-$1,249_ 380 52 19 81 125 2
$1,250-$1,400_ .| 271 | 43 B 64| 82 9
$1,500-$1,749_____ 271 44 50 50 | 122
$1,750-$1,999___ __ 216 40 39 61 148
$2,000-$2,249_ ___. 118 33 59 41 172
$2,250-$2,499_ ____ 113 34 63 32 154
Clerical

41 21 18 82 | 159

153 41 14 84 56

197 38 26 74 117

203 43 28 721 150

251 44 38 59 160

$1,750-$1,999__ . __ 255 38 28 72| 175

,000-$2,249___ __ 177 41 38 621 196

$2,250-$2,499__ ___ 151 35 33 85 167
Independent
business and
professional

$1,000-$1,249_____ 70 27 21 79 | 194

$1,250-$1,499. ____ 57 35 45 55 148

$1,500-$1,749_ . __ 56 27 59 41 | 203

$1,750-$1,999_____ 66 38 45 55 | 167

$2,000-$2,249_____ 49 29 50 50 | 186

$2,250-$2,409_ .. __ 56 23 75 26 | 197

$2,500-$2,999_ 73 36 68 32 | 258

$3,000-$3,499._ 51 26 66 34| 213

$3,500-$3,999_____ 56 26 78 22 1 328

$4,000-$4,999__ .. 50 23 82 18 | 339

$5,000 and over..' 125 26 95 5

See p. 219 for notes on this table.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 207

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasLe 4-A.—Money expenditure for family home by owners and renters,
and facilitles included in rent for family home: By occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued

Average ex-

Number of || Percentage Percentage of renters having specified g .E"’.
families of families fagfilllsiehfgxl;:e facilities included in rent g 3
S
Occupational M ; £58
group, family 38 4 @ E 5| 8 EZe
type, and income &3 g & g2 g |gg8
class o |25 » b0 13 o = 5| & |28g
2 |58 8| 21| 8 218 .| 5 |38 & 53
% |82 | B | 5| 8|8 | 818 |g 8| 258|532
= Q@ Kl =y <
8 | ol |lm|& & 8|53 &8 |&8°°
[¢)] @ | ® @ |G 6 O ® | Oa| ay| a2 |13 (14| 15
Salaried business
and professional
$1,000-$1,249_ ____ 58 31 15 85 | $116 | $197 |.__.__{.-._. 81 (. .. 34 |___._ e 9
$1,250- $1,499 48 30 10 83 | 190 | 233 8| 21| 701 20 38 6 9 1
$1,500-31,749_ 101 | 44 24| 74| 174 | 270 |_.___|.._.. 70 |..__. 28 | _|oeo. 16
$1,750-$1,999___..| 115 47 30 66 | 260 | 307 5 4 74 |..__. 31 4 |- 12
$2,000-$2,249_____ 103 36 20 73 | 241 | 331 10 10| 90| 10 22 | ____ 10 6
121 45 35 62 202 | 354 | _____|-.__. 88 |_.._. U R I 9
180 47 41 50 | 249 | 409 1| 22| 93 12 37| 17 [ 7
171 42 46 45 | 228 | 429 9 5| 80 |- 23 | feees 15
Jlo122 45 53 45 | 209 | 449 | _____ 41 90 [ . 29 51 ___. 10
$4,000-$4,999_____ 128 38 45 52 | 368 | 550 24 13| 87 [__.. 37| 17 8 8
$5,000 and over...! 136 22 68 32| 380 | 650 21 |- 93 | ____ 46 | N 7 foemnee
Family type:
Type I
$250-$499 31 L 3 | 10010 ____

$1,000-81,24!

IR
ot
I
12
=
1=
N
@
~
3
%o
&

$1,250-$1,409_ 153 35| 32| 61| 125
$1,500-31,749 .| 173 28| 84| 60| 157
$1,750-$1.000 .| 165] 33| 29| 71| 209
$2,000-$2.240_ .| 106 | 30|l 37| 63| 230
$2,250-$2,400 .| 96| 32| 51| 49| 196
$2,500-$2,999_ - 49| 18] 48| 52| 319
$3,000-33,400 | 49| 20 66| 28| 275
$3.500-$3.909 | 41| 14 84 9| 254
$4,000-$4990 .| 39| 13| 64| 36| 379
$5,000andover___| 49 8 84 16 | 339
Types II and 111

$250-3409_________ 34| 12|l 100 |...__.
$500-$749 143 | 23|10 95 | 11T

$750-$999___ .| 316 38 13 82 85
$1,000-$1,249_____| 284 59 11 89
$1,250-$1,499_____| 228 59 17 80 131
$1,500-$1,749_____| 259 62 41 58 138
$1,750-$1,999_____| 226 62 32 66 174
$2,000-$2,249. . ___| 146 46 29 65 165
$2,250-32,499__.__| 144 52 38 58 178
$2,500-$2,99 - 95 31 35 52 298
$3,000-$3,499 . 78| 22 39| 55| 252
$3,500-$3,999. 57 20 41 54 [ 323
$4,000-$4,999_____ 2] a1 48 | 52| 384
$5,000 and over...| 64 21 74 26 | 436
Types IV and V
$250-$499_________ 10 20 70 74
$500-$749 25 14 86 79
750-$999___ 35 11 89 44
$1,000-31,249 _ 60 32 68 161
$1,250-$1,499_____ 57 39 59 112
$1,500-$1,749_ . __. 69 50 | 50| 160
$1,750-$1,999_ 63 38| 61| 166
$2,000-$2,249_ 63 51| 49| 200
$2,250-$2,499 _ 53 51 46 | 168
$2,500-$2,999 _ 39 62 36 | 202
$3,000-$3,499_ 52 39| 181
$3,500-$3,999 _ 37 62 41| 318
$4,000-$4,999._ 27 56 41 1 343
$5,000 and ovt 19 83 17 | 527
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TABLE 5.

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of items

of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

. Percentage of total
Number of Average money expenditure for household o
20 i pera-
families household operation tion expenditure
O?cu%?ti%nal gr odu ip y Paid lﬁoilsehold
amily type, and in- elp
come class .. |Report- Egﬁé’ x ‘ﬁ’é’ Paid
Eligi- | ing ex- || mogay land ro- Other an% 12.| house- Other
ble ];iendi- friger- | , Peroel}t— items 2 frigor- Iﬁo}d items
ures verage| age ol < olp
ation !y 5 ount | families ation !
having
(¢H) [¢)] 3@ () O] ®) Y] ® @ | (10 |1y
All families
$250-$409 _ ______________ 96 28 $71 $48 $1 9 $22 | 67.6 1.4 3.0
$500-$749 _ 3566 62 93 64 5 16 24| 68.8 5.4 258
$750-$999 _ 623 88 120 79 8 28 331 65.8 6.7 21.5
$1,000-$1,24 705 148 152 90 14 32 48 { 59.2 9.2 31.6
$1,250-$1,499____________ 579 151 181 100 27 40 54| 852 151 29.7
$1,500-$1,749_________.__ 679 159 210 109 33 51 68| 51.9| 157 32.4
$1,750-$1,999 652 163 256 119 56 66 81| 46.5| 21.9| 3L6
$2,000-$2,249 447 139 277 123 64 63 90 | 44.4| 23.1| 32.5
$2,250-32,499 440 137 302 130 72 64 100} 43.11 23.8| 33.1
$2,500-$2,999____ 253 83 370 144 104 73 122 38.9| 281 | 33.0
222 68 426 148 153 91 125 | 34.7| 359} 29.4
178 71 489 164 190 94 135 ] 33.5| 389 | 27.6
- 178 61 541 176 214 96 151 | 32.5| 39.6 | 27.9
$5,000 and over_ 261 48 764 213 355 97 196 | 27.9 | 46.5 | 25.6
Oceupational group:
Wage earner
$250-8499_ ______.__.__ 96 28 71 48 1 9 22 67.6 .41 3L0
$500-8749 _ ______________ 315 41 93 64 5 15 24| 68.8 5.4 258
$750-$999_ ______.. 470 47 118 79 8 26 31| 66.9 6.8 26.3
$1,000-$1,249__ 380 52 145 88 11 27 46 | 60.7 7.6} 3L7
$1,250-$1,499____________ 271 43 169 100 21 33 48 | 59.2 | 12,4} 28.4
$1,500-$1,749____.______. 271 44 183 106 20 36 571 57.9| 10.9] 3.2
$1,750-$1,999__ 216 40 211 109 43 59 59 | 51.6| 20.4] 28.0
$2,000-$2,249__ 118 33 254 123 58 66 73] 48.4 | 22.8| 28.8
$2,250-$2,499____________ 113 34 256 124 33 36 99 | 48.4| 12,9 38.7
Clerical
$500-$749_ __ .. _eeeo_. 41 21 92 62 4 23 26 | 67.4 4.3 | 28.3
$750-5999_ ____ 153 41 127 81 10 33 36| 63.8 79| 28.3
$1,000-$1,249._ 197 38 152 92 14 36 46 | 60.5 9.2 | 30.3
$1,250-$1,499__ 203 43 192 104 33 45 55| 542 17.2 | 28.6
$1,500-$1,749__ - ceeenn 251 44 231 114 39 63 781 49.4 | 16.9 | 33.7
$1,750-$1,999__ . ..oo.._. 255 38 277 124 59 70 94 | 44.8| 21.3 | 33.9
$2,000-$2,249__ 177 41 275 124 80 59 91! 451} 21,8, 33.1
$2,250-$2,499____________ 151 35 303 132 68 62 103 | 43.6 | 22.4 | 34.0
Independent business
and professional
$1,000-$1,249 70 27 176 93 31 49 51 83.2| 17.7 | 29.1
$1,250-$1,499__ 57 35 209 103 35 44 71| 49.3 16.8 | 33.9
$1,500-$1,749__ 56 27 230 111 37 64 82| 483 161 35.6
$1,750~$1,999___. 66 38 280 121 70 68 89 | 43.2| 260 | 318
$2,000-$2,249 49 20 317 124 96 82 971 39.1| 30.3( 30.6
$2,250~$2,409_____.______ 56 23 320 122 11 83 96 | 3711 33.7| 29.2
$2,500-$2,999__ .. _._.._ 73 36 342 139 89 68 114 | 40.7 ] 26.0 | 33.3
$3,000~$3,499______ 51 26 452 143 184 95 125 | 31.6 | 40.7 | 21.7
$3,500-$3,999______ 56 26 510 170 201 95 139 | 33.3 | 39.4| 27.3
,000-$4,999______ - 50 23 544 173 225 100 146 | 31.8 | 41.4| 26.8
$5,000 and over...... coam 125 26 833 239 388 95 206 28.7] 46.6 | 24.7

8ee p. 219 for notes on this table.
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Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of items
of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tion, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935—-36—Continued

. Percentage of total
Number of Average money expenditure for household o
; s pera-
families household operation tion expenditure
Ofi'cupalztional gr odu P, Paid lllloilsehold
amily type, and in- elp
come class Report- 11: ut?:, 11: u};a%, Paid
Eligi- | ing ex- || motan an%l . Other an%l 2. | house-(Other
ble ;;:endi- frigor- | , Percer%b items friger- lﬁo{d items
ures ? verage| age of ? elp
ation | yrmount | families ation
having
(6] @ @) (O] (O] ®) [} ®) 9) 10) | (1)
Salaried business
and professional
58 31 $168 $93 $15 26 $60 | 55.4 891 357
48 30 169 86 28 52 55| 50.9| 16.6 | 32.5
101 44 221 108 46 58 67 | 40.1] 20,9} 30.0
115 47 278 124 67 68 87 | 44.61 24.1| 3813
103 36 291 121 64 55 106 | 41.6 | 220} 36.4
$2,250-$2,499_ . _________. 121 45 332 138 97 85 97 | 41.6| 20.2] 29.2
$2,500-$2,999_ 180 47 380 145 111 75 1241 381 29.1 1 32.8
171 42 418 150 144 90 124 | 359 344 20.7
122 45 479 161 185 93 133 | 33.6( 38.6 | 27.8
128 38 540 177 209 95 154 | 32.8| 387 | 28.5
136 22 701 189 324 100 188 | 27.0| 46.2 26.8
31 (] 69 o 2 PRI, S 16| 76.8 oo .-23.2
100 14 90 59 6 16 25| 65.8 6.7| 21.8
125 15 113 73 8 26 32| 64.6 7.1] 28.3
$1,000-$1,249 205 29 149 86 12 22 51 87.7 81! 34.2
$1,250~$1,499 153 35 172 100 18 41 54 | 58.1 10.2 | 3.7
$1,500-$1,749 173 28 201 96 23 47 82| 47.8| 11.4| 40.8
$1,750-$1,999 165 33 276 117 69 73 90 | 42.4| 25.0( 32.6
$2,000-$2,249. 106 30 217 117 61 62 99| 42.2! 22.0| 358
$2,250-$2,499 96 32 320 124 84 82 112 38.8| 26.27 350
$2,500~$2,999_.__________ 49 13 376 137 97 70 142 | 36.3| 26.0| 377
$3,000-$3,499________.____ 49 20 473 145 200 100 128 | 30.6 | 423 | 27.1
$3,500-$3,999___________. 41 14 433 136 170 100 127 | 31.4] 39.3| 20.3
$4,000-$4,999. . _._ 39 13 498 157 227 100 114 | 31.51 45.6 { 22.9
$5,000 and over 49 8 830 259 424 100 147 | 3L2| 5L1| 17.7
Types IT and 11T
34 12 83 56 2 17 26 { 66.3 2.4 3.3
143 23 85 61 1 7 23| 718 12| 27.0
316 38 124 79 12 37 33 63.7 9.7 26.6
284 59 |1 154 90 18 43 46| 58.41 11.7| 29.9
228 59 198 100 42 56 56 50.5 21.2 28.3
$1,500-$1,749______.______ 259 62 223 112 48 69 63| 50.2) 21.5| 28.3
$1,750-$1,999__. 226 62 205 124 78 77 931 421 26,4 315
$2,000-$2,249___ 146 46 309 127 82 68 100 411} 26.5| 32.4
$2,250-$2,499___ 144 52 324 130 104 78 90 | 40.1| 32.1 27.8
$2,500-$2,999___ 95 31 405 149 142 82 114 36.8 35.1 28.1
$3,000-$3,499_ 78 22 418 154 148 100 116 36.8 36.4 27.8
$3,500-$3,999_ 57 20 537 170 231 100 136 | 31.7 | 43.0} 25.3
$4,000-$4,999. 42 21 516 167 198 94 151 32.4| 38.4 29.2
$5,000 and over..._____. 64 21 721 188 359 100 174 | 26.1| 49.8: 24.1
Types IVand V
$250-8499_______________ 31 10 61 35 3 10 23| 57.4 4.9 | 37.7
$500-$749.___. 113 25 106 71 9 29 2| 67.0 85| 24.5
$750-$999____ 182 35 117 83 2 13 32| 70.9 L7 27.4
$1,000-$1,249 216 60 151 93 12 26 46| 6L.6 7.91 30.5
$1,250-31,499_ 198 57 169 102 18 22 49 | 60.4| 10.6 | 29.0
$1,500-$1,749_ 247 69 203 116 23 36 64 | 57,2 11.3 | 3.8
$1,750-$1,999_ 261 68 209 115 29 52 65| 55.0( 13.9| 311
$2,000-$2,249_ 195 63 254 122 53 59 79| 48.0( 20.9| 311
$2,250-$2,499_ 200 53 278 133 44 46 101 | 47.9 | 15.8| 36.3
$2,500-$2,999____________ 109 39 335 142 74 67 119 | 42.4 | 22.1| 35.5
$3,000-$3,499____________ 95 26 407 144 134 80 129 | 35.4 | 32.9| 3L7
$3,500-$3,999_ - 80 37 484 174 171 86 139 | 36.0 | 35.3 28.7
$4,000-$4,999___ . 97 27 569 187 2156 96 167 | 32.9 | 37.8| 20.3
$5,000 and over._.._..__ 148 19 || * 760 208 329 96 223 27.3 | 43.4| 20.3
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TaprLe 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 tncome, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

Number of families

Average mollleyhgxpenditure for

Percentage of total fam-

clothing ! ily clothing expenditure
Occupational group,
prryiic e Report- || AL | Other | Other
- ing ex- amily us- : amily us- : amily
Eligible pendi- mem- | band Wite mem- | band Wite mem-
tures bers bers bers
(¢} 2) @) @ ®) (6) () ) ()] (10)
All families
96 28 $51 $18 $17 $16 35.3 33.3 31.4
356 62 58 21 21 16 36.2 36.2 27.6
623 88 72 25 23 24 34.7 32.0 33.3
705 148 102 36 38 28 35.3 37.3 27.4
579 151 123 41 40 42 33.3 32.5 34.2
679 159 151 55 49 47 36.4 32.5 31.1
652 163 166 59 58 49 35.6 34.9 29.5
447 139 209 72 73 64 34.5 34.9 30.6
440 137 212 67 68 77 31.6 32.1 36.3
253 83 261 92 82 87 35.3 31.4 33.3
222 68 298 104 99 95 4.9 33.2 31.9
178 71 319 101 119 99 31.7 37.3 31.0
178 61 380 114 117 149 30.0 30.8 39.2
261 48 581 146 228 217 24.7 38.6 36.7
Occupational group:
Wage earner
$250-$499_ . _________. 96 28 51 18 17 16 35.3 33.3 31.4
$500-3749__ - 315 41 59 22 22 15 37.3 37.3 25,4
$750-$999____ - 470 47 72 25 23 24 34.7 31.9 33.4
$1,000-$1,249____________ 380 52 101 33 36 32 32.7 35.6 31.7
$1,250-$1,499____________ 271 43 122 36 40 46 20.5 32.8 37.7
$1,500-$1,749.___________ 271 44 151 49 46 56 32.5 30.5 37.0
$1,750-$1,999_ 216 40 140 48 45 47 34.3 32.1 33.8
$2,000-$2,249._ 118 33 197 62 60 75 3L.5 30.5 38.0
$2,250-$2,499___________. 113 34 188 51 60 77 27.1 319 41.0
Clerical
$500-$749__ 41 21 53 21 16 16 39.6 30.2 30.2
$750-$999__ 153 41 74 26 24 24 35.2 32.4 32.4
$1,000-$1,24 197 38 94 35 36 23 37.2 38.3 4.5
$1,250-$1,499_ 203 43 118 44 35 39 37.3 29.7 33.0
$1,500-$1,749. 251 44 153 61 48 4 39.9 31.4 28.7
$1,750-$1,999____________ 255 38 178 66 64 48 37.1 36.0 26.9
$2,000-$2,249. .. 177 41 211 79 74 58 37.4 35.1 27.5
$2,250-$2,499_ ... ___.__ 151 35 243 80 72 91 32.9 29.6 37.5
Independent business
and professional
$1,000-81,249____________ 70 27 102 37 37 28 36.3 36.3 27. 4
$1,250-$1,499___ 57 35 138 47 41 3.1 36.2 29.7
$1,500-81,749___ 56 27 150 52 56 42 34.7 37.3 28.0
$1,750-$1,999___ 66 38 160 56 61 43 35.0 38.1 26.9
$2,000-$2,249_ ... .. 49 29 177 60 63 54 33.9 35.6 30.5
$2,250-$2,499____________ 55 23 195 64 70 61 32.8 35.9 313
$2,500-$2,999_ . _____.__ 73 36 252 76 86 90 30.2 34.1 35.7
$3,000-$3,499 51 26 314 95 115 104 30.3 36.6 33.1
$3,500-$3,999 56 26 305 93 112 100 30.5 36.7 32.8
$4,000-$4,999_____ 50 23 347 114 111 122 32.9 32.0 35.1
$5,000 and over. 125 26 603 144 226 233 23.9 37.5 38.6

See p. 219 for notes on this table.
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TasLe 6.—Clothing: Average money expenditure for clothing for husband and wife
and other family members, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 19356-36—Continued

Average money expenditure for

Percentage of total fam-

Number of families clothing ily clothing expenditure
Occupational group,
G Rorort || iy | stus et | o
o - - 8 amily us- s am
Eligible | 3531 || mem: | band | Wi | mem | band | Vi | mem
tures bers bers bers
[¢3) 2 3 [€)] (8) 6) @) ® [¢)] (10)
Salaried business and
professional
$1,000-81,249_ . _________ 58 31 $137 $50 $56 $31 36.5 40.9 22.6
$1,250~$1,499_ 48 30 136 52 49 35 38.2 36.0 25.8
$1,600-51,749_ 101 44 151 59 54 38 39.1 35.8 25.1
$1,750-$1,999._ 115 47 194 66 68 60 34.0 35.1 30.9
$2,000~$2,249____________ 103 36 231 78 91 62 33.8 39.4 26.8
$2,250-$2,499______._.___ 121 45 203 68 72 63 33.5 35.5 31.0
$2,500-$2,999_ - 180 47 264 98 80 86 37.1 30.3 32.6
$3,000-$3,499_ - 171 42 292 107 94 91 36.6 32.2 31.2
$3,500-$3,999._ - 122 45 326 104 122 100 319 37.4 30.7
$4,000-$4,999_ - 128 38 393 114 119 160 29.0 30.3 40.7
$5,000 and over_.__..____ 136 22 579 148 230 201 25.6 39.7 34.7
Family type: Type I?
$250-8499_____ ... 31 6 35 18 17 Jeeeeee 51.4 48.6
$500-$749. - 100 14 70 36 34 ... 51.4 48.6
$750-3999__ _ - 125 15 61 32 28 1 52.5 45.9
$1,000-$1,249._ 205 29 89 36 52 1 40. 4 58.4
$1,250-$1,499_ 153 35 92 46 46 | 50.0 50.0
$1,500-$1,749_ 173 28 154 79 73 2 51.3 47. 4
$1,750-$1,999. 165 33 142 70 71 1 49.3 50.0
$2,000-$2,249_ 106 30 205 91 14 0 __ 4.4 55.6 1.oo____.
$2,250-$2,499._ 96 32 182 90 86 [} 49.5 47.8 3.2
$2,500-$2,999____________ 49 13 223 121 102 (... 54.3 45.7 foeem .
$3,000-$3,499______.______ 49 20 245 118 48.2 50.6 1.2
$3,500-$3,999_ e 41 14 246 17 47.6 52.4 |._o_____
$4,000-$4,999_ - 39 13 206 139 47.0 53.0 |
$5,000 and over_.____.__ 49 8 394 159 40. 4 59.4 2.0
Types II and II1
34 12 66 22 26 18 33.3 39.4 27.3
143 23 49 19 18 12 38.8 36.7 24.5
316 38 72 26 25 21 36.1 34.7 29. 2
284 59 102 39 36 27 38.2 35.3 26.5
228 59 125 46 42 37 36.8 33.6 29.6
259 62 143 54 50 39 37.8 35.0 27.2
226 62 173 67 65 41 38.7 37.6 23.7
146 46 202 76 74 52 37.6 38. 25.8
144 52 208 76 83 49 36.5 39.9 23.6
95 31 226 99 78 49 43.8 34.5 21.7
78 22 304 126 104 74 41.4 34.2 24. 4
57 20 308 105 133 70 34.1 43.2 22.7
42 21 324 129 116 79 39.8 35.8 24.4
64 21 538 179 243 116 33.3 45.2 2L.5
31 10 47 14 8 25 29.8 17.0 53.2
13 26 59 12 13 34 20.3 22.0 57.7
182 35 80 19 16 45 23.8 20.0 56.2
216 60 115 30 26 59 26.1 22.6 51.3
198 57 144 32 34 78 22.2 23.6 54.2
247 69 158 40 31 87 25.3 19.6 55. 1
261 68 176 44 44 88 25.0 25.0 50. 0
195 63 215 60 50 105 27.9 23.3 48.8
200 53 229 50 49 130 21.8 21. 4 56.8
109 39 308 72 76 160 23. 4 24.7 51.9
$3,000-$3,499______._____ 95 26 319 79 81 159 24.8 25.4 49.8
$3,500-$3,099___ 80 37 364 89 104 171 4.5 28.6 46.9
$4,000-$4,999__ . ________ 97 27 438 97 102 239 22.1 23.3 54.6
$5,000 and over_________ 148 19 679 127 219 333 18.7 32.3 49,0

See p. 219 for notes on this table.

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



212

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasLe 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and prep-
arations, and services, and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by occupa-
tton, family type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1936-36

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

Number of families

Average money expenditure
for personal care

Percentage of total
personal care ex-

penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- Tgﬂlet Toilet
i ing ex- " articles ; articles
Eligible pendi- Total |Services! and prep- Services ! and prep-
tures arations arations
) ) ® ) 5 ©) (@) ®
All families

$250-$499__ ______ .. 96 28 $11 $5 $6 45.5 54.5
$500-$749____ - 356 62 14 6 8 42.9 57.1
$750-$999_ _____ - 623 88 21 9 12 42.9 57.1
$1,000-$1,249___ . 705 148 26 12 14 46.2 53.8
$1,250-$1,499________ . __._______ 579 151 29 12 17 41.4 58.6
$1,500-$1,749_ .. _____.__..____ 679 159 31 14 17 45.2 54.8
$1,750-$1,999___ - 652 163 37 16 21 43.2 56.8
$2,000-$2,249_ 447 139 40 19 21 47.5 52.5
$2,250-$2,499_ 440 137 41 19 22 46.3 53.7
$2,600-$2,999_______ 253 83 45 22 23 48.9 51.1
$3,000-$3,499_ ... ... 222 68 47 22 25 45.8 54.2
,500-$3,990___ 178 71 55 25 30 45.5 54.5
$4,000-$4,999_.._. 178 61 56 29 27 51.8 48.2
$5,000 and over 261 48 93 46 47 49.5 50. 5

Occupational group: Wage

earner
$250-$499_ .. o.o____. 96 28 11 5 6 45.5 54.5
$500-$749__ ____ 315 41 14 6 8 42.9 57.1
750-$099______ 470 47 20 9 11 45.0 55.0
1,000-$1,249__ 380 52 25 12 13 48.0 52.0
1,250-81,499_ - 1T 271 43 28 12 16 42.9 57.1
1,500-$1,749_ oo 271 44 30 13 17 43.3 56,7
1,750-$1,999___ 216 40 33 13 20 39.4 60. 6
2,000-$2,240___ 118 33 37 17 20 45.9 54.1
$2,250-$2,499____.______________ 113 34 41 19 22 46.3 53.7
Clerical
$500-$749_ . ___.____ ... 41 21 14 6 8 42.9 57.1
750-$999_ . ___ 153 41 22 10 12 45.5 54.5
1,000-$1,249_ __ 197 38 30 14 16 46.7 53.3
1,250-$1,499___ 203 43 29 12 17 41. 4 58.6
1,500-$1,749 251 44 32 15 17 46.9 53.1
$1,750-$1,999 255 38 39 17 22 43.6 56. 4
$2,000-$2,249 177 41 42 20 22 47.6 52.4
$2,250-$2,499 151 35 44 19 25 43.2 56.8
Independent business and pro-
fessional

$1,000-$1,249__ ... 70 27 25 10 15 40.0 60.0
$1,250-$1,499___ 57 35 29 13 16 44.8 55. 2
$1,500-$1,749___ 56 27 32 14 18 43.8 56. 2
$1,750-$1,999__ 66 38 31 13 18 41,9 58.1
$2,000-$2,249 . ___._..__.__ 49 29 33 13 20 39.4 60.6
$2,250-$2,499_ .. e 55 23 43 22 21 51.2 48.8
$2,500~$2,999 73 36 47 25 22 53.2 46.8
$3,000-$3,499_ 51 26 46 22 24 47.8 52.2
$3,500-$3,999. 56 26 53 25 28 47.2 52.8
,000-$4,999__ .. 50 23 53 28 25 52.8 47.2
$5,000 and over__ .. ______..._ 125 26 85 50 35 58.8 41.2

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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TabLE 7.—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

Number of families

Average money expenditure
for personal care

Percentage of total
personal care ex-

penditure
Occupational group, family
type, and income class Report- ,11:3 illet thﬂlet
i ing ex- : articles : articles
Eligible pendi- Total | Services and prep- Services and prep-
tures arations arations
[€)) 2) 3) 4) () (6) &) ®
Salaried business and profes-
siona
$1,000-$1,249 58 31 $26 $11 $15 42.3 57.7
$1,250-$1,499 48 30 28 13 15 46.4 53.6
74 101 44 32 15 17 46.9 53.1
115 47 40 18 22 45.0 55.0
103 36 46 24 22 52.2 47.8
121 45 35 17 18 48.6 51.4
180 47 45 21 24 46.7 53.3
171 42 48 22 26 45.8 54,2
122 45 56 25 31 4.6 56.4
128 38 57 29 28 50.9 49.1
136 22 99 41 58 41.4 58.6
31 6 9 3 6 33.3 66. 7
100 14 12 4 8 33.3 66. 7
125 15 16 5 11 3.2 68.8
205 29 27 1 16 40.7 59.3
153 35 26 11 15 42.3 57.7
173 28 31 12 19 38.7 61.3
165 33 33 14 19 42.4 57.6
106 30 41 20 21 48.8 51.2
96 32 35 15 20 42.9 57.1
49 13 40 19 21 47.5 52.5
$3,000-$3,499___ .. __. 49 20 42 18 24 42.9 57.1
$3,500-$3,999___ 41 14 55 27 28 49.1 50.9
$4,000-$4,999_____ 39 13 52 28 24 53.8 46.2
$5,000 and over 49 8 55 23 32 41.8 58.2
Types 11 and 11T
$250-$499__ . _____ . _________ 34 12 15 7 8 46.7 53.3
$500-$749__ - 143 23 14 7 7 50.0 50.0
$750-8999___. - 316 38 21 10 11 47.6 52.4
$1,000-$1,249_ - 284 59 28 14 14 50.0 50.0
$1,250-$1,499___ - 228 59 30 13 17 43.3 56. 7
$1,500-81,749. _ . . 259 62 30 14 16 46.7 53.3
$1,750-$1,999_ - 226 62 39 18 21 46.2 53.8
$2,000-$2,249_ - 146 46 40 19 21 47.5 52.5
$2,250-$2,499_ - 144 52 37 18 19 48.6 51.4
$2,500-$2,999_ - 95 31 43 20 23 46.5 53.5
$3,000-$3,499_ - 78 22 53 24 29 45,3 54.7
$3,500-$3,999_ - 57 20 50 23 27 46.0 54.0
$4,000-$4,999___ - 42 21 51 24 27 47.1 52.9
$5,000 and over________________ 64 21 84 48 36 57.1 42.9
Types IV and V
31 10 9 5 4 55.6 4.4
113 25 15 6 9 40.0 60.0
$750-$999_ ___ 182 35 23 10 13 43.5 56.5
$1,000-81,249. 216 60 24 11 13 45.8 54.2
$1,250-$1,499 198 57 30 13 17 43.3 56.7
$1,500-$1,749__________._______. 247 69 32 14 18 43.8 56. 2
$1,750-$1,999_ 261 68 37 15 22 40.5 59.5
$2,000-$2,249_ 195 63 41 19 22 46.3 53.7
$2,250-$2,409._ 200 53 46 21 25 45.7 54.3
$2,500-$2,999_ 109 39 50 25 25 50.0 50.0
$3,000-$3,499_ 95 26 46 22 24 47.8 52.2
$3,500-$3,999._ 80 37 58 26 32 44.8 55.2
$4,000-$4,999_ 97 27 59 31 28 52.5 47.5
$5,000 and ov 148 19 109 52 57 47.7 52.3
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasLE 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families own-
ing and purchasing automobiles, average money expendﬂture for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935—36

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

Number of families

Percentage of all
amilies

Average money expenditure of

all familie

Occéupationgl. group, 1family R .

ype. and income class “ePOTL- || wning | Purchas- |Operation

Eligible mgng);: auto- | ing auto- | and pur- (z_peta‘n- P?rcgazse
i mobiles | mobiles | chase ion ne
¢V} 2 3) (€] (5) 6) @ @)
All families
96 28 12 5 $6 $4 $2
356 62 n 2 10 7 3
3$ 623 88 40 14 46 25 21
$1 ,000—$1 249___ 705 148 48 8 55 45 10
$1,250-$1,499_ .. 579 151 64 12 82 59 23
$1,500-$1,749 ____________.__.__ 679 159 63 12 100 68 32
1,750-$1,999_______ 652 163 74 20 164 98 66
$2,000-$2,249_ ______ 447 139 74 25 178 92 86
$2, 250—$2 499 __.__ 440 137 78 20 183 106 77
$2, 500—$ 999 e 253 83 83 24 249 130 119
$3,000-$3,499_ . oooeoao 222 68 89 37 298 147 151
$3,500-$3,999_________ 178 71 95 36 322 168 154
,000-$4,999_________ 178 61 92 38 402 191 211
$5, 000 and OVer oo 261 48 97 48 499 235 264
Occupatzonal group: Wage
earner
96 28 12 5 6 4 2
316 41 10 2 11 8 3
$750-$999 470 47 44 16 45 27 18
$1,000-$1,249 380 52 46 6 49 40 9
$1,250-$1,499. 271 43 66 10 77 62 15
271 44 66 10 98 i 21
216 40 63 18 119 73 46
118 33 70 34 199 75 124
113 34 69 21 148 85 63
41 21 19 4 7 4 3
153 41 29 10 49 20 29
197 38 44 12 70 54 16
203 43 58 14 81 52 29
251 44 54 11 79 48 31
$1,750—$1,999 ........... 255 38 81 17 192 116 76
$2,000-$2,249_ 177 41 79 22 170 94 76
$2,250-$2,499_____ 151 35 81 23 227 105 122
Independent business and
professional

70 27 56 12 53 45 8
57 35 78 14 117 76 41
56 27 75 13 113 85 28
66 38 70 26 162 87 75
49 29 96 31 239 126 113
55 23 78 12 144 102 42
73 36 86 24 276 173 103
51 26 90 29 307 174 133
56 26 100 38 288 170 118
50 23 84 32 347 188 159
125 26 95 48 485 238 247

See p. 219 for notes on this table.
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasLe 8.—Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families own-
ing and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-

836—Continued

Number of {families

Percentage of all

Average money expenditure of

families all families
Oc%upationgli group, 1Iamily Report
YPe, and income class ~eDOTY- || Owning | Purchas- |Operation
Eligible “;gng’;f auto- | ing auto- | and pur- Otpem- P urc}éase
r%ures mobiles | mobiles | chase on (net)
@ (03] 3) [¢)) (5) ©) ) ®)
Salaried business and pro-
fessional
$1,000-$1,249 58 31 58 2 $51 $49 $2
$1,250-$1,499 48 30 59 7 76 55 21
$1,500-$1,749 101 44 68 20 151 80 71
$1,750-$1 115 47 82 27 183 112 71
103 36 60 18 139 91 48
121 45 81 17 174 130 44
180 47 82 25 239 113 126
171 42 89 40 296 139 157
122 45 93 35 336 166 170
128 38 96 41 423 192 231
136 22 100 47 512 233 279
31 6 17 17 17 10 7
100 14 14 2 10 9 1
99 125 15 32 19 48 16 32
$1,000-$1,249 205 29 61 10 76 65 11
$1,250-$1,499 153 35 68 7 91 74 17
$1,500-$1,749 173 28 80 19 132 84 48
$1,750-$1,999 165 33 88 24 177 98 79
$2,000-$2,249 106 30 66 23 191 96 95
$2,250-$2,499_ 96 32 95 20 200 128 72
$2,500-$2,999_. ... 49 13 68 21 236 98 138
49 20 87 25 283 170 113
41 14 100 41 316 167 149
39 13 94 26 413 192 221
g 49 8 100 53 533 191 342
Types II and 111
$260-$499__. ... 34 ) 20 | O PN FIIURIPUN ORI O,
$500-$749__ 143 23 [ 3 P 3 b 2 D,
__ 316 38 43 16 51 29 22
284 59 42 6 49 41 8
228 59 63 12 80 57 23
$1,500-$1,749 259 62 66 10 104 77 27
$1,750-$1,999 226 62 78 23 201 116 85
$2,000-$2,249 146 46 70 24 182 93 89
$2,250~-$2,499 144 52 64 16 162 105 57
$2,500-$2,999________.__________ 95 31 91 31 258 143 115
$3,000-$3,499______ . ___________ 78 22 94 60 384 135 249
500-$3,999 57 20 85 45 391 156 235
42 21 82 27 294 152 142
64 21 100 48 565 248 317
31 10 20 | oo 3 2 T
$500-$740__ - 113 25 16 5 18 10 8
$750-$999__ - 182 35 41 8 36 26 10
$1,000-$1,24 - 216 60 41 8 43 32 1
$1,250-$1,499 - 198 57 80 15 80 51 29
$1,500-$1,749__ - 247 69 46 9 76 47 29
$1,750-$1,999_ _ - 261 68 61 16 123 83 40
- 195 63 82 27 167 88 79
- 200 53 79 22 188 96 92
___________________ 108 39 83 20 248 133 115
___________________ 95 26 86 25 236 144 92
- 80 37 100 28 275 176 99
- 97 27 96 48 444 207 237
________________ 148 19 96 46 460 245 215

125018°—40——15
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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

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

Number of families Average money expenditure for recreation
Occupational group, family . Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class ?:pgg ment for
Eligible pegn 3t || Total games Other!
an
tures Movies | Other! sports
1) [¢)] ® @ 5 ®) @ ®
All families
96 28 $7 $2 (‘; $1 $
356 62 11 3 (* ® 8
623 88 24 6 $1 2 15
705 148 27 10 2 2 13
579 151 33 13 3 4 13
679 159 43 15 2 7 19
652 163 49 18 4 7 20
447 139 57 22 4 7 24
440 137 66 20 [ 11 29
253 83 75 27 6 9 33
222 68 100 2 7 28 38
178 71 102 b1d 12 21 42
178 61 143 30 13 20 80
261 48 242 4 24 60 117
Occupational group: Wage
earner
96 28 7 2 ® 1 4
315 41 10 3 * 7
470 47 26 5 1 3 17
380 52 30 1n 2 2 15
271 43 40 14 3 [ 17
27 4 37 14 8 10 10
216 40 46 18 3 6 19
118 33 45 20 6 8 11
113 34 86 21 4 13 48
41 21 21 6 (] 8 12
153 41 19 9 1 1 8
197 38 23 8 1 2 12
¢ ¢ 203 43 24 1 2 2 9
$1,500-$1,749__ ... 251 44 42 18 2 b 17
$1,750-$1,999. 255 38 47 17 5 8 17
$2,000-$2,249 177 41 61 25 4 [] 26
$2,250-$2,499 151 35 59 21 1] 9 24
Independent business and
professional
70 27 21 11 1 2 7
57 36 38 18 2 3 15
56 27 63 10 3 1 49
66 38 50 20 4 5 21
49 29 57 17 2 8 30
$2,250-$2,499_ .. ... 85 23 56 17 7 12 19
$2,500-$2.999 73 36 88 32 8 12 36
$3,000-$3,499 51 26 84 24 8 25 27
$3,500-$3,999 56 26 86 27 16 16 27
$4,000-$4,999_. 50 23 114 32 14 24 44
$5,000 and over________________ 125 26 224 51 25 52 96

t See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
*A verage amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TasLE 9.—Recreation: Average money ewxpenditure for recreation of specified
types, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1936—-36—Continued

Number of families

Average money expenditure for recreation

Occupational group, family . Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class . Iitgpggctz ment for
Eligible pe%:di- Total games | Other
tures Movies | Other sgggts
[63] 2) (€] ()] ®) ©) @) 8)
Salaried business and
professional
................... 58 31 $23 $10 $3 81 $9
- 48 30 29 12 2 2 13
- 101 44 48 12 3 8 25
- 115 47 60 17 5 9 20
................... 103 36 62 22 4 7 29
___________________ 121 45 62 19 8 11 24
- 180 47 70 25 6 8 31
- 171 42 105 28 7 30 40
- 122 45 110 27 11 24 48
X ,900__ . 128 38 155 30 13 18 94
$5,000 and over_. ____.._______. 136 22 259 32 24 68 135
Family type: Type I
31 8 1 1
100 14 11 3
125 15 17 5 1
205 29 25 8 1 2
153 35 25 14 3 4
$1,500-81,749 173 28 57 17 2 7 31
$1,750-$1,999 1685 33 42 14 5 9 14
$2,000-$2,249 106 30 56 20 5 7 24
$2,250-$2,499. 96 32 58 20 10 9 19
$2,500-$2,999. 49 13 57 25 3 4 25
$3,000-$3,499_ . .. ... .__.._. 49 20 m 24 6 47 34
3, A - 41 14 91 20 12 16 43
$4,000-$4,999_ - 39 13 168 28 14 36 90
$5,000andover....._______.____ 49 8 110 28 23 4 65
Types II and 111
$250-3499_______._______ 34 12 9 3| * 6
$500-$749_ """ 143 23 10 31 ® 7
$750-$999. . ____ 316 38 29 6 1 2 20
$1,000-$1,249. 284 59 34 14 2 3 15
$1,250-$1,499. 228 59 40 12 3 3 22
$1,500-$1,749 259 62 41 13 3 7 18
$1,750-$1,999 296 62 55 20 4 8 2
$2,000-$2,249 146 46 56 20 4 7 25
$2,250-$2,499 144 52 76 18 8 15 37
$2,500-$2,999 95 31 84 21 7 13 43
$3,000-$3,499_________________._ 78 22 101 28 8 24 41
$3,500-$3,999 57 20 108 27 13 16 52
4, it 42 21 149 25 13 27 84
$5,000 and over 64 21 353 32 17 95 209
Types IVand V
$250-$499_______ . _____________ 31 10 11 1 *) 3 7
$500-$740_____________ 113 25 13 3 * 1 9
$750-$999 . 182 35 21 ] 1 4 10
$1,000-$1,249 218 60 19 8 1 1 9
$1,250-$1,499____ . ... 198 57 31 13 3 4 11
$1,500-$1,749_________._________ 247 69 34 15 2 7 10
$1, L999 .. 261 68 47 18 4 5 20
$2,000-$2,249____._____.___.____ 195 63 58 25 5 [] 22
$2,250-$2,499_ . ... .. 200 53 63 21 4 9 29
$2,500-$2,999_ . ceooo 109 39 76 32 8 8 28
$3,000-$3,499______________.._.__ 95 26 94 28 7 22 37
$3,500-$3,999__ - 80 37 104 30 12 28 3
$4,000-$4,999____ - 97 27 131 33 13 10 75
$5,000 and over__..___._._ 148 19 238 50 28 64 96

*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

CoLuMmBia aAND MosiLg (WHITE)
TABLE 1

1 See glossary, appendix B, for eligibility requirements.

? Money income is equal to the sum of money expenditure (column 7) plus net surplus or deficit (column 8)
plus net balancing difference (column 9).

# Nonmoney income from housing includes imputed income from owned family or vacation homes plus
rent received as pay or gift (average amounts based on all families, whether or not they reported such non-
money 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 expenditures
will be found in the glossary, appendix 3.)

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

¢ Represents the average net difference between reported money receipts and reported money disburse-
ments. See glossary, appendix B. A maximum balancing difference within 5.5 percent was allowable on
each schedule.

TABLE 1-A

1 A surplus represents an increase in assets or a decrease in liabilities, or both; a deficit represents a decrease
in assets or an increase in liabilities, or both.

1 Some families reported neither surplus nor deficit for the year; therefore the sum of columns 5 and 6
does not always equal 100 percent.

3 Since the average amounts in these two columns are based on the number of families reporting surplus
or deficit, respectively, they do not add to the average net surplus or deficit shown in column 4 for all families.

TABLE 2

1 The averages in this table include money expenditure for goods and services purchased on either cash
or credit basis. They do not include value of goods and services received without money expense. Aver-
ages are based on all families, whether or not they reported expenditures for the specified categories.

2 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.

2 Includes all expenditures for operation and maintepance (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.

4 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 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. Gifts do not
include gifts from one member of the economic family to another.

TABLE 3

1 Includes expenditures for board at school, which amounted to less than 5 percent of average food expense
for all families. Among families in the business and professional categories, it amounted at most to an average
of $46, at the income level $5,000 and over. For families of types IV and V, it amounted at most to $39, at
the level $4,000 and over.

t 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 based
on rental rate contracted for. Value of fuel, light, and refrigeration is included when furnished by the land-
lord and included in the rental rate. See table 4-A for percentage of families for whom these facilities were
included as part of the rent.

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

t Includes net money expenditure for owned or rented vacation homes, lodging while traveling or on va-
cation, 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 less than $1 for all families at any income level.

§ Percentages based on the average value of all housing (column 6).
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TABLE 4-A

t These two percentages do not always add to 100, since families that both owned and rented during the
year, or received rent as gift or pay, are not included in columns 4 through 7.

s Percentages based on renting families reporting these facilities included in rent at the end of the schedule
year.

TABLE 5

1 Excludes value of fuel, light, and refrigeration furnished by the landlord and included in the rental
rate. Fuel received without money expense is not included in this average, but amounted to less than 5 per-
cent of money expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration for all families with incomes of $1,000 or over.

? 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 member receiving such gifts. Qifts of clothing to or from individuals outside the economic family are
excluded.

2 For families of type I, averages and percentages shown in columns 7 and 10 are for individuals who were
members of the economic family less than 27 weeks, and were therefore not considered equivalent members
in determining family type. See glossary, appendix B, for method of classifying families by type.

TABLE 7

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.

TABLE 8

! To obtain the average expense of operation for families owning automobiles, divide the average shown in
this column by the corresponding figure in colurun 4 and multiply by 100,

1 To obtain the average net purchase price (gross price less trade-in allowance) for families purchasing
automboiles, divide the average shown in this column by the corresponding figure in column 5 and multiply
by 100.

TABLE 9

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

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

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

Numbifiregf fam- Average net income A
nY:;zg,e Average| Average
Occupationsl group, family expendi| ];ﬁfl:%l; ’;‘;tcli’;l'
type, and income class Report- Non- tfure iflor deficit | diff erg
Eligible! gggngxi: Total | Money 3 "100¢Y li%ril;:lg% (—) ¢ | encet
tures housing 3
2 (&) @ 5 © @ ®) )
AU families
Under $250. 280 29 $192 $178 $14 $214 —$34 —$2
$250-$499____ 1,041 140 370 14 376 -5 ~1
$ 1,095 140 608 591 17 580 12 —1
$750-$999. 518 122 849 817 32 783 30 4
$1,000-$1,249 218 96 1,111 1,040 71 1, 001 39 *
$1,250-$1,499_______.____.__. 75 39 1,383 | 1,288 9| 1,270 16 2
$1,500-$1,749_ _._____________ 14 12 1,613 1, 528 85 1,418 123 -13
$1,750-$1,999__ ______________ 14 10 1,893 1,910 -17 1,623 264 23
$2,000-$2,249________________ 17 11 2, 146 2,053 93 1, 554 470 29
$2,250-$2,499 . ___._._._____. 20 16 2,364 2,155 209 1,876 279 *
$2,500 and over____.______..__ 1 5 3,150 3,087 63 2,050 1,109 —72
Occupational group: Wage
Under $250_ oo 263 23 196 130 16 216 -33 -2
$250-$499 __ ... ... 973 88 385 372 13 378 =5 -1
$500-$749__ 1,016 92 607 593 14 581 12 *
$750-$999__ 468 77 847 822 25 787 29 6
$1,000-$1,2: 174 67 1,108 1,047 61 1,000 48 -1
$1,250-$1,499__ 56 28 1,377 1,304 73 1,203 94 7
Clerical, business and
professional
Under $250. ... ... 17 6 142 140 2 198 -54 —4
$250-$499_ oo 68 52 371 338 33 354 -10 —6
$500-$749______ ... 79 48 617 568 49 560 10 -2
$750-$999_ .. 50 45 862 765 97 740 34 -9
$1,000-$1,249________________ 44 29 1,122 1,013 109 1,005 6 2
$1,250-$1,409_________ ... 19 11 1,400 1,241 159 1,466 —212 -13
$1,500-$1,749__ - 14 12 1,613 s 5 85 1,418 123 —13
$1,750-$1,999 14 10 1,803 1,910 ~17 1,623 264 23
$2,000-$2,249__ 17 11 2,146 2,053 93 1, 554 470
$2,250-$2,499_ _ 20 16 2,364 2,155 209 1, 876 279 (&)
$2,500 and over.._......_... 11 5 3,160 3,087 63 2,050 1,109 —72
Family type: Type I
151 13 174 156 18 193 -36 -1
457 48 382 366 16 361 5 *
451 52 616 606 10 580 27 -1
183 31 832 801 31 762 29 10
75 26 1,115 1,037 78 1,033 5 -1
$1,250-$1,499__ ..o 12 7 1,380 1,301 79 1,272 11 18
$1,500-$2,249____ 7 7 1,911 1,797 114 1, 549 251 -3
$2,250 and over 6 4 2,482 2, 239 243 1,779 484 —24

See p. 241 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are shown.
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221

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

Number of fam- .

ilies Average net income Average Averago| Averags
money. | ‘neg sug- net balg-

Occupational group, family expendi-| :

type, and income class Report- Non- | ture for | Plus or | ancing
. ing ex- money | family | defieft | differ-
Eligible pendi- Total | Money from living (-) ence
tures housing
m 2) 3) @ 5) ©) @ ®) ®)
Types IIand 111

77 10 $223 $205 $18 $217 ~$10 —$2
339 51 374 365 9 379 —11 -3

292 44 593 581 12 591 -10 (&)
130 38 837 806 31 765 36 5
44 32 1,090 1,017 73 945 67 5
19 13 1,384 1,309 75 1,223 95 -9
16 12 1,843 1,753 90 1,344 412 -3
6 5 2, 347 2,160 187 1,879 240 41
52 6 198 198 | __ 269 —68 -3

245 41 401 383 18 399 —16 ™

352 44 609 580 29 570 10 [§4]
205 53 871 837 34 812 26 ~1
99 38 1,117 1,052 1} 1,002 52 -2
44 19 1,383 1,276 107 1,200 ~16 2
22 14 1,941 1,927 14 1,666 229 32
19 12 2,787 2,667 120 2,007 707 —47

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown,
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222 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasrLe 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 *

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

Number of families

Percentage of fam-

Average amount for

Average ilies having *— families having 3—
Occupational group, family !1]:3:1:1(1)11‘:
type, and income class Reporting|| deficit
Eligible | expendi- (=) Surplus | Deflcit | Surplus { Deficit
tures
1) 2 3) ) (5) 6 @ 8)
All families
29 —$34 2 57 $11 $65
1.041 140 -5 49 24 18 59
1,095 140 12 60 23 40 52
518 122 30 78 14 67 162
218 96 39 79 20 83 138
75 39 16 72 24 148 381
14 12 123 86 14 254 664
14 10 264 93 7 328 577
17 1 470 100} ... 470 foooo .
20 16 279 81 19 359 63
1 5 1,109 100 j_ooeeoo.oo 1,109 | ...
Occupational group: Wage
earner
Under $250- - oo oo 263 2 —33 29 55 10 65
$250-$499_ _ .. 973 88 -5 50 23 20 66
$500~8749. - <o 1,016 92 12 60 2 40 52
$750-8999. .« oo oo cmeeeeee 468 ki 29 7 14 65 150
$1,000-$1,249__ ... 174 67 48 83 17 84 121
$1,250-$1,499_ . oo 56 28 94 76 19 141 72
Clerical, business and profes-
sional
17 6 —54 | . 85 | o 64
68 52 —10 32 38 16 39
79 48 10 68 23 40 74
50 45 34 82 9 73 7
44 29 6 67 29 87 181
19 11 —212 58 36 177 872
14 12 123 86 14 254 664
14 10 264 93 7 328 577
1 249 ... 17 11 470 100 | 470 |
$2,250-$2,499_ ... 20 16 279 81 19 350 63
$2,500 and over________________ 11 5 1,109 100 | 1,109 ...
Family type: Type I
Under $250. ... .______. 151 13 —36 23 53 13 74
$260-$499. . .. 457 48 5 52 12 21 52
$500-$749_ ... .. _. 451 52 27 86 16 56 58
$750-$999. . ... 183 31 29 86 6 71 525
$1,000-$1,249__ ... 75 26 5 71 26 63 152
$1,250-$1,499... ... 12 7 11 72 28 197 471
$1,500-$2,249_ ___ 7 7 251 100 |-ooo. . 251 | .
$2,250 and over. 6 4 484 78 22 627 18
Types II and 111

Under $2560. ... .......__..____ 77 10 -10 42 47 10 30
$250-3499. . - . 339 51 =11 54 33 15 58
$500-$749. . . - 292 44 —10 52 30 29 83
$750-$999. .. e 130 38 36 74 15 60 61
$1,000-$1,249_____________.___._ 44 32 67 87 13 108 213
$1,250-$1,499. . _____._________ 19 13 95 79 15 171 270
$1,500-$2,249. .. _ 16 12 412 94 6 478 576
$2,250 and over (] 5 240 80 20 303 10

See p. 241 for notes on this table.
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasLE 1-A.

223

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, 1935-36—Continued

Number of families

Percentage of fami-

Average amount for

Average ilies having— families having—
Occupational group, family 1;33:"3;
type, and income class Reporting| deficit
Eligible | expendi- - Surplus | Deficit | Surplus | Deficit
tures
(o)) 2) 3 4 (%) (6) (Y] (8)
Types IVand V
Under $250. .o 52 6 —$68 17 83 $6 $83
$250-$499_______________.__.___ 245 41 —16 37 35 22 69
$500-8749_ .. 352 44 10 62 26 26 23
$750-8999__ ... 205 53 26 73 20 65 108
$1,000-$1,249_______.__.__._.... 99 38 52 82 18 84 95
$1,250-$1,499_ oo 44 19 —16 68 26 123 380
$1,500-$2,249_ . ... 22 14 229 91 9 319 667
$2,250 and over..______._______ 19 12 707 93 7 768 168
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TapLE 2.—Summary of famlily expenditure: Average money expenditure for speczﬁed groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

Number of Household
families Aver- operation F tC%n-
age ur- ribu-
Oceupational group, num- niture Auto- | OB | por [ Megi- For- | Fions
family type, and Report.| Per of || Total | Food Hig‘ésg Fuel, and Cill?th- mo- tre;zzs-_ sonal | cal Rﬁ’“ej bzo' R&ad- ::11?1‘1 and (i)t?rl:;
income class’ Eligi- | ing ex. | Persons light, equip-| & | biles | P | care | care |HORS[DACCO | N | SO | per-
ble | pendi. | . Per and | Other | ment n @ sonal
tures family refrig- taxes®
eration
[¢)] 2 (3) @ (5) 6 @ ® <)) (10) | an | a2 [ a3 | a9 | 15 | @6 | an | 18 | 19 | @0 | 2D
Average money expenditure in dollars
All families
29 2.8 214 82 72 2 L I ™ 8 1 3 1 1 2| ™
140 3.0 376 151 80 39 10 7 29 1 11 22 2 9 4 2 8|
140 3.1 580 219 88 50 15 17 62 12 6 17 40 11 17 5 2 18 1
122 3.3 783 274 101 64 23 29 99 12 11 24 52 15 17 8 7 37 10
96 3.4 1,001 333 102 79 32 53 128 42 17 28 66 26 27 11 7 48 2
39 3.8 1,270 384 95 78 43 49 187 106 21 30 93 36 27 13 35 52 21
12 3.2 1,418 409 130 114 79 20 172 172 13 32 86 26 21 11 27 105 1
10 41 1,623 504 265 110 39 124 169 74 14 44 88 43 22 16 55 55 1
11 3.8 1, 554 465 143 115 68 42 197 106 24 25 91 42 20 17 46 152 1
16 3.5 1,876 457 133 115 109 107 234 268 40 98 50 43 19 31 150 13
5 3.9 2,050 562 243 123 148 108 334 58 20 54 162 36 48 22 |- 125 7
Percentage of total money expenditures
All families
Under $250_ ... 29 2.8 100.0 38.2 33.6 9.3 3.7 0.9 4.2 |- 0.2 2.3 3.7 0.5 1.4 0.5 0.5 0.9 0.1
$250-$499___________. 1,041 140 3.0 100.0 40.1 21.2 10.4 2.6 1.9 7.7 0.4 .3 2.9 5.8 .5 2.4 1.1 .5 2.1 .1
$500—$749 ............ 1,095 140 3.1 100. 0 37.8 15.2 8.6 2.6 2.9 10.7 2.1 1.0 2.9 6.9 19 2.9 .9 .3 3.1 .2
............ 518 122 3.3 100.0 35.0 12.9 8.2 2.9 3.7 12.6 1.6 14 3.1 6.6 1.9 2.2 1.0 .9 4.7 1.3
$l 000-$1,249____._... 218 96 3.4 100.0 33.2 10.2 7.9 3.2 5.3 12.8 4.2 17 2.8 6.6 2.6 2.7 L1 .7 4.8 .2
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AYVININAS 4VINdVL

$1,250-$1,499_ .. _.__ 75 39 3.8 100.0 30.2 7.5 6.1 3.4 3.9 14.7 8.3 1.7 2.4 7.3 2.8 2.1 L0 2.8 4.1 .7
$1,600-$1,749__ - 14 12 3.2 100.0 28.8 9.2 8.0 5.6 1.4 121 12.1 .9 2.3 6.1 18 L5 .8 1.9 7.4 .1

1,750-$1,999. - - 14 10 4,1 100.0 311 16.3 6.8 2.4 7.6 10.4 4.5 .9 2.7 5.3 2.7 1.4 Lo 3.4 3.4 .1
$2,000~$2,249_________ 17 11 3.8 100. 0 29.9 9.2 7.4 4.4 2.7 12.7 6.8 1.5 L6 5.8 2.7 L3 L1 3.0 9.8 .1
$2,250~$2,499 ... 20 16 3.5 100.0 24. 4 7.1 6.1 58 57] 12.5 14.3 .5 2.1 5.2 2.7 2.3 L0 1.6 8.0 .7
$2,500 and over______ 11 5 3.9 100. 0 27.4 11.9 6.0 7.2 53| 16.3 2.8 L0 2.6 7.9 1.8 2.3 ) ) N PN 6.1 .3

Occupational group: Average money expenditure in dollars

Wage earner

Under $250. 263 23 2.9 2156 82 72 21 8 2 9| ... (&} 6 8 1 3 1 1
$260-$499___ 973 88 3.0 378 152 80 39 10 7 30| (™ 1 1 2 2 9 4 2
$500-$749. . _ 1,016 92 3.1 581 221 88 50 14 17 62 12 5 16 39 12 17 5 2
$750-3999_____ 468 77 3.3 787 275 104 64 22 30 100 9 1 24 51 15 18 8 7
$1,000-$1,249__ 174 67 3.5 1,000 341 107 81 29 51 130 27 16 29 68 27 27 9 7
$1,250-$1,4¢ 56 28 4.0 1,203 372 110 81 33 62 193 26 22 32 103 36 27 1 33

Percentage of total money expenditures
Wage earner

Under $250__________ 263 23 2.9 100.0 38.0 33.3 9.7 3.7 0.9 4.2 ... 0.2 2.8 3.7 0.5 1.4 0.5 0.5 0.5 .1
$250-$499_. . - 973 88 3.0 100.0 40.2 21.2 10.3 2.6 1.8 7.9 0.2 .3 2.9 5.8 .5 2.4 1.0 .5 2.1 .3
$500-$749_. _ _| 1,016 92 3.1 100.0 38.0 15.1 8.6 2.4 2.9 10.7 2.1 .9 2.8 6.7 2.1 2.9 .9 .3 3.3 .3

750-$999_____ - 77 3.3 100. ¢ 35.0 13.2 8.1 2.9 3.8 12.7 11 1.4 3.0 6.5 19 2.3 L0 .9 4.7 L5
$1,000-$1,249__ - 174 67 3.5 100.0 34.1 10.7 8.1 2.9 5.1 13.0 2.7 16 2.9 6.8 2.7 2.7 .9 .7 4.8 .3

1,250-$1,499_ . _____ 56 28 4.0 100.0 3L.0 9.1 6.7 2.7 52| 16.1 2.2 1.8 2.7 8.6 3.0 2.2 .9 2.7 3.8 1.3

Clerical, business, Average money expenditure in dollars
and professional

Under $250. 17 6 2.2 198 84 80 12 41 ™ [ 3 PO 2 8({ M 2 1l ™
$250-$499___ 68 52 2.6 354 142 79 36 11 2 24 3 3 10 22 5 1
$500-8749_ 79 48 3.1 560 192 81 52 24 13 65 21 8 19 42 6 10 8 2
$750-$999___ 50 45 3.4 740 269 68 64 29 26 33 10 21 56 13 13 11 8
$1,000-$1,249 44 29 3.0 1,005 302 83 72 44 60 123 95 21 25 56 22 27 16 9t
$1,250-$1,499_________ 19 11 3.3 1, 466 419 53 71 73 10 1687 342 18 22 60 35 28 21 40
$1,500-$1,749 . - 14 12 3.2 1,418 409 130 114 79 20 172 172 13 32 86 26 21 11 27 1
$1,750-$1,999._ - 14 10 41 1,623 504 265 110 39 124 169 74 14 44 88 43 22 16 &b 1
$2,000-$2,249__ - 17 11 3.8 1,554 465 143 115 68 42 197 106 24 25 91 42 20 17 46 1
$2,250-$2,499__ - 20 16 3.8 1,876 457 133 115 109 107 234 268 9 40 98 50 43 19 31 3
$2,500 and over______ 11 5 3.9 2,050 562 243 123 148 108 334 58 20 54 162 36 48 22 ... 7

See p. 241 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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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

‘TasLe 2.—Summary of family expendifure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36—Continued
Number of Household
families Aver- operation Con-
Occupationsl o e Auto- | 0T [ por. | nseqi . For. | 0%
ccupational group, num- _ niture | Auto- | Per- edi- . _ 8 ions
tamily type, and Report-| Per of || Total | Food Higus Fuel, and Cilgth mo- tri’;‘i_ sonal | cal E:gg b:.‘gco R&agd ;x&?ll_ and ?t?;‘;;
income class Eligi- iup ox. | Persons € | light, equip-| ™% | bile p?ion care | care cngion | per-
ble pegndi- . pe;'l atpgi Other | ment ional
amily refrig- axes
tures eration
1) (2 ®) [€)] () (8) (4] ®) © o | an | @2 | a3 | 9 | a5 | a8 | an | a8 [ a9 | @0 | D
Clerical, business, Percentage of total money expenditures
and professional
Under $250__.____.__ 17 6 2.2 100.0 42.3 40.3 6.1 2.0 0.2 20 | L0 40| (™ 1.0 0.5 0.1 0.5 (™
250~$499_ 68 52 2.6 100. 0 40.1 22.3 10.2 3.1 .3 6.8 0.9 0.8 2.8 6.2 1.1 2.0 1.4 .3 L7 (M
79 438 3.1 100.0 34.3 4.5 9.3 4.3 2.3 11.6 3.8 1.4 3.4 7.5 1.1 1.8 1.4 .3 2.7 0.3
50 45 3.4 | 100.0| 36.4 9.2 8.6 39! 35] 11.9| 44| 14] 28| 74| L8| L8| L5| LL| 43| ™
44 29 3.0 100.0 29.9 8.2 7.2 4.4 60| 12.2 9.5 2.1 2.5 5.6 2.2 2.7 1.6 .9 4.9 .
19 11 3.3 100. 0 28.6 3.6 4.8 5.0 .7 1.4 ] 23.4 1.2 L5 41 2.4 19 L4 2.7 4.6 2.7
14 12 3.2 100.0 28.8 9.2 8.0 5.6 1.4 12.1 12.1 .9 2.3 6.1 1.8 15 .8 L9 7.4 .1
14 10 4.1 100.0 31.1 16.3 6.8 2.4 7.6 10.4 4.5 .9 2.7 5.3 2.7 1.4 1.0 3.4 3.4 .d
17 11 3.8 100.0 29.9 9.2 7.4 4.4 2.7 12.7 6.8 15 1.6 5.8 2.7 1.3 1.1 3.0 9.8 .1
_ 20 16 3.5 100.0 24. 4 7.1 6.1 5.8 57] 125 ] 14.3 .5 2.1 5.2 2.7 2.3 1.0 16 8.0 .7
$2,500 and over______ 11 5 3.9 100.0 27. 4 11.9 6.0 7.2 53| 16.3 2.8 1.0 2.6 7.9 1.8 2.3 L1 6.1 .3
Average money expenditure in dollars
Family type: Type I
Under $250_____...__ 151 13 2.0 193 87 75 19 6 *) LI R, 1 5 7 1 1 ) O 1] ™
$250-3499__ 457 48 2.0 361 146 73 41 10 6 27 * 1 9 21 2 11 [ 3 P 91 (%
$500-$749__ 451 52 2.0 580 220 89 50 16 15 52 18 7 16 45 7 15 [ . 23 2
$750-$999__ 183 31 2.0 762 258 85 668 25 36 8¢ 17 11 22 58 3] 20 70 ™ 51 6
$1,000-$1,24¢ 75 26 2.0 1,033 304 110 78 33 71 121 73 14 28 68 32 28 11 | 58 4
$1,250-81,499______.__ 12 7 2.0 1,272 336 97 82 56 65 124 261 16 30 89 19 47 13 |-careea 37 oo
$1,500-$2,249.__._____ 7 7 2.0 1, 549 409 148 119 99 42 170 82 28 36 112 65 43 16 foeoeaae 178 2
$2,250 and over_._._. 6 4 2.0 1,779 513 63 74 78 84 192 288 13 41 90 50 61 19 [ooo.-oo 213 |...._.
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Percentage of total money expenditures
Type I
Under $250__________ 151 13 2.0 100.0 34.7 38.9 9.9 3.1 ™ 3.6 [ccea_-e 0.5 2.6 4.1 0.5 0.5 0.5 1.0 0.
$250-$499. . ... 457 48 2.0 100. 0 40.4 20.2 1.3 2.8 17 7.5 *) .3 2.5 5.8 .6 3.0 1.4 251 ™
$500-8749___________ 451 52 2.0 100. ¢ 37.9 15.3 8.6 2.8 2.6 8.9 3.1 1.2 2.8 7.8 12 2.6 .9 4.0 .3
............ 183 31 2.0 100.0 33.9 11.2 8.7 3.3 4.7 11.7 2.2 1.4 2.9 7.6 1.4 2.6 .9 6.7 .8
$1,000-$1,249.________ 75 26 2.0 100.0 29.4 10.6 7.5 3.2 6.9 | 1.7 7.1 1.4 2.7 6.6 3.1 2.7 1.1 5.6 .4
$1,250-$1,499____.____ 12 7 2.0 100.0 26.4 7.6 6.4 4.4 5.1 9.7 20.6 13 2.4 7.0 L5 3.7 1.0 2.9 foeeene
$1, 249 _______. 7 T 2.0 100. 0 26.4 9.6 7.7 6.4 2.7 11.0 5.3 L8 2.3 7.2 4.2 2.8 1.0 1.5 1
$2,250 and over__..__ 6 4 2.0 100.0 28.8 3.5 4.1 4.4 47| 10.8 | 16.2 .7 2.3 5.1 2.9 3.4 1.1 12.0 f......
Average money expenditure in dollars
Types II and 111
Under $250_..__.__.. 77 10 3.5 217 95 60 25 9 1 L0 PO 1 4 6 * [ * 1 2™
$250-8499_ .. _______. 339 51 3.4 379 154 82 37 11 7 26 3 1 11 23 3 8 2 6 1
$500-8749__________. 292 44 3.3 591 220 83 49 12 18 70 11 5 18 39 19 21 6 4 6]
$750-8099._ . ___.____ 130 38 3.4 765 267 m 64 22 33 98 12 [i] 23 43 21 17 10 5 23 5
$1,000-31,249___ . _____ 44 32 3.3 945 328 88 68 33 44 116 41 15 29 62 23 24 13 7 51 3
$1,250-$1,490______.__ 19 13 3.5 1,223 356 101 70 52 66 159 113 23 31 40 20 13 7 67 20
$1,500-$2,240. ___._._. 16 12 3.4 1,344 3% 131 117 51 69 152 187 14 26 57 34 12 14 7 82 1
$2,250 and over_..... 6 5 3.2 1,879 385 132 136 112 226 275 30 2 39 56 61 31 20 7 96 .. ...
Percentage of total money expenditures
Types II and 111
77 10 3.5 100.0 43.8 27.6 11.5 4.1 0.5 3.2 oo 0.5 1.8 2.8 *) 2.8 *) 0.5 0.9 ()
339 51 3.4 100.0 40.6 216 9.8 2.9 1.8 6.9 0.8 .3 2.9 6.1 0.8 2.1 1.0 .5 1.6 0.3
292 44 3.3 100.0 37.2 14.0 8.3 2.0 3.1 11.8 L9 .8 3.1 6.6 3.2 3.6 1.0 7 271 ™
130 38 3.4 100.0 34.9 14.5 8.4 2.9 4.3 12.8 1.5 .8 3.0 6.3 2.7 2.2 1.3 .7 3.0 .7
44 32 3.3 100.0 34.7 9.3 7.2 3.5 4.6 12.3 4.4 1.6 3.1 6.6 2.4 2.5 1.4 .7 5.4 .3
$1,250-$1,499_____..__ 19 13 3.5 100.0 29.1 8.3 5.7 4.2 5.4 13.0 9.2 1.9 2.5 7.0 3.3 1.6 1.1 .6 5.5 1.6
$1,600-$2,249.___.. 16 12 3.4 100.0 29.0 9.8 8.7 3.8 5.1 11.3 13.9 L1 1.9 4.3 2.5 .9 1.0 .5 6.1 .1
$2,250 and over.._.... 8 5 3.2 100.0 20.5 7.0 7.2 6.0} 120 14.6| 16.1 .1 2.1 3.0 3.2 1.6 1.1 .4 5.1 ...

*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasLE 2.—Summary of family expenditure: Average money expenditure for specified groups of goods and services, by occupation, family
type, and income, tn 1 year, 1936-36—Continued
Number of Household
families Aver- operation Con-
Occupational o S Auto- | Oter | por. | npeqi i | S
ccupational group, num- _ niture uto- _ or- edi- mal tions
family type, and Report-| ber of || Total | Food Hi;)lus Fuel, and Cill'l’th' mo- tr:;’ég_ sonal | cal l;?gﬁ' b’alx‘o«;o Read-| o34 | and ?ttl:;;
income class Eligi- ingp ox. | persons 2 | light, equip-| P8 | bile ption care | care C g | cation| per- |
ble | pendi- | ,Per and | Other [ ment sonal
tares family refrig- taxes
eration
@ 2) 3 @ ) ©) (Y] ®) @ {0 ) Ay | a2 | 13) | a9 | 18 | 16) [ AD | (18) | 19 | @0 | 2D
Average money expenditure in dollars
Types IVand V
52 4.2 269 107 82 18 12 8 )3 I PO * 10 10 1 2 3 1 oo
245 41 4.3 399 157 88 36 11 37 [-cceaen 2 13 23 2 7 4 3 81 ™
352 4.2 570 218 90 50 17 17 67 6 5 17 33 10 14 [} 4 14 2
2056 53 4.4 812 293 109 64 21 21 108 8 14 25 47 15 15 8 15 32 17
99 4.5 1,002 358 102 85 31 43 139 18 20 28 65 22 28 10 12 40 1
$1,250-$1,499___...___ 44 19 4.4 1, 290 409 92 82 36 37 216 61 22 29 97 39 24 13 56 49 28
$1,500-$2,249__ 22 14 4.5 1, 666 526 220 109 58 61 204 76 16 38 105 30 20 18 83 102 2
$2,250 and over 19 12 4.4 2,007 523 219 127 139 77 293 129 17 48 150 38 45 21 30 133 18
Percentage of total money expenditures
Types IVand V
52 6 4.2 100.0 39.7 30.5 6.7 4.5 3.0 4.1 | .. ™ 3.7 3.7 0.4 L5 0.7 1.1 0.4 ...
246 41 4.3 100.0 30.3 22.0 9.0 2.8 2.0 9.3 [caacean 0.5 3.2 5.8 .5 1.8 1.0 .8 20| ™
352 44 4.2 100.0 38.2 15.8 8.8 3.0 3.0 11.8 1.0 .9 3.0 5.8 1.8 2.4 L0 W7 2.4 0.4
205 53 4.4 100.0 36.1 13.4 7.9 2.6 2.6 13.3 1.0 17 3.1 5.8 1.8 1.8 1.0 1.8 4.0 2.1
99 38 4.5 100.0 35.7 10.2 8 5 3.1 4.3 13.8 1.8 2.0 2.8 8.5 2.2 2.8 1.0 1.2 4.0 .1
$1,250-$1,409________. 44 19 4.4 100.0 31.7 7.1 6.4 2.8 2.9 16.7 4.7 1.7 2.3 7.5 3.0 1.9 1.0 4.3 3.8 2.2
$1,500-$2,240__ - 22 14 4.5 100.0 3.6 13.2 6.5 3.5 3.7 12.2 4.5 1.0 2.3 6.3 1.8 1.2 1.0 5.0 6.1 .1
$2,250 and over__.... 19 12 4.4 100.0 26.1 10.9 6.3 6.9 3.8 4.6 6.4 .9 2.4 7.5 1.9 2.2 L1 L5 6.6 .9

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

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

8GC

SHILID NYHISVEHINOS NI HINILIANAIXA XTIV



TABULAR SUMMARY 229

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

Tasre 3.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food at
home and away from home, average value of food home-produced or recetved as
gift or pay, and money expense per meal per food expenditure unit, by occupation,
Family type, and income, tn 1 year, 19356-36

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

: Percentage of
Number of Average expenditure ? Average
families for food purchased | expenditure | Gaige of | AVerage
for food food money,
Occupational A::{I‘l‘ge horme- gxpen i-
group, family ofall pro- uli‘lzé)ler
type, %n;is;ncome Report- || family Away Away %‘:ﬁ%‘_’ per food
Eligible | g ex- || food |,y | At |‘gom | Ab | pon | ceived | eXpendi-
pendi- home h 1| home | 4 ift ture
tures ome ome | asg unit 7
or pay
[¢}} 2 ® [¢)] (6) ® @) 8 @ (10) Q)
All families
Under $250.. ... 280 29 $123 $82 $81 $1 1 98.8 1.2 $41 $0. 028
$250-3499. . _______ 1,041 140 168 151 150 1| 99.3 7 17 . 052
$500-$749____.____. 1,095 140 232 219 213 6| 97.3 2.7 13 .074
__________ 518 122 299 274 264 10 | 96.3 3.7 26 . 087
$1,000-81,249______. 218 96 351 333 314 191 94.3 5.7 18 101
$1,250-1,499________ 75 39 426 384 326 58 | 8.9 | 151 42 . 099
$1,500-$1,749_______ 14 12 421 409 377 32| 92.2 7.8 12 . 119
$1,750-$1,999_______ 14 10 504 504 462 42 | 9.7 8.3 [cooeo- L1111
$2,000-$2,249_______ 17 11 477 465 448 17 96.3 37 12 .126
$2,250-$2,499 ___._. 20 16 469 457 416 41 91. ¢ 9.0 12 .130
$2,500 and over___. 1 5 581 562 539 23 | 95.9 4.1 19 155
Occupational group:
Wage earner
Under $250. ... 263 23 123 82 82 ®*) 99.6 .4 41 .028
$250-$400__ 973 88 169 152 151 17 99.3 .7 17 . 052
$500-$749 1,016 92 233 221 215 6| 97.3 2.7 12 .075
$750-$999_ ___ 468 77 301 275 266 9| 96.7 3.3 26 . 087
$1,000-$1,249_ 174 67 359 341 323 18 | 9%4.7 5.3 18 .102
$1,260-$1,499_______ 56 28 417 372 331 41 | 89,0 1LO 45 .09%0
Clerical, business
and professional
17 6 118 84 80 41 95.2 4.8 34 .035
68 52 156 142 141 1 99,3 .7 14 . 054
79 48 215 192 185 7| 96.4 3.6 23 . 064
50 45 280 269 248 21 92.2 7.8 1 .084
44 29 322 302 280 22| 92.7 7.3 20 . 098
$1,250-$1,499_______ 19 11 454 419 310 109 74.0 | 26.0 35 .126
$1,500-$1,749 14 12 421 409 377 32| 92.2 7.8 12 119
$1,750-$1,999 _ 14 10 504 504 462 42 91.7 8.3 |maeeoe 111
2, , 249 _ 17 11 477 465 448 17 96.3 3.7 12 . 126
$2,250-$2,499___ 20 16 469 457 416 41 7 910 9.0 12 .130
$2,500 and over_.__ 11 5 581 562 539 23 95.9 4.1 19 . 155
Family type: Type 1|
Under $250_____.__ 151 13 113 67 [ P, 100.0 }..o.__ 46 .031
$250-$499__ 457 48 154 146 144 2| 986 1.4 8 . 067
$500-$749_ _ 451 52 234 220 212 8| 96.4 3.6 14 . 099
$750-$999____ 183 31 276 258 249 9| 96.5 3.5 18 117
$1,000-81,249__.__._ 75 26 330 304 280 24| 92.1 7.9 26 137
$1,250-$1,499_______ 12 7 358 336 304 32! 9.5 9.5 28 . 165
$1,500-$2,249___ 7 7 412 409 392 17 | 95.8 4,2 3 .186
$2,250 and over._.. 6 4 531 513 499 41 97.3 2.7 18 . 240

See p. 241 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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230 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasLE 8.—Food: Average value of all family food, money expenditure for food at
home and away from home, average value of food home-produced or received as
gift or pay, and money expense per meal per food expenditure unit, by occupation,
family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935—-36—Continued

: Percentage of

Number of Average expenditure |~ 0 deer Average Average
families for food purchased P ood Vf}})‘:)edOf money.
Occupational Average home- expendi-
! value | ture per

¢ group, dfqmﬂy . of all d?ll;!%d meal

e, and income _ .
yp s Report- || family Away Away | orre- |Derfood
- ing ex- food At At + expendi-
Eligible + All from from | ceived
pendi- home home | BOMe | ome | as gift ture
tures or unit
pay
[¢V) (€] @ @ ()] ® &) ® © (10 (11)
Types II and 111
77 10 $123 $95 $94 $1( 989 11 $28 $0. 028
339 51 169 154 153 11 99.4 .6 15 . 046
292 44 231 220 215 5 97.7 2.3 11 . 065
130 38 202 267 254 13| 951 4.9 25 . 080
44 32 346 328 305 23| 93.0 7.0 18 097
$1,250-$1,499 19 13 406 356 315 41| 88.5( 1.5 50 . 094
$1,600-$2,249___ 16 12 303 390 385 5| 98.7 1.3 3 . 106
$2,250 and over_... 6 5 421 385 375 10| 97.4 2.6 36 .116
Types 1V and V

Under $250..______ 52 8 150 107 105 2| 98.1 1.9 43 .023
$250-$4 245 41 194 157 157 | ... 100.0 (_______ 37 . 035
352 44 232 218 213 6| 9.7 2.3 14 . 051
2056 53 324 293 284 91 97.0 3.0 31 . 064
99 38 3n 358 346 12| 96.7 3.3 13 .076
$1,250-$1,499_______ 44 19 454 409 336 73| 82.2| 17.8 45 . 083
$1,500-$2,249 __ 22 14 540 526 475 51| 90.3 9.7 14 . 108
$2,250 and over 19 12 529 523 473 50 | 90.4 9.6 [} . 114
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TABULAR SUMMARY 231

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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

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

N&mg?ésm A:g%r' Aa‘g‘" Average value of housing secured ! Per-
value | ex- |, c(;,lﬁtage
of all | pense a‘ézr. o inogus.

Occupational housing|  for i i
i value | With money ex- Without money | vahie
%;Oglef"aig‘éni‘llj}_' Re If)llll(;f 1%31’ of all penditure expenditure secured
come class Eli- iggrg;. light, | and’ hi(]‘llés- lel:‘l)lggt
gible | 1 qi.|| and re- | refrig- Al | Fam-|Other Owned| Bent Jexpend.
tures || friger- | era- hous-| ily |hous-| Total|} 0,;’] 4| as pay| iture ®
ation | tion ing |home?| ing 3 ©* or gift
¢V} ) (3) 4) (O] ® @) ® O ]! ay | 12 (13)
All families
Under $250._. .. 280 29 $111 $20 | $86 | $72 | $72 $14 $9 $5 16.3
$250-$499._ _ -] 1,041 140 135 39 94 80 80 14 i3 1 14.9
158 50 [ 106 88 88 17 ) ¥ IR 16.2
198 64 133 | 101 100 $1 32 32 * 24.1
254 79 173 | 102 | 101 1 71 60 1 41.0
$1,250-$1,499____ 75 39 271 78 [ 190 95 89 6 95 64 31 50.0
$1,500-81,749__._ 14 12 332 114 | 215 130 | 127 3 85 67 18 39.6
$1,750-$1,999____ 14 10 358 110 | 248 | 265 | 258 7| —-17 —-17 {_______ —6.8
$2,000-$2,249____ 17 11 351 115 | 236 143 140 3 93 | 93 _____. 39.4
$2,250-$2,499.... 20 16 465 115 | 342 133 123 10| 209 179 30 61.1
2,500 and over_ 1 5 430 123 | 306 | 243 | 240 3 83 -2 65 20.6
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
263 23 113 21 88 72 16 10 ] 18.2
73 88 134 39 93 80 13 1 14.0
1,016 92 155 50 102 88 14 13.7
$760-$999_ _ 468 77 194 64 129 | 104 25 19.4
1,000-$1,249__ . 174 67 250 81 168 | 107 61 60 1 36.3
1,250-$1,499____ 56 28 267 81 183 | 110 k£ 0 PO, 39.9
Clerical, busi-
ness, and profes-
sional
Under $250_..__ 17 [i] 111 12 82 80 80 |-o._.- -3 2 2.4
$250-$499._ 68 52 151 36| 12| 79| 79 o 33 30 3 29.5
$500-$74! 79 48 187 52 | 130 81 81 |..__... 49 49 |.______ 37.7
$750-$999 50 45 231 64 | 165 68 66 3 97 92 5 58.8
$1,000-$1,249____ 4 29 269 72 | 192 83 79 4| 109 58 51 56.8
$1,250-$1,499____ 19 11 284 71 212 53 46 7 159 39 120 75.0
$1,500-$1,749____ 14 12 332 114 | 215 130 127 3 85 67 18 39.6
$1,750-$1,999____ 14 10 358 110 | 248 | 265 | 258 7| —17 -17 | —6.8
$2,! $2,249____ 17 11 351 115 | 236 143 140 3 93 98 [ 39.4
$2,250-$2,499_.__ 16 465 115 | 342 133 123 101 209 179 30 61.1
$2,500 and over. 1 5 430 123 306 243 240 3 63 —2 65 20.6
Family type:
Type 1
Under $250_._ .. 151 13 118 19 93 75 18 13 b 19.4
$250-$400_____.| 457 48 131 4| 89| 73 16 2 18.0
$500-$749. - 451 52 1562 50 99 89 10 ) L1 2 P 10.1
$750-$999_______ 183 31 182 66 | 116 85 31 30 1 26.7
$1,000-$1,249___. 75 26 269 78 | 188 | 110 78 58 20 41.5
$1,250-$1,499___. 12 7 259 82| 176 97 97 {ocaoee 79 54 25 44.9
$1,500-$2,249. ... 7 7 381 119 | 262 148 | 148 |._... .| 114 14 | ___. 43.5
$2,250 and over. 6 4 380 74! 306 63 59 41 243 123 120 79.4

See p. 241 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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232 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TasLe 4.~—Housing: Average value of housmg secured with and without money
expenditure, by occupation, family type, and tncome, in 1 year, 1936-36—Con.

Nmuﬁg?zs(ﬁ Aver- | Aver- Average value of housing secured Per-
age | age centage
o Z?{ﬁ? pgg-se Aver- of hous-
Occupation housing| for | 28° | With moneyex- | Without money ing
%;‘;zp'afé‘g‘:rl_‘s_' Re- || plus | fuel, ?f‘l:ﬁ penditure expenditure | ;;ll;‘}}%
come class Eli- iggrg;(. ﬁgehlgy hagr?g' hous- without
gible | pendi- and re- | refrig- € ) AN | Fam-|Other Ownea| Rent e’;;“;)’en,fé'.
tures f;%%g]’;' Fied hous-| ily | hous-| Total| JAEed) as pay [ jture
ing |home| ing or gift
[¢)) @ @) [C)] @ | ® O ® O |a]a | 12 13)
Types II and
Iir
77 10 $108 $25 | $78 | $60 | $60 |_..... $18 23.1
339 51 132 37 91 82 82 | ... 9 9.9
202 44 146 49 95 83 83 |oeooe 12 12.6
130 38 206 64| 142 | 111 11| * 31 21.8
$1,000-$1, 249--.. 44 32 231 68 | 161 88 86 $2 73 45.3
$1,250-$1,499___. 19 13 247 70 176 101 101 *) 75 49 26 42.6
$1,500-$2,249____ 18 12 338 117 | 221 131 131 | ... 90 78 12 40.7
$2,250 and over- 6 5 457 136 | 319 | 132 | 132 [..___. 187 187 (.. 58.6
Types IV and V|
52 6 102 18 82 82 82 | e
245 41 144 36 106 88 88 ... 18 17.0
352 44 173 50 119 90 90 |_.____ 29 24. 4
205 53 209 64 143 109 107 2 34 23.8
$1,000-$1, 249 _ 99 38 253 85 167 102 | 101 1 65 38.9
$1,250-$1,499___. 44 19 285 82 [ 199 92 82 10 107 73 34 53.8
$1,500-$2,249____| 22 14 345 109 | 234 | 220 | 210 10 14 11 3 6.0
$2,250 and over- 19 12 475 127 339 219 209 10 120 88 32 35.4

* Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TABULAR SUMMARY 233

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TaBLE 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, 19356-36

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

Average ot s
Number of || Percentage money Percentage of renters having specified |©8
families of families ! | expense for facilities included in rent ? 1
family home ] 2
Oceupational X . gE =
group, family -3 2] & a [EB8
type, and income 8 g % 58| S (95
class ®3 w0 B | £ s 218 =
2|5 B | E|s |8 218!, |y |28 (233
® | 38 =] g g g 2 5} g | 3 S |eE] E |8 8
= @ B 53 o Q > =} s | X S S ? (58T
H | & S| | H | & |H|&|d|AaA|B & | &I|&
[¢)] @ | ® O] [ G)] @ |G | @ |a)ay | a2 |18) (14| 15
All families
Under $250___.___ 29 9 90 10
$250-$499___ 140 12 88 15
$500-$749_ 140 18 82 16
$750-$999___ 122 31 67 34
$1,000-$1,249_____ 218 96 48 49 24
$1,250-$1,499_ . ___ 75 39 48 47 24
$1,500-$1,749_____ 14 12 55 33 17
$1,750-$1,999_____ 14 10 79 21 33
$2,000-$2,240_____ 17 11 100 [oaeoo| 140 | |emo|eemme | em o || oo e
$2,250-$2,499_____ 20 16 81 12 10
$2,600 and over._| 11 5 82 |___l) 294 ||| e e
Occupational
group: Wage
earner
Under $250_.__... 263 23 10 90 35 82 [_._.. 10
250-$499___ 973 88 11 89 31 86 |. 14
$500-$749._ 1,016 92 17 83 39 84 |_ 15
750-$999._ - 4 77 26 71 84 64 [ 34
$1,000-$1,249_ 174 67 47 51 87 78 |- 22
$1,250-$1,499__.__ 56 28 55 45 70 i 2 I S 24
Clerical, business,
and professional
Under $250_.__.__ 17 (30 1 —— 85 [ 7 %% DR SRR S AN 86 |oceonfo__.o 14
250-$499___ ] 68 52 26 73 37 95 |ooceen 3| 1 3 71 3 3 24
$500-$749_ - 79 48 40 60 38 110 4 4 14 4 63 4 4 34
$750-$999.__ -l 50 45 72 25 53 | 110 [___.__|___.. 14 |____. 59 || 32
$1,000-$1,249_____ 44 29 48 40 81 106 22 16| 22 35 59 .- 8 35
$1,250-$1,409__ ___ 19 1n 27 52
$1,500-$1,749_ 14 12 55 33
$1,750-$1,909_ 14 10 79 21
$2,000-$2,249 _ - 17 11 100 .-
$2,250-$2,499__ .. 20 16 81 12
$2,500 and over__| 11 5 82 (...
Family type:
Type I
Under $250 151 13 1 87
457 48 10 90
451 52 17 83
183 31 24 69
75 26 31 64
$1,250-$1,499_ ___. 12 7 43 43
$1,500-$2,249 . .. 7 7 100 foeeeee
$2,250 and over..._ 6 4 67 [cooao-

See p. 241 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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234 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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

Average 54
Number of || Percentage money Percentage of renters having specified | =
families of families | expense for facilities included in rent d
family home| g 2
Occupa‘tionixl 9 A 95,
group, family BT H
type, and income @ g g ) % 8 _S :§ 2
* class wl w B g 2 HEREEE
=2 Bt 2 o 4 @ ! 2% 2 [8e
SIEE| 2|28 2|5 |5|8 |58 38|22k
2 |3 g | 8! 3| 8| 8 2 g | ®| 2 (873 38R
B | & o |l @M@ |H S| 3B |2 |2 &
1) @D i@ @ |G |6 | @O |6 |©|an|a)y| a2 a4 a5
Types II and 111
Under $250__..__ 77 10 10 90 | $47 | $62 | |-__loooai|eeoe- 76 24
$250-$499. 339 51 8 91 16 1 ..o 91 9
$500-$749__ 292 44 13 87 25 7 3 86 1
$750-$999. 130 38 25 75 67 14| ____ 67 23
$1,000-$1,249_ ____ 44 32 52 41 7% 81 12 k2 PO . 22
$1,250-$1,499 _ ____ 19 13 39 61 89 52 13 63 [-e..- 13 12
$1,500-$2,249 _ ____ 16 12 60 29| 125 50 |- 58 |ocoofaeas 17
$2,250and over___ 6 5 80 20 60 1 420 | .. | | feeacfrmea ] feaean 100
Types IVand V
52 [ | I 100 ... 82 | feaaals 83 | |—-. 17
245 41 19 81 41 | 100 oo feeooofamea- k¢ 70 P 22
352 44 25 75 35 1 1 89 1 1 11
205 53 40 60 [ J R 2 [ 28
99 38 58 40 87 10 .. 72 |emecfemean 28
$1,250-$1,499 _____ 44 19 53 42 60 8 8
$1,500-$2,249 . ____ 22 14 86 14 205 33 foo.--
$2,250and over 19 12 87 6 225 100 | 50

* 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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TasLE 5.—Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of
ttems of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1986—-36

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

Percentage of total

Number of Average money expenditure for house- household o
1 pera-
families hold operation tion expenditure
Occupational group, Paid household
family type, and in- Fuel help Fuel
come class Report light, light,
Eligi- | ing ex- [l mocon o800 Other | (B Other
ble | pendi- trigor. Percent-|items ? !}riger- items
tures ation! f:gfil‘i)és ation !
having
¢V (0] 3 @ ) 0] ®) ®) Qay
All families
280 29 $28 $20 3 $8 | 7.4 28.6
1,041 140 49 ;¢ 20 (R (P, 10| 79.6 2. 4
1,095 140 65 50 1 15| 76.9 23.1
518 122 87 64 2 22| 73.6 .11 253
218 96 111 79 ] 31 71.2 .90 27.9
75 39 121 78 11 37| 64.5 4.9 | 30.6
14 12 193 114 48 521 59.1 14.0 | 26.9
14 10 149 110 14 32| 73.8 47| 215
17 1 183 115 22 631 62.8 2.8 | 34.4
20 16 224 115 24 89| 51.3 9.0 39.7
$2,500 and over. . ..___.. u 5 271 123 64 79| 45.4| 2551 29.1
Occupational group:
Wage earner
Under $250____________. 263 23 29 21 3 8| 72.4 27.6
$250-$499. _ 973 88 49 39 | 10| 79.6 20.4
$500-$749_ 1,016 92 64 50 1 14| 78.1 21.9
$750-$999 468 7 86 64 2 22| 4.4 25.6
$1,000-$1,249 174 67 110 81 4 29| 73.6 26.4
$1,250-$1,499 . _____.. 56 28 114 81 4 32| 7L0 28.1
Clerical, business, and
professional
Under $250_ . __________ 17 6 16 12 | 4| 75.0 25.0
- 68 52 47 {7 R (V. 11 75.0 25.0
79 48 76 52 4 23| 68.4 13| 30.3
50 45 93 64 4 28| 68.8 L1 30.1
44 29 116 72 14 38| 621 5.2 | 32.7
19 11 144 71 31 51| 49.3 | 153 35.4
14 12 193 114 48 52| 59.1| 14.0| 26.9
14 10 149 110 14 32| 73.8 4.7 215
17 11 183 115 22 63| 62.8 2.8 | 34.4
20 16 224 115 24 89| 51.3 9.0 | 39.7
1 5 2n 123 64 79| 45.4 ] 25.5| 20.1
151 13 25 6| 76.0 24.0
457 48 51 10| 80.4 19.6
461 52 66 16| 75.8 24.2
183 31 91 26| 72.5 27.5
75 26 111 32| 70.3 28.8
12 7 138 82 28 47 | 59.4 4.1
7 7 217 119 71 71 | 54.8 32.7
- - 6 4 152 74 o 78 | 48.7 51.3

See p. 242 for notes on this table.
*Average amounts of less than $1 and percentages of less than 0.1 are not shown.
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TasLe 5.—Household operation: Average money expenditure for groups of
items of household operation and percentage distribution of such expenditure, by
occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year, 1986-36—Continued

Percentage of total

Number of Average money expenditure for house- bousehold o

6 . pera-

families ho},d operation tion expenditure

O(I:cugzliti(inal gr odu P, Paid ltnloilsehold
amily type, and in- elp
come class Report- lFl‘ ulﬂ, 1]5‘ ul%l;, Paid
Eligi- |ing ex- || motal |ang to- Other | & | house-| Other
ble Iiendi- friger-| , Peroel}t- items frigor- go%d items
ures ) verage| age o 3 ]
ation | oynount | families ation P
having
(¢V) @ @) “@ 5) (6) [G] ® ) 10 | ay
Types 11 and 111
77 10 $34 $9| 785 26.5
339 51 48 nm| mi1 22.9
292 44 61 12 787 21.3
130 38 86 20| 74.4 23.3
4 32 101 30| 67.3 29.7
$1,250-$1,499..___ - 19 13 122 36 | 57.4 29. 5
$1,500-$2,249.. 16 12 168 41 | 69.7 24.4
$2,250 and over__._...__.. 6 5 248 76 | 54.8 30.7
Types 1V and V'

Under $250 52 6 30 18 12| 60.0 40.0
$250~-$499 245 41 47 36 11| 76.6 23.4
$500-37 352 44 67 50 16| 74.6 23.9
$750-$999__ 205 53 85 64 21 74.1 25.9
$1,000-$1,24¢ 99 38 116 85 1 3 30| 73.3 25.8
$1,250-$1,499 4 19 118 82 1 5 35 69.5 29.7
$1,500- 22 14 167 109 9 17 49 | 65.3 29.3
$2,250 and over._ 19 12 266 127 50 34 89 | 47.7 33.5

* 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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TaBrE 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 tncome, in 1 year, 1935-36

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

s Average money expenditure for | Percentage of total fam-
Number of families clothing 1 ily clothing expenditure
Occupational group,
%’;’:ﬂgé” and in- Report- || All Other Other
Eligible | \Dgex- family | Hus- Wite family | Hus- wife | family
pendi- mem- | band mem- | band mem-
tures bers bers bers
()} ) @ @® 5 ® Y] ®) ® 10)
All families
280 29 $9 $3 $3 $3 33.3 33.3 33.4
1,041 140 29 10 11 8 34.5 37.9 27.68
1,095 140 62 22 24 16 35.5 38.7 25.8
518 122 99 34 34 31 34.3 34.3 31.4
218 96 128 43 45 40 33.6 35.2 31.2
$1,250-$1,499. - 75 39 187 50 58 79 26.7 31.0 42.3
$1,500-$1,749_ - 14 12 172 58 59 55 33.7 34.3 32.0
$1,750-$1,999. - 14 10 169 61 53 55 36.1 31.4 32.5
$2,000-$2,249_ - 17 11 147 68 52 77 34.5 26.4 30.1
$2,250-$2,494_ - 20 16 234 82 86 66 35.0 36.8 28.2
$2,500 and over_________ 11 5 334 98 120 118 20.3 35.9 34.8
Occupational group:
Wage earner
263 23 9 3 4 2 33.3 44. 4 22.3
973 88 30 10 11 9 33.3 36.7 30.0
1,016 92 62 22 24 16 35.5 38.7 25.8
468 77 100 35 35 30 35.0 35.0 30.0
174 67 130 43 43 44 33.1 33.1 33.8
56 28 193 51 56 86 26. 4 29.0 4.6
Clerical, business, and
professional
17 6 4 2 2 |acomeeae 50.0 50.0 |voeo oo
68 52 24 10 10 4 41.7 41.7 18.6
79 48 65 22 27 16 33.8 41. 5 24.7
50 45 88 27 32 29 30.7 36. 4 32.9
44 29 123 4 51 28 35.8 41. 5 22.7
19 11 167 47 56 64 28.1 33.5 38.4
14 12 172 58 59 55 33.7 34.3 32.0
14 10 169 61 53 55 36.1 31.4 32.5
17 11 197 68 52 77 34.5 26. 4 39.1
20 16 234 82 86 66 35.0 36.8 28.2
1n 5 334 98 120 116 29.3 35.9 34.8
151 13 9 4 [ 3] . 44.4
457 48 27 13 4. 48,1
451 52 52 23 28 1 44.2
183 31 89 40 43 6 44.9
75 26 121 59 61 1 48.8
$1,250-$1,499. 12 7 124 51 41.1
$1,500-$2,249___ 7 7 170 88 51.8
$2,250 and over_.___.___ 6 4 192 99 51.6
Types IT and 11T
7 10 7 2 1 4 28.6 14.3 57.1
339 51 26 9 8 9 34.6 30.8 34.6
292 44 70 24 26 20 34.3 37.1 28.6
130 38 98 39 34 25 39.8 34.7 25.5
44 32 116 41 44 31 35.3 37.9 26.8
$1,260-$1,499_ . _ ... 19 13 159 59 56 44 371 35.2 27.7
$1,500-$2,249. _. 16 12 152 66 56 30 43.4 36.8 19.8
[ 5 275 105 118 52 38.2 42.9 18.9
52 6 11 2 3 6 18.2 27.3 54.5
245 41 37 8 11 18 21.6 29.7 48.7
362 44 67 19 16 32 28. 4 23.9 47.7
205 53 108 26 26 56 24.1 24.1 51.8
99 38 139 32 34 73 23.0 24.5 52.5
$1,250-$1,499. ___________ 44 19 216 46 52 118 21.3 24.1 54.6
$1,500-$2,249__ 22 14 204 - 52 45 107 25.5 22.1 52.4
$2,250 and over 19 12 293 79 94 120 27.0 32.1 40.9

See p. 242 for notes on this table.

Digitized for FRASER

http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



238

SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TasLe 7.—Personal care: Average money expenditure for toilet articles and prep-
arattons, and services, anql percentage distribution of expenditure, by occupation,
family type, and income, in 1 year, 1935-36.

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

Number of families

Average money expenditure
for personasl care

Percentage of total
personal care ex-
penditure for—

Occupational group, family . .
type, and income class Report- TQLIlet Toilet
Eligible | TEEE || Total | Services! a;’g‘gri;_ Services 1 a‘,‘;g‘;lreesp_
tures arations arations
) 2 @ [¢)) 5) 6) (@) ®)
All families
Under $250. 280 29 $5 $3 $2 60.0 40.0
1,041 140 11 5 6 45.5 54.5
1,095 140 17 8 9 47.1 52.9
518 122 24 12 12 50.0 50.0
218 96 28 14 14 50.0 50.0
75 39 30 14 16 46.7 53.3
14 12 32 12 20 37.5 62.5
14 10 4 24 20 54.5 45.5
17 11 25 9 16 36.0 64.0
$2,250-$2,499._ 20 16 40 17 23 42.5 57.5
2,500 and over. . . 11 5 54 25 29 46.2 53.8
Occupational group: Wage
earner

Under $250__..._.. 263 23 [ 3 3 50.0 50.0
$250-$499__ 973 88 11 5 ] 45.5 54.5
$500-$749_ 1,016 92 16 7 9 43.8 56.2
750-$999._ 468 77 24 12 12 50.0 50.0
1,000-$1,249 174 67 29 15 14 51.7 48.3
1,250-$1,499 56 28 32 15 17 46.9 63.1

Clerical, business, and profes-

sional
17 8 2 1 1 50.0 50.0
68 52 10 5 5 50.0 50.0
79 48 19 9 10 47.4 52.6
50 45 21 8 13 38.1 61.9
44 29 25 n M 44.0 56.0
$1,250-$1,499 19 11 22 10 12 45.5 54.5
$1,500-$1,749 14 12 32 12 20 37.5 62.5
$1,750-$1,999 14 10 44 24 20 54.5 45.5
$2,000-$2,249 17 11 25 9 16 36.0 64.0
$2,250-$2,499___ 20 16 40 17 23 42.5 57.5
$2,500 and over. .. 11 5 54 25 29 46.2 53.8
Family type: Type 1
Under$250_ . . ... ... __ 11 13 & 3 2 60.0 40.0
$250-$499_ . 457 48 9 4 5 44.4 55.6
$500~-$749. . 451 52 16 7 9 43.8 56.2
$750-$999_ _ 183 31 22 1 11 50.0 50.0
$1,000-$1,249 75 26 28 13 15 46.4 53.6
$1,250-$1,499 12 7 30 13 17 43.3 56.7
$1,500-$2,249___ 7 7 36 15 21 41.7 58.3
$2,250 and over_.._...._.______ 6 4 41 14 27 34.1 65.9
Types 11 and 111
77 10 4 2 2 50.0 50.0
339 51 11 5 6 45.5 54.5
292 44 18 8 10 4.4 55.6
130 38 23 10 13 43.5 56.5
44 32 29 14 15 48.3 51.7
$1,250-$1,499___________________ 19 13 31 14 17 45.2 54.8
$1,500-$2,249___ 16 12 26 |. 12 14 46.2 53.8
$2,250and over___._._.._______ 6 5 39 18 21 46.1 53.9
Types IVand V

Under$250_ oo 52 6 10 4 6 40.0 60.0
$250-$499 _ _ 245 41 13 6 7 46.2 £3.8
$500-$749_ 352 44 17 8 9 47.1 52.9
$750-$999__ 205 53 26 12 13 48.0 52.0
$1,000-$1,24¢ 99 38 28 15 13 53.6 46.4
$1,250-$1,499_ 44 19 29 15 14 51.7 48.3
$1,500-$2,249___ 22 14 38 16 22 42.1 57.9
$2,250 and over_.._._.._____._. 19 12 48 22 26 45.8 54.2

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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Automobile operation and purchase: Percentage of families own-

ing and purchasing automobiles, average money expenditure for all families for
operation and purchase, by occupation, family type, and income, in 1 year,

19385-36

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

Number of families

Percentage of all

Average mo:fley pl)gpenditure of

families all families
Octcupatio::ia! group, i]amily R .
ype, and income class ReDOrt- || Oywning | Purchas- [Operation

Eligible | D€ €X- auto- | ing auto- | and pur- OP""}' Purcha’se

pendi- || popites | mobiles | chase tion (met)

tures
1) 2) 3 “) (5) (6) (@) ®)
All families

Under $250_ .. ... __ 280 -+ ) | PR SEURSUUIIIN SV [P RN

$250-$499. . . 1,041 140 3 1 $1 $1 *
$500-8749_ .. ___.... 1,005 140 12 3 12 7 $5

750-$099 - 518 122 14 2 12 12 ™
$1,000-$1,249_ 218 96 27 7 42 29 13
$1,250-$1,499. 75 39 34 13 106 36 70
$1,500-$1,74: 14 12 81 19 172 90 82
$1,750-31, 14 10 43 7 74 49 25
$2,000-$2,249_____________ 17 11 T8 joeeeo . 106 106 | ... _
$2,250-$2,490_________.___ 20 16 87 38 268 124 144
$2,500 and over_______.__.. ... 1 5 64 | .. 58 58 .

Occupational group: Wage
earner

Under $250.__________._._.._._. 263 - | RSN PRPSSERIIINN PR R PRSI (SO

$250-9499. 17D 973 88 3 1 ® ® ™
$500-$749.___________._. 1,016 92 12 3 12 7 5

$750-$999_.___________ 468 77 12 1 9 9 ®*

$1,000-81,249_________ 174 67 22 5 27 20
$1,250-$1,499_____ .. _________ 56 28 b 26 26

Clerical, business, and
. Drofessional

Under $250__.

2,250 and over.- ..

2,250 and over________________
Types 1l and 111

2,250 and over. _ ... _______
Types IV and V

12
""""""""""" 28
175

"""" vy 288 105 | 188
2 31 2 1

3 11 10 1

1 12 1 1

7 4 31 10

13 us 2 87

17 187 128 59

40 301 161 140

See p. 242 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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SOUTHEAST, 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TABLE 9.

types, by occupation, family type, and income, tn 1 year, 1935-36

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

Recreation: Average money ezpenditure for recreation of specified

Number of families

Average money expenditure for recreation

Occupational group, family Report- Paid admissions Equip-
type, and income class . 1npgx- ment for
Eligible pegn || Total games Other!
. an
tures Movies | Other! sports
[6))] 2 ()] [C)] ®) (6) ()] ®
All families
................... 280 29 $1 ™ ™ [ $1
41,041 140 2 $1 ™) * 1
4 1,09 140 11 3 $1 * 7
- 518 122 15 5 1 $1 8
- 218 96 26 8 2 3 13
- 75 39 36 10 3 3 20
- 14 12 26 10 2 ™ 14
- 14 10 43 15 2 7 19
. 17 11 42 9 4 ® 29
$2, 250—$2 499__ - 20 16 50 18 2 4 26
$2,500 and over. ... 11 5 36 18 ) I P, 17
Occupational group: Wage
earner
Under $250_ - 263 23 1 * ™ 1
$250-$499_ . 973 88 2 1 *) 1
$500-$749 1,016 92 12 3 1 7
$750-$999__ 468 77 15 5 1 8
$1,000-$1,249 174 67 27 8 2 15
$1, 250—$1 499 . 56 28 36 11 3 21
Clerical, business, and
professional
17 6 (@] ™) [0 JN PORE PN
68 52 3 1 ()] 1 1
79 48 6 4 1 ™* 1
$750-$909 _ 50 45 13 5 1 1 6
$1,000-$1,240_ .. ___.___ 4 29 22 6 2 3 11
$1,260-$1,499 19 11 35 7 1 9 18
$1,500-$1,749 14 12 26 10 2 * 14
$1,750-$1,999 14 10 43 15 2 7 19
$2,000-$2,249 17 1 42 10 3 (&) 29
$2,250—$2,499 20 16 50 18 3 4 25
$2,500 and ov: 11 5 36 18 | N I 17
Family type Type 1

Under $250_... 151 13 A P, [G0 TR I 1

457 48 2 b7 IR ™ ™
451 52 7 2 1 * 4
183 31 11 3 * * 8
75 26 32 8 1 2 21
12 7 19 4 2 * 13
7 7 65 12 2 *) 51
6 4 50 20 2 . 28
77 10 *) [ T PN N S,
339 51 3 2 [G) * i
202 44 19 4 1 1 13
130 38 21 5 1 2 13
44 32 23 7 1 1 14
19 13 40 12 4 1 23
16 12 34 10 2 2 20
$2,250 and over____________.___ 6 5 61 20 5 8 28

Types IV and V

Under $250. . cccoeoaoo 52 6 1 1 (G0 JN I I,
$250-$499_ . 245 41 2 1 ™ * 1
$500-$749_ _ 352 44 10 3 1 () 6
$750-$999._ _ 205 53 15 7 1 2 5
$1,000-$1,249 99 38 22 8 2 4 8
$1,250-$1,499_ 44 19 39 11 3 4 21
$1,500-$2,249 22 14 30 12 3 2 13
$2,250 and over.. 19 12 38 17 1 1 19

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
*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

CoLumMBia AND MosiLE (NEGRO)

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 defleit (column 8)
plus net balancing ditference (column 9).

3 Nonmoney income from housing includes imputed income from owned family or vacation homes plus
rent received as pay or gift (average amounts based on all families, whether or not they reported such non-
money 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.

8 Represents the average net difference between reported money receipts and reported money disburse-
ments. See glossary, appendix B. A maximum balancing difference within 5.5 percent was allowable
on each schedule.

TABLE 1-A

t A surplus represents an increase in assets or a decrease in liabilities, or both; a deficit represents a decrease
in assets or an increase in liabilities, or both.

2 Some families reported neither surplus nor deficit for the year; therefore the sum of columns 5 and 6 does
not always equal 100 percent.

1 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.

TABLE 2

1 The averages in this table include money expenditure for goods and services purchased on either cash
or credit basis. They do not include value of goods and services received without money expense. Aver-
ages are based on all families, whether or not they reported expenditures for the specified categories.

1 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.

3 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.

¢ 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 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. Gifts do
not include gifts from one member of the economic family to another.

TABLE 3
1 Includes expenditures for board at school, which amounted to less than 5 percent of average food expense
for all families except those with incomes of $1,250 to $1,999 and those at the income level $2,250 to $2,499.
Among families in the clerical, business, and professional categories, it amounted at most to an average of
$74, at the income level $1,250 to $1,499. For any group of 3 or more families of types IV and V, it amounted
at most to $51, at the income level $1,250 to $1,499.
2 See glossary, appendix B, for method of deriving this figure,

TABLE 4

1 Average amounts for renting families based on rental rate contracted for. Value of fuel, light, and refrig-
eration is included when furnished by the landlord and included in the rental rate. See table 4-A for percent-
age of families for whom these facilities were included as part of the rent.

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

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

4+ See glossary, appendix B, for method of deriving this figure. Includes nonmoney income from owned
vacation homes, which amounted at most to an average of less than $1 for all families.

& Percentages based on the average value 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.

3 Percentages based on renting families reporting these facilities included in rent at the end of the schedule
year.
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242 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

TABLE 5

1 Excludes value of fuel, light, and refrigeration furnished by the landlord and included in the rental rate,
Fuel received without expense is not included in this average, but amounted to less than 5 percent of the
money expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration for families with incomes of $750 and over, except those with
incomes of $2,250 to $2,499.

2 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.

TABLE 6

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

2 For families of type I, averages and percentages shown in columns 7 and 10 are for individuals who were
members of the economic family less than 27 weeks, and were therefore not considered equivalent members
in determining family type. See glossary, appendix B, for method of classifying families by type.

TABLE 7

1 See glossary, appendix D, for items included.

TABLE 8

1 To obtain the average expense of operation for families owning automobiles, divide the average shown
in this column by the corresponding figure in column 4 and multiply by 100.

2 To obtain the average net purchase price (gross price less trade-in allowance) for families purchasing
automobiles, divide the average shown in this column by the corresponding figure in column 5 and multiply
by 100.

TABLE 9

1 See glossary, appendix B, for items included.
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Appendix A

Sampling Procedure in Cities of the Southeastern
Region

The Controlled Sample

Several considerations prompted the decision to employ a rela-
tively unique sampling procedure in the Study of Consumer Purchases.
The Study aimed to describe expenditure patterns of families of dif-
ferent 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 inves-
tigated. 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 oc-
cupation and family type relatively constant. In addition, since the
collection of statistics on family expenditures is very time-consuming
and requires great skill, it was necessary to limit the number of
schedules secured to a minimum which would yield reliable general-
izations. The present study attempted to throw light on the ex-
penditure patterns of all classes of the population—high income
groups as well as low, families deriving their incomes primarily from
business and professional occupations as well as the clerical and
wage-earner groups.

Still another consideration was the desire to provide results which
would be comparable from one city to another and in different regions
of the country, minimizing or controlling the differences in racial,
nativity, or occupational composition of the population in each place.
From the point of view of comparability with future studies, further-
more, the restriction of the Study to an American-born population
was deemed advisable since the control of immigration is resulting in
a progressively larger proportion of native-born individuals in this
country.

A ‘“controlled sample’’ accompanied by a random sample seemed
to meet all of these requirements.! Appendix A of volume I pre-

1 The use of a “‘controlled sample”” was proposed in “A Suggested Plan for an Inquiry into the Economjc
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

miade possible a large preliminary random sample and thus permitted the selection of families for the
expenditure survey by income, occupation, and family type.
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244 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

sented a detailed description of the sampling procedure used in the
study of a random sample of families in five Southeastern cities.
The present discussion will be concerned primarily with the con-
trolled sample in the cities of Atlanta, Ga., Columbia, S. C., and
Mobile, Ala.?

Both the collection and tabulation plans of the Study provided
that data on expenditures secured from families in Columbia and
Mobile were to be combined to yield a pattern of expenditure for
families in middle-sized cities of the Southeastern region which could
be compared with the expenditures of families in the large city studied
in this region. It was recognized that there would be an insufficient
number of families in any one middle-sized city to provide a large
enough sample for tabulation by the controls desired, but together
the middle-sized cities would have a large enough population to yield
the desired quota of families of the type to be studied.

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 Consumer Purchases Study was secured
through interviews of families by field agents who recorded the in-
formation given by family members upon schedule forms shown on
page 259.2 The addresses of families to be interviewed were obtained
by a random sampling of the addresses listed in the 1935 city direc-
tory for Atlanta and Columbia and the 1936 city directory for Mobile.
The first field agent assigned to each family obtained the “record
card” information (which related primarily to nativity and number
of persons in the family) and if the family proved to contain husband
and wife, both native born, who had been married at least a year, a
“family schedule’” (covering data on family membership composition,
occupation, and income) was obtained in the same interview.* The
random sample in Atlanta, where an 80-percent coverage was taken,
yielded 48,434 families, of which 35,246 were eligible for the family
schedule information. The combined family population of Mobile

2 The cities for which income data were described in vol. Iincluded Gastonia, N. C., and Albany, Ga.,
in addition to the three cities named. Expenditure data for Gastonia and Albany will be published by the
Bureau of Home Economies.

3 An investigation of family income and eonsumption by means of schedules filled after the end of the
report year is confronted with questions concerning the degree of accuracy with which families may be
expected to remember details of expenditures made over a period of 12 months. It is admittedly impossible
to obtain by the schedule method precise records of expenditures for each item included in family living.
It is believed, however, that accuracy sufficient for the purposes of genersalization 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.

4+ In the cities of the Southeastern region, native Negro families as well as native white families were in-
cluded as eligible. In addition to the regular sample, a smaller sample consisting of foreign-born families
and of incomplete native white and Negro families was asked to give the family schedule data.
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and Columbia, as determined by a 100-percent random sample in
each city, was approximately 27,100; of these families, 17,177 met
the eligibility requirements for the family schedule interview.

When the family schedule was returned to the office, it was edited
for completeness and consistency. The total family income was
computed and codes for the income, occupation, and family type were
placed on the card. If the family proved to belong to the group from
which expenditure information was desired (on the basis of the con-
trols described below), a different field agent was assigned to secure
such data. The second agent explained to the family the purpose and
plan of the expenditure study and then proceeded to obtain the details
called for on the “expenditure schedule.” (See schedule form, p.
259). In the course of this second interview the field agent also re-
viewed 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.) In Atlanta, 1,588 expenditure schedules were
obtained from native white families and 869 from Negro families.
A total of 1,407 white families and 620 Negro families supplied the
information on expenditures in Columbia-Mobile. Of the families
giving expenditure data in these 3 cities, 3,678 families also gave de-
tailed food check lists and 3,754 reported the furnishings and equip-
ment check list detail—over half of each of these two types of check
lists were provided by Atlanta’s families. In addition, information
on the clothing check list was supplied for 10,217 family members in
this controlled sample—one-half of these check lists were taken in
Atlanta.

When the expenditure schedules and check lists were returned to
the office, a careful editing and arithmetic check of the entries took
place. The repeated and careful editing of each schedule for reason-
ableness and internal consistency was of vital importance to the
quality of the schedules obtained. This process helped not only to
identify schedules that were wholly or partly fictitious, but also to
correct errors arising from unintentional mistakes on the part of the
family or the interviewer. The complexity of the schedule and the
interdependence of many sections made intelligent editing at once
vitally necessary and unusually effective for attaining reasonable
accuracy in the results.

Every expenditure schedule had to meet certain requirements before
it was acceptable for tabulation. The more important of these were:

(1) That the schedule meet certain standards with respect to
completeness. Schedules were considered sufficiently complete for
tabulation if the total expenses of all major groups of items were
reported. Thus, because of the limitation of time and funds toward
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246 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

the close of the field work, schedules were considered acceptable 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 con-
strued as to permit the acceptance for tabulation of a schedule which
was considered unreliable by either the field agent or the supervisor.
A schedule with many unexplained omissions and inconsistencies was
withheld from tabulation on the grounds of unreliability, even though,
strictly speaking, it fell within the definition of an acceptable schedule.

(8) That the discrepancy between receipts and disbursements did
not exceed 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 1 out of every 5 of the first expendi-
ture schedules submitted by each agent was checked with the family
by a member of the supervisory staff. Later a larger or smaller pro-
portion 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 having specified
characteristics were asked to give information on their expenditures.
The characteristics of the families treated as eligible for the controlled
sample in the Southeastern region were as follows:

1. Nativity and color.—White families or Negro families in which
both the husband and wife were born in continental United States
or Alaska.

2. Family composition.—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. Families of types I to V as defined in the
glossary, page 266, except for the intensified Negro sample in Atlants
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where families of types VI and VII were also eligible. Except for
Negro families in Atlanta, data secured from family type II were
tabulated and analyzed with data from type III; similarly, data for
types IV and V were pooled in the computation of averages and
percentages.

3. Nonrelief status.—Families not having received relief during the
schedule year.

4. Living arrangements.—Families maintaining housekeeping quar-
ters for at least 9 months during the schedule year.

5. Roomers and boarders.—Families not having roomers or boarders,
or families having not more than the equivalent of one roomer and/or
boarder for the year. (Sons and daughters or other relatives with
separate incomes, from whom it was impossible to obtain complete
information on expenditures, were treated as boarders or as guests,
depending on whether they paid the family for room and 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 secured. In the collection and tabulation of the data
on expenditures, however, no distinction was made between inde-
pendent professional and independent business groups in the Atlanta
native white sample. In the Negro sample in Atlanta and the native
white sample in Columbia-Mobile, the salaried business group was
not separated from the salaried professional group; also the inde-
pendent professional group was not separated from the independent
business families. The four business and professional groups were
not separated from the clerical group in the Negro sample of Colum-
bia-Mobile. (See table 1, and glossary, p. 266.)

8. Income class.—In Atlanta, native white families having incomes
from $500 to over $7,500, and native Negro families having incomes
from under $250 to over $4,000. In Columbia-Mobile, native white
families having incomes from $250 to over $5,000, and native Negro
families having incomes from under $250 to over $3,500. 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,
1t 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 occu-

pational groups at the extremes of the income scale, but expenditure
125018°—40——17
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248 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

data secured from such families would not have been representative
of any large group. Among the white families, therefore, in the
income level under $1,250 in Atlanta and under $1,000 in Columbia-
Mobile, the expenditure study was limited to families in the wage-
earner and clerical groups. At the higher income brackets of $2,500
and over, the wage-earner and clerical groups were relatively infre-
quent. 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 famlies were secured. Among the Negro
families, expenditure data for families having incomes under $250
were secured in Atlanta from only the wage-earner group, while at the
income brackets of $1,500 and over the Study excluded families of
wage earners.

The classification of families on the basis of the three controls of
income class, occupational group, and family type constitutes what
has been referred to in this manuscript as a “cell.” Since the number
of cases to be secured in each cell was limited to six,® it was of para-
mount importance to obtain randomness in the selection of families
for these ‘‘cells.” Great care was therefore taken to guard against
the introduction of a bias. 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 homo-
geneous with respect to the period covered by the data than cells
which represent the less frequent population groups, and any greater
variability within the latter cells might have been attributed to in-
come, occupation, 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 were discarded later because income and expenditures did not
balance should be replaced by cases drawn from recent samples. It
is recognized, 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
or combination of groups in most cells. The number of families called
for by plans which were formulated prior to the field work is shown
in table 1. Insofar as practicable, the collection staff attempted to

§ Except for the intensified sample of Negro families in Atlanta where an attempt was made to secure 10
expenditure schedules in certain cells,
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secure the number of schedules shown iu this plan. In the course of
the survey, it was observed that the original plans tended to eliminate
too many of the lower income wage-earner and clerical families, so
the eligibility requirements were altered so as to include such families.
The number of expenditure schedules obtained and used in the tabu-
lations varies somewhat 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. 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
the data shown.

Another obstacle to an exact control of the number of schedules
in each cell resulted from shifts in the cell classification of families
after the detailed interview on expenditure data. The income class
in which the family was classified on the basis of the relatively short
family schedule interview did not always correspond with the income
class in which the family fell on the basis of the interview for expend-
itures. The shifts arose partly from the fact that the methods of
computing income differed slightly for the two schedules, and partly

TaABLE 1.—Number of schedules desired and number oblained in controlled sample

[Nonrelief complete families}

Atlanta: Native white sample

Independent
Salaried professional
and business

Income class ‘Wage earner Clerical

Professional Business

De- Ob-
De- Ob- De- Ob- De- Ob- De- Ob. | sired 1| tained
sired ! | tained | sired ! | tained | sired ! | tained | sired ! | tained

Under $250_

$1,750-$1,999 _

$2,000-$2,249__

$2,250~$2,499._ . 30 30 31 30 27
$2,500-$2,999__ 30 37 30 39 30 45
$3,000-$3,499.__ 30 33 30 31 30 32
$3,500-$3,999. _ 15 21 15 28 30 35
$4,000-$4,999_ 15 30 15 30 30 43
$5,000-$7,499____ 15 19 15 22 30 33
$7,500 and over..... 15 12 15 13 30 24

See footnotes at end of table.
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TABLE 1.— Number of schedules desired and number obtained in controlled sample—
Continued

[Nonrelief complete families]

Columbia-Mobile: Native white sample

Professional and business

Income class Wage earner Clerical

Salaried Independent

De- Ob- De- Ob- De- Ob- De- Ob-
sired ? | tained | sired ? | tained | sired 3 | tained | sired ? | tained

$
$1,000-$1,249___

27
$1,250-$1,400_ 30 30 30 35
$1,500-$1,749. 30 44 30 27
$1,750-81,000_ 30 47 30 38
$2,000-32,249_ 30 36 30 20
$2.200-82.400 20 i8] % 2
$2,500-$2,999___

BB % a4l W o
$3,500-33,999_ :

$4,000-84,900_ " 30 81 30 23
$5,000 and over 30 | 22 30 26

Columbia-Mobile:

Atlanta: Native Negro sample Native Negro sample

Professional and business

Professional,
Incorme class ;;;%geer Clerical |—————p X&ier business,
. and clerical
Salaried {Independent
De- | Ob- | De- | Ob- | De- | Ob- | De- | Ob- | De- | Ob- | De- | Ob-

sired 3tained jsired 3tained sired 3/tained|sired 3|tained sired 4|tained sired 4/tained
Under $250. .. ... __ [ P 24 ... [ T PO, (O] () 6
$250-3499_ 700 103 |5 () 50 10 52
$500-$749___ 70 123 70 27 ) (% 15 | (5) O] 48
$750-$999_ 70 99 70 22 (%) 16| (% (%) 45

$1,000-$1,249 35 28| () (8 Q)
$1,250-$1,499_ _ 35| 12| (9 121 (9 Q] 11
$1,500-81,749_ ___ .| |eeooi|eos 91 (M 10| (9 (% 12
$1,750-$1,999. __ 91 10, & (%) 10
$2,000-$2,249 . _ . LN 7 (® ® 11
$2,250-$2,499___ 16 1 (B 71 ® ® 16
$2,500-$2,999. . 61 (% 10} (% (% 2
$3,000-$3,499 2 gﬂ) 41 O ® 2
$3,500-$3,999___ 2] 21 ® 1
$4,000 and over._ _ 2| ¢ 31 ® [T

1 Equally distributed among 5 family types. See p. 266 for description of types.

2 Equally divided between the 2 cities and distributed among 5 family types. See p. 266 for description
of types.

3 Equally distributed among 7 family types. See p. 266 for description of types.

4 Equally distributed among 5 family types. See p. 266 for description of types.

5 140 cases.

6 180 cases.

from the fact that sources of income which the family had forgotten
to mention to the agent obtaining the family schedule data occasion-
ally came to light in the course of the long interview in connection
with the discussion of expenditures.®

6 Because of the extensive coverage of the family income survey, it was necessary to keep the time of the
family schedule interview as short as possible. On that account information on the expenses of an owned

home other than interest payments was not obtained from the families covered in the large random sample.
Therefore, in estimating nonmoney income from home ownership for the income report, it was necessary to
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Altogether 17 percent of the Columbia-Mobile families giving
expenditure data and 18 percent of the Atlanta Negroes’ fell into a
different income class when classified according to the method used
and information obtained in the long interview as compared with
the short interview. In general, the shifts were compensating. A
little more than half of the shifts in Columbia-Mobile were to higher
income classes, while correspondingly slightly less than half were to
lower income brackets. Almost two-thirds of the shifts in the
Atlanta Negro sample, however, were to higher income -classes.
Approximately seven-tenths of the shifts in cell for Columbia-
Mobile and for Atlanta Negro schedules 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 depend-
ent on a common family fund whose expenditures could also be
ascertained were regarded as members of the economic family in
the controlled sample. The discrepancies in the codes resulting
from these differences, however, were negligible; less than 1 percent
of all Columbia-Mobile families from which expenditure data were
secured and less than 2 percent of the Atlanta Negro families were
classified in a different family type by the two procedures.

The shifts in occupational code resulting from the longer interview
also were relatively infrequent—1 percent or less of all Columbia-
Mobile families and Atlanta Negro families in the controlled sample
were classified differently on the basis of the long and short inter-
views.

Aside from the effect of discrepancies arising from different defin-
nitions of the economic family, the longer interview brought to light
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 insuranee; and
thus a revised figure on the nonmoney income {from owned home was computed by subtracting the actual
rather than the estimated expenses. ]

Similarly, for families having hoarders the income figure on the family schedule inciuded 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 dishursements 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 boarders.

No attempt was made at the time of the family schedule interview to determine nonmoney income from
an owned vacation home. This figure was obtained, however, from information secured during the ex-
penditure 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.
7 No data on shifts in cell are available for the Atlanta white sample.
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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 occu-
pational 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 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 others.

Weighting the controlled sample.—Having himited 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 pro-
portional cross section of each of the elements of the population.
It is not valid, for example, to add together the expenditures of an
equal number of wage earners, clerical, and business and professional
workers at the $1,250 to $1,500 income level and assume that the
resulting figure represents the expenditures of families as a whole in
this income bracket. Such an assumption would be justifiable only
if (a) the expenditures of the different occupational groups were
identical within an income class or if (b) the random sample contained
an equal 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. As for the second assumption, the random
sample analyses have revealed great differences in the proportions of
families in the various occupational groups, so simple summation of
the expenditures of the several groups will not yield an accurate
picture of family disbursements. Family types or income brackets
also should not be combined without first taking into account the
number of cases in the random sample of eligible families.

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 con-

8 Tn the middle-sized cities a further obstacle to obtaining the exact number of schedules desired in each
cell arose from the fact that schedules from the two rather widely separated cities were used to fill each

cell. Since the collection of schedules was being carried on simultaneously, unavoidable duplication
resulted because some assignments in each city yielded schedules at the same time.
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stituent groups.® Thus, the figures for each occupational group at
each income level were derived by weighting or multiplying the aver-
ages 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 interested 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 column 5 of tables 2a—-d. These tables also enable the
reader to compare the eligible sample of native complete families
with the random sample of all native complete families.

TaBLE 2a.—Income distribution of families in Atlanta, Ga., showing relation of
controlled sample of white families to random samples !

Native white complete families
All native
All fami- hi
lies reliet fpite Al Eligible | o
and non- : K for con- ontrolle
Income class relief ‘;‘fllgealg} trolled | sample,s
o Relief and Nonrelies | S8mple,é | nonrelief
nonrelief nonrelief
1) ) ®3) @ ®) ®
Under $250. - .. .. ... 6,812 1,928 782 145
$250-$499_ _ . 10, 326 3, 1,877 596
$500-$749_ 9,125 4,425 2,726 1, 666
$750-$999__ __ 6,941 3,996 2, 850 2,229
$1,000-$1,249_ _ 5,827 4, 251 3,066 2,714
$1,250-$1,499__ 4,405 3,368 2,657 2,485
$1,500-$1,749 _ . 4,343 3, 632 3,039 2,901
$1,750-$1,999__ 3,600 3,304 2,988 2,940
$2,000 $2,249__ 3,272 2,949 2,514 2,475
$2,250-$2,499 _ _ 2,894 2,672 2,158 2,133
$2,500-$2,999_ _ 3,424 3,163 2, 808 2,790
$3,000-$3,499_ . 2,227 2,057 1,820 1,813
$3,500-$3,999__ 1, 649 1,553 1,356 1,347
$4,000-$4,999____ 1,498 1,388 1,191 1,191
$5,000 and over_ _ __.._._______ 1,389 1,205 1,087 1,087
Total ... _.____._______ 67,732 43,190 32,919 28,511 | |emmmeee_ .

1 Figuresin columns 1, 2, 3, 4. and 5represent the estimated number in a 100-percent coverage of the eity.

3 Estimated from samples. Includes all complete and incomplete native, foreign white, and Negro fami-
lies. (See vol. I, Tabular Summary, sec. A.)

3 These figures are the weightsfor the controlled sample. Dueto cellshifts(see discussion, p.249) thenum-
ber 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 p. 246.)

+ Unweighted count of the number of expenditure schedules secured. (For occupational groups and fam-
ily types, see p. 246.)

9 Shifts in cells presented some difficulty 1n preparing the basic tabulations, namely, expenditure schedules
appeared in cells for which no weights were available since no eligible case 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 expendi-
ture schedules appearing in the tabulations. These arbitrary weights would tend to make the number of
families in the city appear greater than was actually found but counterbalancing these added weights was
the fact that a number of cells which contained eligible cases in the random sample had no expenditure
schedules, and thus were not utilized.
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TaABLE 2b.—Income distribution of families in Atlanta, Ga., showing relation of
conirolled sample of Negro families to random samples 1

Negro complete families
M, | e T
families,? amilies, Eligible for
relief and | relief and g Controlled
Income class nonrelief | nonrelief X cg:ggg‘jf samp}g,‘
If]‘g;el.gﬁg? Nonrelief | nonrelief | noprelief
[¢)) 2 ®) @ 5) ©)
Under $250.cc—o ... 6,812 4,842 1,074 298 182 24
$250-$499___ 10, 326 6,985 3, 493 1, 336 980 134
$500-3749___ 9,1 4, 489 3,156 2,470 1,926 194
$750-$999______. 6, 941 2, 818 2, 222 1,974 1, 508 161
$1,000-$1,249_ _ . 5, 827 1,365 1,043 9 698 120
$1,250-$1,499_ ____ 4, 405 783 5563 499 376 99
$1,500-$1,749_ _ _ 4,343 415 323 289 62 26
$1,750-$1,999 . _ _ 169 169 149 64 25
$2,000-$2,249_ _ . 3,272 154 154 147 56 22
$2,250-$2,499 . _ 2,894 95 95 86 60 24
$2,500-$2,999_ __ 3,424 92 92 88 36 17
$3,000-$3,499__ _ 2,227 43 43 43 26 9
$3,500-$3,999_ _ _ 1, 649 11 11 11 10 5
$4,000andover________________ 2,887 41 41 41 20 9
Total ... 67,732 22,302 12, 469 8,854 | oo -

t Figures in columns 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 re;ilresent the estimated number in a 100-percent coverage of the city

2 Estimated from samples. Includes all complete and incomplete native, foreign white, and Negro fami-
lies. (See vol. I, Tabular Summary, see. A.) .

3 These figures are the weights for the controlled sample. Due to cell shifts (see discussion, p. 249) 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 p. 246.)

+ Unweighted count of the number of expenditure schedules secured. (For occupational groups and
family types, see p. 246.)

TABLE 2¢.—Income distribution of families in middle-sized cities ' of the South-

eastern region, showing relation of controlled sample of white families to random
samples

Native white complete families
All native
All 5
ilies,? white -
Income class ::ﬁme‘flgﬁa falt.n}hes(,i Al Ellgéblﬁ t?ir Controlled
nonrelief r];aol;!ar ealli:af cgélnf& ee3 sample,4
. X ©
Relief and | Nonrelief | nonrelier | Donrelief
Under $250._.__________..._.__. 3,286 557 171 L2 1 P S
$250-$499_ ... . 5, 552 1,299 642 307 96 28
$500-9749____ ... 3,841 1, 599 956 699 356 62
$750~$999__.__ .. __________ 2, 570 1, 537 1,268 1,144 623 89
$1,000-$1,249_ _________________ 1,957 1, 462 1,158 1,100 705 148
$1,250-$1,499. . ________._.__..__ 1, 525 1,277 955 913 579 151
$1,500-31,749_ 1, 625 1, 380 1,041 1,016 679 159
$1,750-$1,999_ 1,437 1,321 999 977 652 163
$2,000-$2,249 904 719 708 447 139
$2,250-$2,499 814 730 662 655 440 137
$2,500-$2,999______._____ 1,048 981 896 883 253 83
$3,000-$3,499____________ 829 796 609 607 222 68
$3,500-$3,999_ _ . _________ 464 424 390 387 178 71
$4,000-$4,999. .. _____.._ 544 484 400 397 178 61
$5,000 andover________________ 646 579 443 443 261 48
Total ... ... 27,121 15, 330 11, 309 10,297 | e e

1 Mobile, Ala., and Columbia, 8. C.

? Estimated from samples. Includes all complete and incomplete native, foreign white, and Negro fami-
les. (See vol. I, Tabular Summary, sec. A.

3 These figures are the weights for the econtrolled sample. Due to cell shifts (see discussion, p. 249) 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 p. 246.)

1 Unweighted count of the number of expenditure schedules secured. (For occupational groups and
family types, see p. 246.)
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SAMPLING PROCEDURE 255

TaBLE 2d.—Income distribution of families in middle-sized cities ! of the South-
eastern region, showing relation of controlled sample of Negro families to random

samples
Negro complete familie
famallies,? | ‘tamilica. Al
amilies amilies, .
Income class relief and | relief and El‘g{;’lﬁf‘g Controlled
nonrelief nonrelief . cgamgl eea sample,*
I;‘ﬂ;ﬁ.gﬁg? Nonrelief | nonrelief | honrelief
Under $250_. ... ____.________ 3, 286 2,682 720 402 280 29
$250-3499.____ 5, 552 4,182 2, 380 1,480 1, 041 140
$500-$749__ . __ 3,841 2,163 1,743 1,606 1,095 140
750~-$999_ . .o 2,570 962 805 779 518 122
$1,000-$1,249 1,957 440 361 339 218 96
$1,250-$1,499 1, 525 161 135 137 75 39
$1,500-51,749 1,625 11 85 83 14 12
$1,750-$1,999 1,437 68 55 53 14 10
$2,000-$2,249 983 47 47 47 17 11
$2,250-$2,499 814 44 44 44 20 16
$2,500 and over......__..._.._. 3, 531 36 36 35 11 5
Total __._ .. .. ... 27,121 10, 896 6, 411 5,006 | e .

! Mobile, Ala., and Columbia, 8. C.

2 Estimated from samples. Inciudes all complete and incomplete native, foreign white, and Negro
families. (See vol. I, Tabular Summary, sec. A.)

8 These figures are the weights for the controlled sample. Due to cell shifts (see discussion, p. 249) 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 p. 246.)

« Unweighted count of the number of expenditure schedules secured. (For occupational groups and
family types, see p. 246.)

While it is possible to make an estimate of the total consumption
of families in these Southeastern cities by income levels from the ex-
penditure data and the income distribution shown in column 1 of
table 2, such an estimate presupposes that expenditures of foreign
families, incomplete families, and families securing relief are like those
of the nonrelief native complete 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 differ-
ences in expenditures for groups of items by the two nativity groups.
As yet, no data are available on the comparison of expenditures of
the incomplete and complete families.
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B. L. 8,98

Facsimile of Expenditure Schedule

CONFIDENTIAL

a¢en by any except awor
parating egencies and itk

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS
1N COOPERATION WITH
NATIONAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE
WORKS PROGRESS ADMINISTRATION

u»-

Code No. ... SO

Schedule No.

FAd Y] ::almh 5 tasation 5 DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE Gty
WASHINGTON
1. YEAR COVERED BY — C.T.orE.D.
SCHEDULE STUDY
CONSUMER PURCHASES Agent
12 months beginning «—.-emeee-ee-on. .y 1935 A Federal Works Project
and ending eeeeeeeeeee.oo.., , 198 EXPENDITURE SCHEDULE—URBAN Date of interview «o.oeeeveeeeeenea.oo, 1936

1I. COMPOSITION OF ECONOMIC FAMILY

V. HOUSING EXPENSE (during schedule year)

A B [} D E A B N
Number of weeks— RENTED HOME (excluding vacation hoto) | Present home’| Other home
EMBERS OF 3
M FAMILY | Sext | Ago |— owy || 1. Number of months occupied
2. M thl rental rate. 3. 3.
1, Husband... ... M 3. Rental
2. Wife. F 4. ToraL rent.
3. 5. Repairs paid for by family.
4. 6. ToraL expense (4+5)
5. OWNED HOME (excluding vacation bome) | Preseat home | Other homa
6.
7 Number of mouths:
8. 7. Owned
. 8. Occupied as owner.
1. RESIDENCE 9. Structural additions to home
during year. s. 3.
In city during schedule year 10. Paid on principal of mortgage
IV. LIVING QUARTERS OCCUPIED during year
(at end of schedule year) RIFENST FOR MONTHS OWNED
T " 11, Interest on mort $. $.
L Type of living q 12. Refi charges.
Tuding bath
§‘ To:al number of rooms . " 13. Taxes payable in schedule year,
. Tof al'number of persons occupying these rooms (including except back taxes.
family, roomers, paid help, and others) .. 14. Special "
15. Repairs and repl. t
4. If family is now renting, does rent include: 16. I fire, tornado-.
}fes No Yes No 17. Other.
e 0 O Garage. e 0O 0O Light. 18. ToraL for months owned
% 0 in] Fl:;;:sh- FAN=] [ Refrigerator {11-17). 2
e 0O O Heat. (mechanical). 19. Torarformonthsoccupied
4 0 0 Water. g O B Refrigeration. a8 owner.
HOUSING FACILITIES 20. ‘ToraL for family’s home
5. Water supply: 9. Heaﬁng (check principal (6+19)
a. O In living quarters. amn OCantral steam or VACATION HOME Expensofor yeat
b. 0 Indoors, other. b O Ce‘n":'::l',‘ air. 21. Vacation home bwned: Netexpense for months
¢ 1 Outdoors. e 0 Stoves (not kitch- ied. 3.
6, Running water: ] Kltchen stove only, || 22. Vacation home rented: Rent and repairs
a. [0 Hot or cold. e. O I;‘;u.e for months ied
b 3 Cold only. Lf hE‘m one. 23. Lodging while traveling or on i -
¢. O None. & 24, ToraL 21-23.
7. Location of toilets: B Gua. MONEY VALUE OF HOUSING RECEIVED Valas
a. O In living quarters. ; 8 Otetl;g:ene. (without direct ;oney payment oY)
b. D Indoors, other. 11. Coaklng {uel 25. Rental value of housing d as gift or psy.
3 Qutdoors. ily’
¢. O Outdoors. b o Electnclty, 26. Net money value of occupancy of family’s
8. Number of toilets: ¢. O Wood or ¢ owned home.
a. Flush . d 0 Ke‘,‘;ﬁ;‘e“ or gas- if 27 Net money value of occupancy of owned
b, Other _. .’ Other. tion home.
[
[¢Y)
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260 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

V1. HOUSEHOLD OPERATION

FUEL, LIGHT, aud Tota! expense
REFRIGRRATION | Unit G r Jeac .
(for offlce use)
Quantity | Expense | Quantity | Expenss | Quantity | Expense | Quantity | Expense | Quantity | Expense
1. Coal:
Bit.O Anth.O s. s s . s. $oeenn| 8.

2. Coke O Brigts.O)
3. Fuel oil

4. WoodD KindlingO
5. Kerogene® Gas-

olineD).
6. Electrici XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX
7. Gas. XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX
8. Ice.
9. ToraL (1-8). XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX

VII. MEDICAL CARE

10. Value of fuel gathered by family or received free, $_.

A plc|pfe[r|e]| E 1 Iy B o
Lives | Employed | TNRSDSS Gheck | Brpense
PAID HOUSEHOLD |Wis, ® tree | foryest
HELP for year
In (0t P.T.[ P.T.| No. | Dol
meals)  lare 1. Physician: -...... office visits at $. $
2. Physician: ....... home calls at $.
11. Co:l:rszrgenenl $......J| 3 Dentist
12. Cleaningmanor 4. Oculist
‘woman,
15. L N 8. Other ialist (specify).
: 6. Clinic visits; Number ......... at §.
4. 7. Hospital room or bed: - days at $.
15. 8. Private nurse: In hosp. —..... days at $.
16. Aprons, uniforms, and gifts to paid help. 9. Private nurse: At home ... days at 8.
17. Torar (11-16) ... 10. Visiting nurse: visite at 3.
4 B 1. E; and tests (ool incladed abore)
OTEER HOUSEHOLD EXPENSE m 12. Med and druge.
13. Eye glasses
18. Water rent. $ 14. Medical li and li
ident i
19, Telephone: Number mos. ; per mo. $ 16. Health and
16. Other.
20. Laundry sent out: Number wks. -..... ; amt. 8. 17. Toray (1-16)
21, Specify service. VIOI. RURAL—URBAN BACKGROUND
A B c D E
22. Laundry soap and other ck L I |
w Husband Wite
23. Stationery, postage, No.years| Btate |No.yeers| State
24. Moving, express, freight, etc. 1, On a farm or in open
2 Imﬁl %t f leas than
h . In vi 4
25, Other. rs msse of
26, Torav (18-26) 3. In city of 2,500 to 10,000,
27, ToraL b hold tion (9+17+426). 4._In city of 10,000 or mare.
%0

@)

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



SCHEDULE FORM AND GLOSSARY 261
IX. RECREATION XIL. EDUCATION
A Bl o v | e 3 2 5 | o b | =
Adults Chlldren
Esponse Mombers | Exponsetor yesr
Num prics | NUm- | price | 74" || gohool attanded yosr ——
Pald admissions to— Publio | Private Tultion, "“’p,‘,:"
1. Movies: Winter. 3. [ [ S——
2. Spring 1. Nursery school, kind S| S
s « 2. El y school
. Fall 3. High or tory school...
4. Busi: hnieal school.
5. Plays, pageants, concerts, lectures, forums. 5. College gmduate, or profeg.
sional school.
6. Ball games, other tator sports. " oy =
7. Dances, circuses, fairs. -
(pense
QAMES AND SPORTS fof year Provious education
8. Equipment, supplies, fees, licenses (enter year's 6. Total, tuition (1-5D).....| $......_| Highest gre ade com-
expense for each jtem): 7. Total, ks and sup- pleted by:
Hi $. ; Fishing, $. : plies (1-5E)
Camping, $........_; Trapping (sport), §...... 8. Special lessons. 14. Wife
Hikin ‘R’ ’ s Ridings $. ! . 9. Other (excluding board 15. Son or daughter
g, ) and rent) over 16 years with
Baseball, $. ;Tennis, $. 3 Golf, $. H most schooling:
Bicycles, $ _; Skates, sleds, skis, $ : 10, Torant6-9) a. Sex
Billiards and bowling, $._._. 11. Board at school or col~ b. A e.l.)e vepe
ege. ¢. Member of economic
Cards, chess, other games, $. 12. Room rent at school ot family?
9. Total {all items 8) Yes O No OO
OTHER RECREATION XIIL OCCUPATIONAL EXPENSE
10. Radio: Purch (notreported as P
11. Batteries, tubes, repairs, o
12. Musical instrumentis (specify) fot year
ic. bh 1 &
13. Sheet music, re:.:or 5. 1. Union dues, fees.
14. Cameras, films, photo supplies.
15. Children’s toys, play t. 2. Busil and 1 dues.
16. Pets (p: and care) 3. T 1 books and ji \!
17. Entertaining in and out of home. 4. Supplies and equi .
18. Dues to social and tional clubs. )
19. Other (specify) 5. Other.
20. Toraw (1-19) 6. Torat, (1-5)
X. TOBACCO XIV. PREVIOUS OCCUPATION OF HUSBAND
Fapersa | 1. Was husband’s occupation same during schedule year as
" in 19207 Yes O No O
1. Cigarettes: Packages per woek...... @ .. # weeeefecemn ool 9. If not, his oceupation in 1929 was
2. Cigars: Number per week @t XV.)GIFTS, COMMUNITY WELFARE, AND TAXES
3. Tobacco: All other.
4. Smokers’ supplies. ﬁ:’;:
5. Torar (-4 1. Gifte (Christmas, birthday, other) Yo porsons not
XI. READING members of economie family (not [ S—
d 2. C to support relatives not rmeinl
Expense of family.
foe year
8. Dx 1o other individual
LN Daily: . 1. C ity chest and other welft cles..
2 Weekly . Community ¢l other are agencies......|...c.ovaee-. -
3. M and single copies) g ghurohrs?lnday schiool, mi: al i -
. 3 come,
4. Beoks (not scbood bocks) bought during year: Number. A eched ‘n;'eu-, éfcirsgtacfrgges)y...(:{i.i. o enemepen
5. Book reptals and library fees, public and rental li "lnn_-- 7. Other.
6. Bosks borrowed from public and renta) librasics: Namber... .
7. TOTAL (1-6)..eoeeoomammmamnerssmonazzzzasamenzzomeechonznnnaoes] 8. Torar (1-7).
142390
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262 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

XVI. USUAL FOOD EXPENSE DURING EACH SEASON OF SCHEDULE YEAR-

X f T 1 [ ] | I I

Latest season of yeer "Earlier seasons
1" S—— D (.1 S— Montha oo onths—. oooome......| Months. -
F00D AT ROME Moot . M M S
Pec weok | Per month | Por week { Parmonth | Per week | Por mouth| Per wosk | Per roonth | Per week | Per month
Foed expense at—
1. Grocery or general store (ex-
cluding soap, matches,eto.) | $.oo S | $iie | S 1 8. . $. s. 3. 8.

2. Meat and fish market.

8. Dairy.
4. Vegetable and frult market
or wagon.

5. Bakery.

Additional expense for food
at home—
6. Tce cream, candy.

7. Boft drinks, beer, ete.

8, Other food at home.

0 ‘ToraL for week or
month (1-8).
10. TOPAL fOr 868801 oo oeveeboneseeeeioe oo oncecnhooae oo o —e—en

FOOD AWAY FROM HOMBE
axd“dm"m.u ‘while ¥ 3t school, | Per week | Por montk | Par week | Per month | Per week | Per month | Per weok | Per month | Per week | Per month
snd meals carried kvm‘::ms)

Expense for—
11. Meals at work

12. Lunches at school.

13. Meals while traveling or on

OTHER MEALS AWAY—
14,  Breakfs

16. Lunches.

16. Dinpers.

17. Ice oream, candy.

18. Soft drinks, beer, eto.

19. ToraL for week or

mon
20, ‘ToTaL for 8eason.......

TOTAL ¥0Op EXPENSE DURING BCHEDULE TEAR FOOD BAISED AT HOME OE RECEIVED 48 GIFT OR PAY

DURING SCHEDULE YEAR
Money value of food—

21. Food at home (item 10). 3. 24. Raised for family's own use_..___|
22. Food away from home (item 20) 25. R d as gift or pay.
23. Torar,...... R 26. ToraL.... R, RO

) 1e—2290
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AND GLOSSARY

XVII. AUTOMOBILES

XIX. OTHEE TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION

(owned at any time during year)

1. How many months during yesr did you own: LOCAL—TO WORK, BCHOOL, STORES, ETC. fot year
@ 1 automobile, ... mos.; b 2 automobiles, ... mos.; || 1. Bun. trolley, taxi, train, ferry boat, rent of auto- s
" . porane o moblle ] S
¢ 3 automobiles, ....... mos.; no automobiles, ..._____ mos. ou{nn TRAVEL (& travel)
AUTOMOBILES OWNED AT END OF SCHEDULE YEAR 2, d luding Pull -
A B [+] D E 3. b bus.
Year bought New Used Make Price 4, Oﬂmr (specify vehicle)... ... .
. PURCHASE AND UPKEEP DURING YEAR
2. 19. . S— 5. of
- Y
i’ :: 8. Of boat, airpl other vehicle.
5. Gross price of car bought during year $. XXXX 7 T‘)“L (1-6)
N 8. Proportion of motoreyclo D or otber vehicle O
6. Trade-in allowance for used car, $....... X XXX oxpense chargeable 4o b XXX
7. Net price of ear bought (5 minus 6) T
8. Month purchased —...... Terms: Cash 1O Installment 1 XX. PERSONAL CARE
9. Total number of miles driven during year (all owned cars) a B
10, A "”""'""] T m:‘;' " - e SERVICES x
verage miles per gallon of gasoline, -..... miles.
= re— 1. Wifo:, Halrou (usual price, -....—.)
GASOLINE ‘waves, manicures, facials, o e
A B ] 2. Husband: Hmreut (usual price, ... -), shaves,
Season Numberof | Espooso || 3. Chlldren\ under " 16 Hirouts (usual  price,
11. Latest, S, 4. Other membera ol family: Haircut (usual price,
12. TOILET ARTICLES AND PREPARATIONS
13. 5. Tailet soaps: - cakes at.
14. 6. Tooth paste and powder, mouth wash, ete..........foo._.
15, 7. Shaving soap and cream
18. TofAt, FOR YBAR (11-18). ..o} 8. Cold cream, powder, rouge, nail polish, perfum
N A B 9. Brushes, ete., combs, razors, files..
Expense || +0- Other toilet articles and 110 SUUTUNE I
for year
11. ToraL (1-10)
17. Oil: Number of quarts. - S— oras 030 -
18. Tires, tubes: Pu XXI. EQUIPMENT OWNED BY FAMILY «
19. Repairs, repl. ts, service. A B | ¢ » | ®
20. Garage rent, parking. Owned at
21, Licenses, includi: fee somaciote ‘Li‘:ﬁ”.ﬂ:’;‘i.‘r‘
22. Fines, 4 paid to others. KIND OF EQUIPMENT year
23. Automobile i (all types). Yes | No | Prico p;‘:c‘”“
24, Tolls (bx‘ldge, ferry, tunnel) based
25. A (includi bile radio) b TR . T SO RV N LT '3 U
26. Other (includi 1ation dues) 2. Ph h XXXX
3. Radio. XXXX
27. Totar (7, 18, and 17-26) 4R lostric N
28. Proportion of aut bile expense ch ble to 0 Fanioal :
b\;p:ineu XX XX 5. Other ref
6. Xce box.
XVHI. CLOTHING EXPENSE 7. Pressure cooker.
(Make no entry if check list is used) ﬁ,‘yw 8. Washing hine, power.
9. Washing hine, other.
1. Wite..... 8o 10. Ironing macht
2 11. Vacuum cleaner.
3. 12. Sewing mschine, electric.
;’ 13. Other sewing hi
6. XXII. FURNISHINGS AND EQUIPMENT
7. (Make po entry if check list is used) -
& Purchased in schedule year not included in jtems 4-13, section
9. ToTAL XXI. Total expense for yesr, $.... ... -

125018°—40——18
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XX, OTHER FAMILY EXPENSE

Expense for
year

1. Interest 0‘1‘1 debts incurred for family living other than mortgage on

owned home.

5. Loss, other than busi losa.

2. Did famil; haveN checking account #% any time during schedule
o0

year? YesO

6. Funersl, cemetery.

7. Other.

3. Bank service charges, aafe depogit box.
4. Legal expense (not business)

8. ‘Torar (1-7).

XXIV., CHANGES IN PAMILY ASSETS AND LIABILITIES D
cluding changes due to increases or decreases in

URING SCHEDULE YEAR 1935 to

the value of property which has not changed hands)

193

CHANGES IN PROPERTY OWNED BY FAMILY AND AMOUNTS DUE FAMILY

CHANGES IN DEBTS OWED BY FAMILY

A

B

o

D

E

| 7

Money, stocks, real estate, otber assots

Changes [n assets during schedule year

Lisbilities

increase

Changes in lisbilities during schedule year

of ncrease

XXXXIXXX

XXXXXIXX

1. Money in savings 1t 3. $ 21. Mortgages on owned home. $.

2, In checkis 1 22. Mortgages on other real estate.

a On had 23, Na‘tue;‘ ‘li‘i‘:afzo banks, insurance companies,

4. Investments in busines: 24, Notes due to i

5. Real estate: Pu d xXxxXxxxx| 25 Back rents (due before schedule year)......... T2 X XXX X X
6. f 10 IXXXXXXX 26. Rents due in schedule year, unpaid

7. Stocks and bonds: P d xxXxXxxXxx || 27. Back taxes (due before schedule year)........| x x X T X X X X
8. Bold eI XXTXXXXX 28. Taxes due in schedule yesr, unpaid.

9. Other property: Purchased. XXXxxxxx] 29. Charge ts due.
10. Sold...... XXXIXIXX

11. Imp: ts on owned home.

TXXXXIXIXIX

gO. Other bll!a due.
1, P on il
prlorr to ;chedule year (speclly goods

12. Improvements on other real estate. XXXXXXXIX (a) IXXXXXXX
13. Insur jums paid (life, end; X
annuity, XXXXXXXX () XXXXXXIXX
14. F of t. ) XXXXXXXX
15. I policies dered XXXXXXIXX 32. Balance jue on i;m&;mmﬁf
16. 1 licies settled XXTXIIXXXX chased .
17. Loans m’go e by family to others during (@) XTXXXXIX
schedule year (balance not repaid) XXXXXXIXX ® xxzzXIIrx
18, Repnyments to family on loans made
before "ynnr XXXXXXXX (C) XXXXXXXX
19. All other (specifiy 33. All other (specify).
20. Torat (1-19). 34. TorAL (21-33).

142200
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Classifications and Definitions of Terms Used in Text and Tabular
Summary

The following glossary of terms is limited to those classifications and
definitions needing explanation for the interpretation of the tabular
and textual material on the summary of expenditures. Later publi-
cations, presenting more detailed data in particular fields of consump-
tion, will contain further definitions. Items appearing on the ex-
penditure schedule and on the expenditure summary which are not
discussed in the present volume are omitted from the glossary.

Any system of classifying goods and services necessarily has certain
limitations and may not meet the needs of all groups or agencies which
utilize the data. The classification adopted for the Study of Consumer
Purchases is in substance one that has been found useful in other
studies and which thus has the advantage of yielding comparable
data. Since the uses to which specific goods may be put by consum-
ers vary considerably from family to family and even within the family
circle, depending upon a multiplicity of factors, the decision to classify
commodities in one category rather than another were necessarily
arbitrary. The classifications determined upon have, however, been
applied consistently throughout the tabulations.

The expenditures of each family during the report year have been
classified under 16 major groups of goods and services, as presented
in table 2 of the Tabular Summary. This classification has been
used over a period of years in similar studies of family living by such
agencies as the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the Department of Labor
and the Bureau of Home Economics of the Department of Agriculture.

Specific definitions of terms should be prefaced by the explanation
that, whenever a sales tax was in force in a particular community dur-
ing the period covered by the Study, the estimated total amount of
sales tax paid for each taxable item appearing on the schedule was
added to the total expense for the item.

Famaily.—For purposes of the Study of Consumer Purchases, an
economic family was defined as a group of persons belonging to the
same household and dependent upon a common income.! Expendi-
ture data were secured only from families including both a husband
and a wife.

1 For more detailed definition, see vol. T of ttis bulletin, glossary.
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266 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

Family type.—Families were classified, according to the number and

age of members, in one of seven types, as follows:?
Type
I No other persons (families of two).
II One child under 16 (families of three).
IIT Two children under 16 (families of four).
IV One person 16 or over and one or no other person, regardless
of age (families of three or four).
V One child under 16, one person 16 or over, and one or two
others, regardless of age (families of five or six).
VI Three or four children under 16 (families of five or six).
VII One child under 16, and 4 or 5 others, regardless of age (fami-
lies of seven or eight).

The above family types are based upon the equivalent number of
persons under 16 years of age and the equivalent number 16 years or
over in the economic family during the year. By the use of a conversion
table the number of weeks of membership of persons in the economic
family for only a portion of the schedule year is expressed in terms of
equivalent members. If the economic family contained, in addition
to the married couple, only one person who was a member for 26 weeks
or less, he was not regarded as an equivalent member; had he been in
the family for 27 weeks he would have been classified as one equiva-
lent member. If two persons, both of whom were under 16 years, were
members of the economic family for a total of from 27 weeks through
78 weeks, together they counted as one equivalent member; had they
been members for a total of from 79 through 130 weeks, they would
have been counted as two equivalent members. The same method of
computation applied to persons 16 and over. If, however, the family
contained one person 16 years of age or over and one child under 16
years, each for less than 27 weeks, neither would be counted as a
member of the economic family, although the period of membership
for the two together equalled more than 26 weeks.

Occupational group.—Families were also classified in one of seven
groups: Wage earner, clerical, independent business, independent pro-
fessional, salaried business, salaried professional, and families with
no gainfully employed members.? In general, the wage-earner classi-
fication included all types of skilled, semiskilled, and unskilled manual
jobs which are usually paid by the hour, day, or week, rather than on
a monthly or annual salary basis. In the clerical classification were
grouped store clerks and salesmen working for others, as well as office
workers. Professional, semiprofessional, and technical workers were
included in the independent professional group when employed on

1 See pictogram of family types, p. 3 above.

! The ocecupational categories are based upon the Works Progress Administration’s Manual of Work Divi-
sion Procedure, sec. 2, “Occupational classification”’ (Fune 1935); and “‘Index of occupations,” Cire. No. 2A
(September 1935).
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their own account, and in the salaried professional group when they
were employed by others on a salary basis. Persons classified in the
independent business group were entrepreneurs owning and operating
businesses of any type. Also classified in the independent business
category were families which derived the major portion of their earned
income from roomers and boarders. The salaried business category
consisted mainly of salaried managers and officials; chief officers of
corporations drawing salaries, as well as minor executives, were thus
classified in the salaried business group, even though some owned
controlling interest in the business. The seventh category consisted of
families that had no earnings from an occupation, whether due to re-
tirement, receipt of a pension, unemployment, or other causes.

The occupational classification of a family was determined by the
occupational group from which it derived the major portion of its
earnings during the report year, whether that portion was contributed
by one or more family members.*

Income.—The total income by which the family was classified
included money income (derived from earnings and other sources
such as interest, dividends, pensions, etc.), and in addition, non-
money income from housing (for owners, the difference between
rental value of the home and current expense for interest, repairs,
mortgages, and the like; for renters, the value of rent, received as
a gift or pay).

To arrive at the figure for earnings from gainful occupations of
family members (wages, salaries, profits, and other withdrawals from
business for family use, tips, commissions, and bonuses), occupa-
tional expenses were deducted. Similarly, the figures for earned
income not attributable to individual members (i. e., income from
family enterprises such as the keeping of roomers and boarders or
casual work in the home) represented net rather than gross income
from such sources. Items classified as nonearned money income
were: Interest and dividends; rents from property; pensions, annui-
ties and benefits; gifts in cash, ete.®

Adjusted family income, presented in chapters I and IX, consists
of total income plus the value of food and fuel obtained without money
expense.

Expenditures.—Money expenditures include all money expenses
incurred during the report year for current family living, whether or
not the full amount was paid during the year.® Balances remaining
unpaid at the end of the year were handled as increases in liabilities.
Total expenditures include money expenditures and the value of

4 For more detailed statement, see vol. I of this bulletin, glossary.
3 This was not true in the case of a few items such as fire insurance premiums on owned homes and con-
tributions to the Community Chest. For these items only the amounts paid during the year were classed

as expenditures.
¢ For more detailed statement of the components of income as used in the study, see vol. I, glossary.
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food and fuel obtained without money expense. Total expenditures
are thus synonymous with ‘“money value of current family living”
defined below.

Value of family living.—The money value of current family living
consisted of money expenditures for current living, and the value of
housing, food, and fuel obtained without direct money expense. The
value of housing included the imputed net income from owned family
and vacation homes and the rental value of housing received as gift
or pay. (See below under nonmoney income from housing.)

Surplus or deficit.—The difference between the family’s total
money income for the year and its total money expenditure was, if
a positive sum, a surplus, or, if a negative sum, a deficit. This sur-
plus or deficit was accounted for by one or more of a series of changes
in assets and liabilities, described below.

Receipts—The term receipts has been used to designate current
money income plus funds made available through liquidation of
assets or through credit.

Disbursements—The term disbursements has been used to desig-
nate money expenditures for current family living plus money used
to decrease debts incurred before the beginning of the report year or
to increase assets.

Balancing difference.—Due to the difficulty experienced by families,
few of which kept detailed records, in accounting in toto for receipts
and disbursements, a margin of tolerance was set up for discrepancies
between the two. If the difference amounted to less than 5.5 percent
of receipts or disbursements, whichever was larger, the schedule was
tabulated, this amount being carried as & balancing difference. If the
discrepancy was 5.5 or larger, the schedule was discarded. 1In cases
where disbursements exceeded receipts, as accounted for by the family,
the balancing difference was negative; if receipts exceeded disburse-
ments, the difference was positive.

FOOD

Included here were all family expenses for food, together with ex-
penditure for such items as ice cream, candy, soft drinks, beer, and
alcoholic beverages. Cod-liver and haliver oil were also considered
food.

Nonfood articles which may be bought in grocery stores, such as
cleaning supplies, matches, soap, tobacco, and food for pets were
excluded from this category.

Food at home.—A distinction was made between food purchased to
be prepared at home and food purchased and eaten away from home.
In the former category was included the cost of any food prepared
at home but eaten away from home, such as home-prepared lunches
for work, school, or picnics. Cost of articles such as coffee, milk, or
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other food, bought at work or school to supplement the home prepared
lunches, was classified with expense for food away from home.

Food purchased to be prepared in a vacation home occupied by the
family was classified as expense for food at home,

The amount spent for food served to boarders was derived through
use of the average expense per meal per equivalent adult (explained
below), and was deducted from total expense for food at home, so
that the figures shown in table 2, column 6, and table 3 of the Tabular
Summary represent net family expense.

Food away from home.—Included here was expense for meals at work
and at school (except for food carried from home), including board at
school, meals while traveling or on vacation (except for food prepared
in a vacation home), meals purchased on a business trip for which
there was no reimbursement by an employer, other meals eaten out,
and ice cream and candy, soft drinks, and alcoholic beverages con-
sumed away from home.

Expense for food away from home necessarily included in many
cases some expense for service and entertainment as well as food costs
proper.

Value of food home-produced or received as a gift or pay.—A value was
placed on all food which was raised for family consumption or given
to the family as a gift or in lieu of cash payment for services. All
such food was evaluated at the retail prices prevailing in the com-
munity. No deductions from the evaluation of home-produced food
were made for the cost of seeds and implements or for the value or
cost of labor.

The money value of food received as gift or pay represents the net
value of all food received free plus the value of food received as pay
during the year by members of the family. If members of the family
received a substantial number of free meals as guests in excess of the
number of meals furnished to guests (not counting house guests,
since they were treated as members of the household, though not of
the economic family, for the period of their stay), the value of meals
so received in excess of those furnished was tabulated.

An evaluation was made of meals which were furnished to members
of the family without charge by the employer or paid for from expense
accounts. Examples of such instances are salesmen reimbursed for
meals taken while traveling, students working for their board at
school, or waiters who received meals as part of their pay.

Likewise, if the owner of a store or an employee occasionally
brought home food which he received from his place of business with-
out payment, such food was evaluated at local retail prices and
included in the total value of food received without direct money
expense. However, if the store proprietor charged himself for food
which he brought home regularly for family consumption, the retail
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value of such food was added to his money earnings and the goods
were entered as purchases in the subsection for food at home.
Average erpenditure per meal per equivalent adult.—In recognition of
the variations in quantity, and thus in expense, of food consumption
among persons of different ages, the following scale of relative demand
for various persons served from the family food supply was adopted:’

Relative

Person food expense
20 years of age and over_ ... _ ... . _.______.___.__ 1.0
13 t0 19 years ..o o e 1.1
6 t0 12 years_ _ . e .9
Under 6 years. . - oo e .6

These relatives were applied whether the person was a member of
the economic family or a boarder, guest, or domestic servant. The
relative factor applied to nurses for the sick was 0.9. The term
equivalent adult is used in the text as representing one food expendi-
ture unit.

It was assumed that 21 meals per week were eaten by each member
of the economic family during that portion of the report year spent
at home. For other members of the household (boarders, house
guests, household help, and nurses) the actual number of meals eaten
was ascertained. The average expense per meal per equivalent
person was derived by dividing the total family food expense (after
subtraction of expense for food eaten while traveling or on vacation)
by the total number of equivalent person meals.

In order to determine the expense for meals served to boarders
the average expense per meal per food expenditure unit was multiplied
by the total number of meals served to boarders; the resulting sum
was deducted from the total family expense for food at home.

HOME MAINTENANCE

Housing expense.—Each family reported expense incurred during
the report year, for family home and other housing. Average amounts
for renting families are based on the rental rate contracted for, minus
any concessions granted by the landlord, and plus any repairs paid
by the tenant. Housing expense for renting families included fuel,
light, and/or refrigeration when one or more of these items was
included in the rental rate. For owning families, all expense incurred
for repairs, interest, insurance, and the like was included. Because
of the fact that fuel, light, and refrigeration were included in the rent
paid by many renting families, all tables in the text of the report
that show housing expense include fuel, light, and refrigeration with
housing. In tables 2, 4, and 4—A of the Tabular Summary, however,
housing expense does not include fuel, light, and refrigeration.

7 This scale of food relatives was developed from data secured from the Bureau of Home Economics of the
Department of Agriculture, which furnished information on standard food allowances, based on actuai food
expense records, differentiated by age, sex, and activity.
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No attempt was made to apportion and deduct from family expense
an amount for space rented to roomers. Sinece, however, expenditure
data were not taken from families having the equivalent of more than
one lodger throughout the year, the value of such space was not an
important item to the families.

Housing expense incurred during the report year and not paid by
the end of the year was included here and also carried as an increase
in liabilities.

Family home.—Average expense, as shown in table 4, column 8,
includes only expense for living quarters occupied by the family
group, whether such quarters were rented or owned.

Other housing.—Included in housing expense as shown in table 2,
but shown separately in table 4, column 9, is expense for vacation
home, lodging while traveling, and room at school.

Expenses for a vacation home, whether owned or rented, were of the
same type as for a family home. If a family owned a vacation home
and rented it out during any part of the schedule year, the total rent
received was subtracted from total expense incurred for the home and
only the net amount was tabulated. If the rent received exceeded
expenses for the year, no net expense was incurred and the positive
balance was included as a part of the family’s income.

Excluded from expense for lodging while traveling was the amount
paid by a family member while traveling on business or while working
out of town. These amounts were considered occupational expense
and were deducted from gross earnings in arriving at family income.

Housing recetved without direct money expenditure.—See below under
nonmoney income from housing.

Expenditures for rented homes and owned homes.—For the purpose
of comparing the housing expenses of home owners and renters
(table 4—A, columns 6 and 7) a family was classified as renting only
if it rented during the entire year (and received no rent as gift or pay),
and as owning only if it occupied an owned home during the entire
year. Expense for renters includes only expense for dwelling quarters
occupied by the entire family group. The number of months of
occupancy of the rented home was multiplied by the monthly rental
rate to obtain the total amount of rent paid. From this sum was
deducted the value of any rental concessions received by the family.
Concessions were distinguished from rent as pay or gift and defined
as occupancy given free by the landlord for a limited time as an in-
ducement to the family to rent the living quarters. To the total rent
paid was added the value of repairs or improvements paid for by
the tenant, if the landlord did not reimburse the family. Rental
expenses incurred but not paid during the schedule year were included
here, and also carried as an increase in family liabilities.

Housing expense for owned home for the year included interest on
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the mortgage, refinancing charges, taxes payable, expense for repairs
and replacements, special assessments, and premiums for fire, tornado,
or earthquake insurance on the home. For all these items except
insurance, the expense figure refers to amounts incurred during the
schedule year, whether or not they were entirely paid before the end
of the year. Balances remaining unpaid were carried as increases in
liabilities. In the case of insurance premiums, no attempt was made
to prorate payments for previous or coming years as an allocation of
expense for the schedule year. Structural additions and other per-
manent improvements to the home were not classed as current ex-
penditures for housing but as increases in assets. (See below, assets
and liabilities.)

If the home owned and occupied by the family was a two-family or
multiple-family house, only that portion of the expense which applied
to the living quarters of the owner’s family was included as expense of
owned home. The basis for this allocation was the comparative
monthly rental values of the dwelling units under consideration. The
remaining expense was deducted from gross rents, to derive a net
figure which was added to the family’s income.

Facilities included in rent.—Families that were renting their homes
at the end of the schedule year were asked to state which of a specified
list of housing facilities were furnished by the landlord and covered
by the rental rate for the living quarters. These data are presented
in table 4-A of the Tabular Summary.

Facilities were not considered to have been included in the rent if
the family paid separate amounts for their use, over and above the
rental for the living quarters themselves.

Nonmoney income from housing.—An attempt was made to evaluate
all housing received without direct expense, whether in the form of
rent as pay or gift, or of imputed income from an owned family home
or an owned vacation home. Average amounts of such value are
shown in table 4, columns 10-12, Tabular Summary.

If a family received any rent as part of wages or salary, as in the
case of a minister, a resident manager, or a janitor, the estimated
monthly rental value was multiplied by the number of months such
premises were occupied, and the resulting amount was included as a
part of the family’s income. If a family occupied rent free during
any part of the schedule year, a home that was owned by a relative or
friend, the rental value was estimated for the period, and from it
was subtracted any housing expense incurred by the family in connec-
tion with such occupancy. The net figure was then added to the
family’s income. Housing furnished to individual family members
while away from home, whether as gift or in return for services, was
not included in nonmoney income from housing, which relates solely
to housing that served as the family home.
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Much more important, on the average, than rent as pay or gift,
was imputed income from owned home. If a family during any part
of the schedule year occupied a home owned by a member of the
family the rental value of this home was estimated (in relation to
rental rates on equivalent quarters) for the period of occupancy.
From this sum were deducted all expenses incurred for the home, for
interest on a mortgage, repairs, taxes, special assessments, and pre-
miums for insurance, during the period of occupancy. The remaining
amount was considered as imputed income from housing, and included
as a nonmoney part of the family’s total income. If the expenses
were greater than the estimated rental value, the family was considered
to have had a negative income from housing. The net effect was to
place many home owners in a higher-income class ($250 intervals)
than if they had been classified on the basis of money incomes alone.

Fuel gathered by the family or received as gift was valued at local
retail prices.

Household operation.—Household operation expenses included
amounts incurred or paid for heating and cooking fuels, light, and
refrigeration, for paid household help, and for other household items
such as water rent, telephone, laundry, and cleaning supplies. The
expense for operating both family and vacation homes which were
occupied by the family was included in the total operation expense.

If certain expenses for operation, such as fuel, light, or water rent,
were paid by the family for a period when the home was rented to
some other family, such expenses were excluded from the scheduled
family’s total household operation expense and were deducted from
the gross rents received in computing net income from rent.

The average expense for fuel, light, and refrigeration, as shown in
table 2, column 8; table 4, column 5; and table 5, column 5, of the
Tabular Summary is an understatement of expense for this category
since, in the case of renters, one or more of these items was sometimes
included in the rent, and covered by the rental rate.

Paid household help.—Included in this subsection was the expense
for the employment of household help, both full and part time, by the
family during the year.

Nursemaids were classified as household help, but the fees charged
by nurses caring for the sick were grouped with medical care. Ex-
pense for the employment of seamstresses for the duration of a specific
job to make or repair clothing for the family, or to sew household
linens or make slip covers was included with expense for clothing and
furnishings, respectively. The cost of employing a laundress was
included in this subsection only if the laundry work was done on the
family’s premises.
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Besides the cash wages paid by the family to servants, the total
expense for household help included carfare for which the servants
were reimbursed by the family, and the amounts spent by the family
during the year to outfit their servants, as well as amounts given in
tips and presents to doormen, elevator men, and delivery boys not
directly employed by the family. The money value of gifts which
did not represent a direct money expense to the family was not
included in the expense of household help. Meals furnished to
servants by the family were considered a part of family food expense
rather than part of the wages paid.

Other items of household operation expense.—Grouped in this sub-
section were expenditures for such items of household operation as
water rent, telephone, laundry sent out, laundry soap and other clean-
ing supplies, stationery and postage, telegrams, moving charges,
express and freight fees, household disinfectants and insecticides,
wood and metal polishes, paper products for household use, and fees for
garbage and ash removal.

Furnishings and equipment.—Classified as furnishings and equip-
ment were kitchen, cleaning, and laundry equipment, furniture, glass-
ware and china, silverware, household textiles, floor coverings, lug-
gage, and gardening equipment. Included in this grouping also were
articles of household equipment such as mechanical refrigerators, ice
boxes, pressure cookers, washing and ironing machines, vacuum
cleaners, and sewing machines.

Yard goods for the making of household linens, draperies, and slip
covers, as well as the cost of paid help for sewing these articles were
likewise combined with expense for furnishings. Premiums paid for
fire and theft insurance on furnishings, expense for repairs, the cleaning
of furnishings and equipment, and fees for renting furniture were also
incorporated in this group of expenditures. Premiums paid during
the year for insurance on furnishings were included in the total regard-
less of the duration of the insurance which the premium covered.

The recorded prices of furniture and equipment included charges for
financing articles bought on an installment plan. If, in the purchase
of any of these items, a used article of the same kind was traded in,
the amount recorded was the net price, that is, the gross price minus
the trade-in allowance.

CLOTHING

Besides those articles ordinarily regarded as clothing, the following
items were also so classified: Accessories such as gloves, handkerchiefs,
purses, umbrellas, jewelery, ties and collars, belts, garters, and suspend-
ers; yard goods, yarns, and findings for clothing made at home, the cost
of paid help for the making of clothing, dry-cleaning and pressing of
clothing; repair of shoes and charges for shoeshines; fees for renting
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articles of clothing; flowers for personal wear; premiums paid for in-
surance on clothing and jewelery. These items of expense were allo-
cated to the individual members for whom the expense was incurred.
Articles of clothing purchased for wear at work and special clothing
bought for participation in sports were included with clothing.

PERSONAL CARE

Toilet articles and preparations.—Under “‘toilet articles and prepara-
tions” were included the following items: Toilet soaps, dentifrices,
shaving soaps and creams, facial and hand creams and lotions,
powders, rouge and lipsticks, perfumes, and. equipment for personal
care such as brushes and combs, razors, files, scissors, curling irons,
hair dryers, powder puffs, and sanitary supplies.

Personal services—The following items were classified as services:
Haircuts, shampoos, shaves, all types of waves, manicures, facials,
eyebrow trims, dyeing and dressing of hair, Turkish baths.

Tips to barbers and beauty operators were combined with the
charge for the service.

TRANSPORTATION

Automobile expense—Data on automobile expense refers to auto-
mobiles driven by the family which were used either partly or wholly
for family purposes. Expense for operation of automobiles used
entirely for business purposes was not regarded as a family expense,
but was included with other deductible expenses in arriving at net
earnings of the family.

“Family” use of a car was defined as operation of the car for such
purposes as transportation to and from work, school, theater, and
shopping centers, as well as for vacation travel and driving for pleasure.
The use of the family car in pursuit of one’s gainful occupation was
defined as business use of an automobile. The most common example
of this is the use of the family car by a physician or a salesman for
making professional or business calls.

The procedure used by the agent in obtaining information on auto-
mobile expense was to ask for the total annual expense for each item
specified on the schedule. If the family used its automobile partly
for family and partly for business purposes, the agent then asked the
family to estimate the proportion of the use which was chargeable to
business. This was expressed as a percentage, and represented the
proportion of business use over the period of the entire schedule year.

The family was asked to base its estimate of the proportion of
automobile used applicable to business on the mileage and the amount
of time during which the car was so used.

The complement of this proportion, representing the expense appli-
cable to family use, was then applied to each item of operating expense,
as well as to the net purchase price of a car bought during the year.
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Since further refinement of the data was not feasible, the same per-
centage was applied to each item of expense; no account was taken
of internal variations in business use as between different items, as
the family was asked to report the over-all percentage.

The amount of the total operating expenses which was chargeable
to business was regarded as an occupational expense deductible from
gross earnings. Likewise, the proportion of the net purchase price of
an automobile bought during the schedule year which was chargeable
to business (in the same proportion as the operating expense) was re-
garded as an investment of the family funds in business and was so
classified in the section showing assets and labilities, unless this
amount had been excluded from the total income originally reported
on the family schedule. However, the total amount still owing on
such a car at the end of the year was recorded as a debt in the section
on assets and liabilities, without distinction between family and
business proportions.

Included in the gross purchase price of a car were financing charges
other than for insurance when the car was purchased on the install-
ment plan. The net price of a car bought during the year was
derived by subtracting from the gross contract price the amount
allowed on the trade-in of another car.

The expense for operation included the following items: gasoline,
oil, tires and tubes, repairs and service, garage rent, parking fees,
licenses including registration fees, fines and damages paid, automo-
bile insurance, tolls, accessories for the car, and association dues.

In addition to the cost of operating a car owned by the family,
operation expenditures included the amount paid or shared by a
family member for operating a car owned by someone not a member of
the economic family.

The percentage of families owning automobiles, shown on table 8,
column 4, of the Tabular Summary, includes all families reporting
ownership for one or more months during the schedule year. This
percentage included families which purchased either new or used cars
or both during the year, as well as families which had purchased cars
prior to the schedule year.

The percentage of families operating automobiles, shown in text
table 25, was determined by the number of families reporting any
operating expenditures. Hence, a family which shared the cost of
operating a car owned by someone not a member of the economic
family was classified as an operator. Furthermore, since fees for
drivers’ licenses were included as operating expense, a family which
neither owned a car nor shared actual operating expense might be
classified as an operator. On the other hand, if a family owned a car
but incurred no operation expense during the year (not even storage
nor license fees), the famiily was not classified as an operator. These
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factors account for the difference in the percentage of families oper-
ating automobiles as shown in text table 25 and in the percentage of
families owning automobiles shown in Tabular Summary, table 8.

Other travel and transportation.—The cost of transportation other
than by automobile was designated as “other travel and transporta-
tion.” As in the case of automobile expense, travel for business pur-
poses was excluded from the record of family expenditures. Daily
travel to and from work was regarded as a family expense.

Besides the cost of transportation on public vehicles, there was
combined under this heading the amount spent for the purchase and
operation of vehicles other than automobiles, such as a motorcycle,
boat, or airplane. If, however, these vehicles were maintained pri-
marily for recreational purposes, the expense was classified as an
expenditure for recreation.

MEDICAL CARE

Data on expenditures for medical eare include all expense incurred
for the care of members of the economic family during the schedule
year.

The total medical care bill covered fees of physicians, dentists,
oculists, and other specialists, cost of hospitalization and nurses’ fees,
fees for medical examinations and tests, cost of medicines, drugs, and
medical appliances and supplies, and health or infirmary fees paid at
college. Included also was the amount paid out for premiums on
insurance which provided benefits in case of sickness or accident, as
well as the cost of subscribing to cooperative ‘“hospital plans” and
membership dues to group health associations. When acecident or
sick benefits were included in a life insurance policy, the proportion
of the total premiums which applied to health insurance was ascer-
tained and grouped with medical care expense. A similar procedure
was followed with respect to dues to fraternal organizations if dues
covered the cost of health and accident insurance. Amounts which
employers of family members deducted from wages or salaries for
accident or health insurance were included with medical care expense.
In these instances, the amount deducted was now added to wages if
such amounts had originally been excluded in determining the income
of the family.

Benefits received during the year from health and accident insur-
ance were included with current money income and the expense for
the illness was recorded as an expense for medical care.

RECREATION

Expenditures for recreation covered admission fees to commercial
entertainments, the cost of supplies and equipment for participating
in games and sports, and expense for miscellaneous entertainment
items. * '
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Paid admissions to movies, plays, concerts, lectures, ball games and
other spectator sports, dances, and circuses were included in the
expense for recreation. The expense for commercial entertainment
covered the amounts spent by the family for paid admissions for their
guests, but food and refreshments bought for guests was classified as
food expense.

Included in the recreation category was the cost of equipment,
supplies, fees, and licenses necessary for participation in games and
sports such as hunting, tennis, golf, the various winter sports, bicycling,
billiards and bowling, card and other table games. Expense for
lodging while on vacation was classified as housing, rather than as
recreation expense. In the case of summer camps, when no alloca-
tion of the total expense could be made by the family, one-fourth of
the total was classified with recreation expense. The cost of food on
vacation trips was classified with other food expense. KExpense for
sport uniforms or sport clothes was classified with other clothing
expense. Kxpenditures for a vacation cruise were divided among
food, lodging, and travel, and were not classified as recreation expense.

The third subdivision of recreation expense covered expenditures
for such items as the purchase and repair of radios (not automobile),
of musical instruments, care of pets, the cost of children’s and play
equipment; and dues to social and recreational clubs were also defined
as expense for recreation.

TOBACCO

Besides the outlay for cigars, cigarettes, and other tobacco, total
tobacco expenditures included the amount spent for smoking supplies
such as pipes, pipe cleaners and racks, cigarette holders, tobacco
pouches, and ash trays. Smoking stands, however, were grouped
with furniture.

READING

Expenditures for reading consisted of outlay for general reading
matter such as newspapers and magazines, and the purchase and
rental of books.

The cost of books and journals which family members purchased
for use in their occupational pursuits was deducted from their earnings
and thus was treated as an occupational expense. Books and journals
purchased for use at schools attended by members of the family
were combined with expense for education. Picture books for very
young children who were members of the economie family were con-
sidered toys and incorporated with expense for recreation.

EDUCATION

The total expenditures for education consisted of tuition fees and
cost of books and supplies for all formal educational pursuits, whether
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for initial training, for recreational purposes, or for improving one’s
occupational qualifications. The cost of room and board at school
or college was included under housing and food expense, respectively.

Included in the total expense for education was the cost of lessons
in music and art, bridge, games and sports, dancing, knitting and
sewing, tuition for religious education that was separate from church
dues, and fees for correspondence courses. The supplies for special
lessons, however, were not as a rule combined with education expense,
but were entered in more appropriate sections of the schedule. For
instance, supplies for music lessons, such as sheet music and instru-
ments, were grouped with recreation expense. The same is true of
supplies for bridge lessons and of special equipment for lessons in
various types of sports. Special clothing for dancing was classified
as clothing expense, as were supplies for knitting and sewing lessons.

CONTRIBUTIONS AND PERSONAL TAXES

Expenditures for gifts which were recorded in this section of the
schedule were restricted to gifts and donations made by family
members to persons outside the economic family and to organiza-
tions. Presents bought by one family member for another were
classified in appropriate sections of the schedule.

Gifts to household help and other servants were combined with
expense for paid help, while the amount of tips given to persons per-
forming a personal service, such as waitresses, hairdressers, and the
like, was added to the expense for the service in question.

Classified in this category were expenditures for presents for special
ocecasions to persons outside the economic family, contributions to
the support of relatives not members of the family, charitable dona-
tions to individuals and to community chests and other welfare agen-
cies, donations to church and religious organizations, and contribu-
tions to political parties, alumni associations, and the like.

Contributions to the support of relatives usually covered such
items as cash given to relatives for current living expenses, bills paid
(not incurred) for nonmembers of the family for such items as medical
care, or for funeral expenses assumed by the family. Amounts paid
in premiums for the insurance of persons who were not members of
the economic family were also included in gifts made by the family,
regardless of the beneficiary of the policy. The purchase price of
gifts of property, such as real estate or stocks and bonds, was included
with the total expense for gifts if the property was purchased during
the schedule year.

Poll, income, and personal property taxes which fall due within
the schedule year were incorporated in the total for this section.
If the taxes remained unpaid at the end of the year they were also.

125018°—40——19 ‘
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entered as an increase in family liabilities. Excluded from the taxes
entered here were real property taxes and personal property taxes on
automobiles. Sales and other excise taxes were added to the price
of each item of expense rather than recorded as a lump sum, and
amusement taxes were included with recreation expense.

OTHER ITEMS OF FAMILY EXPENSE

Miscellaneous items of family expenditure which were not readily
classifiable with other major groups of consumer goods and services
were combined under this heading.

This included expenditures for such items as interest on debts
incurred for family living (other than mortgage on an owned home),
fees for legal advice on family problems as opposed to business matters,
family losses, cost of funerals for members of the economic family,
together with the purchase price and upkeep of a cemetery lot.

Classified as family loss was the amount of money lost through
theft or accident, personal loans made during the year which were
written off at some time during the year as uncollectible, rent paid
for a dwelling after the family had moved from it, or before the
family had moved into it, and the amount of installments paid during
the year on articles which were repossessed through failure to meet
further payments.

ASSETS AND LIABILITIES

The difference between the family’s total money income for the year
and its total expenditures was accounted for, apart from the balanc-
ing difference, by one or more of a series of changes in assets and
liabilities. Assets include all property owned by the family and
amounts due to the family; liabilities include all amounts owed by
the family.

Among assets, as discussed in chapter IX of the text above, were
bank accounts (including checking accounts, savings accounts, and
money on hand), investments (including real estate, securities, invest-
ments of family funds in business), insurance (premiums paid or
policies settled or surrendered), and such items as improvements on
owned home or other real estate, loans made to others, and that portion
of the soldiers’ bonus or of a cash gift or inheritance received during the
schedule year which was not spent for current living.

Among liabilities were amounts payable on mortgages on the family
home or other real estate, loans due to banks, small-loan companies,
insurance companies, or individuals, bills due (including charge
accounts and other bills and balances due on installment purchases),
and other items such as rents and taxes due.

The record was restricted to money changes, that is, changes in
assets and liabilities resulting from purchase and sale of property, and
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other money transactions. Changes in assets due to the increase or
decrease in market value of real estate, securities, or other personal
property were disregarded unless such property was sold.

The record was restricted to the disposition of family funds; business
funds were excluded from the analysis.

No attempt was made to determine the total assets or the total
liabilities of the families. Rather, they were asked to report only as
to increases and decreases that had taken place during the scheduled
year. For instance, instead of recording as a liability the total amount
which the family owed on installment purchase contracts, only the
amount by which such obligations at the end of the year was greater
or less than the sum owed at the beginning of the year was ascertained.

In determining the amount of net surplus or of net deficit attrib-
utable to each family, four separate totals were obtained. These
were: net amount of increase in assets, net amount of decrease in
assets, net amount of increase in liabilities, and net amount of decrease
in liabilities.

The sum of the total increase in assets plus the total decrease in
debt, represents the disposition of funds not used for current expendi-
tures during the schedule year. The sum of the total decrease in
assets and the total increase in debt represents funds which were made
available to the family for current spending but which were not
considered current income.

The difference between these two sums gave the net change in all
assets and obligations over the year’s period. A positive result
denoted a net surplus or an excess of assets over debts, while a negative
figure denoted a net deficit, or excess of liabilities over assets.
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Appendix C

Communities and Racial Groups Surveyed by the Study
of Consumer Purchases

The cities covered by the Bureau of Labor Statistics in reports on
family expenditures in the Study of Consumer Purchases are as

follows:
Region Metropol(i:itggsand large Middle-sized cities Small cities
Northeast. . .__.__...___ New York, N. Y.12 ____ Haverhill, Mass____________. Greenfield, Mass.
Providence, R. I._______ New Britain, Conn__.__.____ Wallingford, Conn.
‘Westbrook, Maine.
Willimantic, Conn.
Southeast .. .o.o....__ Atlanta, Ga.2._........_.| Columbia, 8. C.2

East Central____________

West Central-Rocky
Mountain.

Pacific Northwest . __.__

Chicago, IIl.Y ... .___._
Columbus, Ohio.2

Omaha, Nebr.-Council
Bluffs, Iowa.
Denver, Colo.

Portland, Oreg___..__.__

Mobile, Ala.2

Muncie, Ind_______________

New Castle, Pa.
Springfield, I11.

Dubuque, Iowa___._________

Springfield, Mo.
Butte, Mont.
Pueblo, Colo.

Aberdeen-Hoquiam, Wash.

Bellingham, Wash.
Everett, Wash.

_| Beaver Falls, Pa.

Connellsville, Pa.
Logansport, Ind.
Mattoon, Il
Peru, Ind.
Billings, Mont.

1 The metropolitan centers of Chicago and New York have been treated separately from the other large

cities.

2 Information obtained from both white and Negro families.

Communities covered by the Bureau of Home Economics in reports
on family expenditures in the Study of Consumer Purchases, are as

follows:

Region

Small cities

Villages

Farm counties

New England_______.______
Central ._____________.____

Mount Vernon, Ohio____

6in Vermont__._._._.___
8 in Massachusetts.
7in Pennsylvania_______

2in Vermont.

3in New Jersey.

New Philadelphia, Ohio. | 6in Ohio. 1in Pennsylvania.
Beaver Dam, Wis. 8in Michigan. 3 in Ohio.
Lincoln, II. 81in Wisconsin. 1in Michigan.
Boone, Iowa. 8in llinois. 1in Wisconsin.
Moberly, Mo. 11 in Iowa. 4 in Illinois.
Columbia, Mo. 5in Iowa.
Mountain and Plains.___. Billings, Mont...___.___ 6in Kansas___________._.| 4in Kansas.

Butte, Mont.
Dodge City, Kans.
Greeley, Colo.
Logan, Utah.
Provo, Utah.

9 in North Dakota.
4in Colorado.
1in Montana.
21in South Dakota.

4in North Dakota.
3 in Colorado.
1in Montana,
1in South Dakota.

Pacific._..__._________.__. Astoria, Oreg___._.______ 12 in California__________ 1in central California.
Eugene, Oreg. 5in Oregon. 2 in southern California.
Klamath Falis, Oreg. 7 in Washington. 5in Oregon.
Olympia, Wasi:. 1in Washington.
Southeast:
‘White and Negrofam- | Albany, Ga._._.._______ 8in Georgia__..__.__.____ 2in North Carolina.
ilies. QGastonia, N. C 7 in South Carolina. 2 in Mississippi.

White families only___

Negro families only.._

8in North Carolina.
10 in Mississippi.

1in Mississippi.

2 in South Carolina.
7in Georgia.

2in North Carolina.
4in South Carolina.
lin Georgia. |

2 in Mississippi.
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An investigation of the income and money disbursements of families
of wage earners and clerical workers was undertaken by the Bureau
of Labor Statistics in the fall of 1934 for the purpose of revising the
cost of living index published currently by the Bureau. The data
from that investigation cover 1 year within the period 1934-36 and
include details on income, family composition, expenditures for prin-
cipal categories and for detailed items of consumption for a total sam-
ple of 14,668 families of employed wage earners and lower salaried
clerical workers in 42 cities, all with population over 50,000. Data
on quantities of food, clothing and furnishings, and equipment pur-
chased; on types of medical care received; and on changes in assets
and liabilities are also included. A summary of these findings is
presented in United States Bureau of Labor Statistics Bulletin
No. 638.

The individual cities for which data are available and the bulletins
in which the detailed data appear are as follows:

North Atlantic Region, New York City (B. L. 8. Bull. 637, Vol. I): White and

Negro families.

North Atlantic Region, Eleven Cities (B. L. S. Bull. 637, Vol. II):

Boston, Mass. Pittsburgh, Pa. (white and Negro
Buffalo, N. Y. families).
Johnstown, Pa. Portland, Maine.
Lancaster, Pa. Rochester, N. Y.
Manchester, N. H. Scranton, Pa.
Philadelphia, Pa. (white and Negro Springfield, Mass.
families).

East North Central Region, (B. L. S. Bull. 636):

Grand Rapids, Mich.
Indianapolis, Ind. (white and Negro
families).

Cincinnati, Ohio (white and Negro
families).

Cleveland, Ohio.

Columbus, Ohio. Lansing, Mich.

Detroit, Mich. Milwaukee, Wis.

West North Central and Mountain Region (B. L. S. Bull. 641):

Denver, Colo. Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn.
Kansas City, Mo. and Kansas City, St. Louis, Mo. (white and Negro
Kans. (white and Negro fam- families).
ilies). Salt Lake City, Utah.

Southern Region (B. L. S. Bull. 640):
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Baltimore, Md. (white and Negro
families).

Birmingham, Ala. (white and Negro
families).

Dallas, Tex.

Houston, Tex. (white other than
Mexican and Mexican families).
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Memphis, Tenn. (white and Negro
families). -
Mobile, Ala. (white and Negro
families).

New Orleans, La. (white and Negro
families).

Norfolk and Portsmouth, Va. (white
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Southern Region (B. L. 8. Bull. 640)—Continued.

Jackson, Miss. (white and Negro and Negro families).

families). Richmond, Va. (white and Negro
Jacksonville, Fla. families).
Louisville, Ky. (white and Negro

families).

Pacific Region (B. L. S. Bull. 639):

Los Angeles, Calif. (white other San Diego, Calif.
than Mexican and Mexican fam- San Franecisco, Calif.
ilies). Seattle, Wash.

Sacramento, Calif.
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Appendix D

Analysis of Expenditures by Families of Given Type,
Occupational Group, and Income: Rank Test Method
and Results ?

One of the purposes of the present study is to discover whatever
differences there may be in the expenditure patterns of families of
different composition that belong to the same income and occupa-
tional group, and likewise differences in the expenditure patterns of
families in different occupational groups but of the same composition
and the same income class. The determination of such differences is
complicated both by the extreme variability of the expenditures of
families of the same composition, occupational group, and income class
in any one year, and by the small number of schedules which it was
possible to secure for one cell within the time and funds available for
the present study. Emergencies of various sorts, differences in
debts carried over from the previous year or in accumulated reserves
and in personal tastes result in very wide differences in expenditures
among families with identical incomes, with children of the same age,
and with fathers of the same occupational status. In any extensive
investigation of family expenditures, the classification of families
must allow for a range of income within each cell, a range in the ages
of the children, and the grouping of occupations, thus increasing the
possibility of variation.

An examination of the average expenditures of families of a given
type, occupational group, and income class emphasizes the need for
developing some method of summarizing the differences and of test-
ing their significance.

The method used in this report is based on a chi-square test de-
veloped by Milton Friedman and reported in the Journal of the
American Statistical Assocation for December 1937. For a description
of the application of this method to this problem, see Bulletin 642,
volume II, appendix D.

Application of the Method.

Rank tests were made of the average expenditures of native white
families for each of the major groups of expenditures by family type
and by occupation, the results of which are summarized in tables
3 and 4.

! Prepared by A. C. Rosander.
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The family-type tests were based upon three family-type groups—
I, IT and III, IV and V—the ranks being based upon the sums of the
occupational averages within each income class and each family-type
group. The occupational tests were based on five occupational groups
for Atlanta, and four of the middle-sized city unit, the ranks being
based upon the sums of the averages of the three family-type groups
within each income class and each occupational group.

The number of Negro families in the white-collar occupations was
so small that family-type or occupational tests on the expenditures of
these families were not justified.

Certain combinations of items made throughout the study were
followed in making the tests. Housing expense includes the cost of
fuel, light, and refrigeration. Housing value is housing expense plus
free rent and imputed value of owned home. Automobile expense
includes both that of purchase and that of operation.

Tables 3 and 4 present for each test, for each item, the deviations of
the sums of ranks from the average sum expected. A negative value
means that the sum of ranks for a given family type or occupation,
the summation extending over all income classes used, is less than the
average sum expected; a positive value means the sum of ranks is
more than the average sum expected.

The value, P;, gives the probability of getting by chance a value of
k larger than the one obtained. If this probability is 0.05 or less, we
have grounds for rejecting the hypothesis that the average expendi-
tures for that specific item came from the same expenditure universe.
We show three levels of probability as follows:

0.05+ means a value of P greater than 0.05.
0.05— means a value of P between 0.05 and 0.01.
0.01 — means one less than 0.01.

A test of significance is much more effective in rejecting a hypothesis
than in proving one, and this, together with the limitations of the rank
test, should caution the reader against making any sweeping generaliza-
tions from the test results. At best they suggest hypotheses for
further and more refined testing.
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TABLE 3.—Summary of family type and occupation mean rank tests
ATLANTA: WHITE FAMILIES

INCOME RANGE $1,250-$3,000
Family-type tests (all Oc : s
cupation tests (family types I, II-III, IV-V
?:g‘lﬁ?tt’;,)png ggﬁgtlﬁ;ds); combined), occupational deviations ?
& a &
« RN
S k=
- 20805,
] ] gea o
%5 | 3 |888] 8 | 8
] = 2 R g
= 5 5 (528 £ | %
o > - -] = A < 2 * -
-t =] [ ] f wn m - o =3 - A
Food. oo oo —6 0 6| 72 {0.01— 4 -9 4 —2 3 126 0. 054
Clothing.________ -l —6 1 51621} .01— 4.5 | —3 -7 6.5 —1 121.5 | .05+
Housing expense 8_ =2 2 01 8].054| 6 5 —2 2 -1 190 05—
Housing value ¢____ 4-2] -2 4124 .054+ & 5 4 -2 |-12 214 01—
Household operation___._| —2 5| —3|38)| .06~ 2 2 9 —1.5 |—11.5 | 223.5 | .01—
Furnishings_____ - 3 1| —4]26]| .05 —1 -3 -9 2 11 216 01—
Auto, total__.______ o =1 2| -1 6| .054| —3 2 3 -3 1 32 05+
Other transportation_____| =1 | =5 6) 62 .01— 8 —.5| —4.5 7 —8 169.5 | . 05—
Personal care______ o —4 0 41321 .054| 4 1 —6 5 —4 94 05+
Medical care. - 4| =2 -2]24;.054 6 -2.6| —L5 1 -3 54.5 | .06+
Recreation.__. | -2 41 —2|24]|.054 —1 0 —2 1 2 10 054
Tobaeco. . _ -1 21 -1 6| .054~10 3 2 0 5 138 05+
Reading.__ - 1 41 56|42 .05— 85| —1 —.5 .5 —7.5| 130 054
Eduecation._.__ o —6 0 672].01—-[ 9 -~3.6 | —4 —.5] -1 110.5 | .05+
Qifts and taxes_...._____ 4 0| —4]32).054| —1 3 ~1 5 —6 72 054~
Changes in assets and
liabilities. ___________.. 6f—1|—5|62].01—| —3 1 2 -3 3 32 054
Total ___.__.._____._ -5 4 1) 42(.05— 5 0 -4 4 -5 82 054

1 Deviations from average sum of ranks (12).
+ Deviations from average sum of ranks (18).
3 Includes housing plus fuel, light, and refrigeration.
4 Includes housing expense plus imputed income from owned home and rent received as pay or gift.

TasLe 4.—Summary of family type and occupation mean rank tests
MOBRBILE-COLUMBIA: WHITE FAMILIES
INCOME RANGE $1,000-$2,500

Family-type tests (all | Occupation tests (family types I, II-III,
occupations combined), IV-V combined), occupational devia-
family-type deviations1 tions ?

e

Item E° 18° 5

0| Qe =1

—u|gadu =

_ 3ac|888| 3 | @

e N 8 ©

712 . |833|548| £ | B «
- =} — 3 Ry % E o 3 -2 LY

Food. —6 0 617210.01—| —4 -1 —4 9 114 0.01—
Clothing. __.._.__ | —41 -2 6586 .01—-| 6 -1 2 -7 90 05—
Housingexpense3__ T A | 0} 2!.054+| 6 -1 4 -9 134 01—
Housing value 4. __ g 2(-3 1114§.054 2 6 1 -9 122 01—
Household operation 401 §(—6162]!.01—| 0 9 -1 —8 146 .01—
Furnishings_____ ] 4 —4132].054 2 -3 1 0 14 L0514
Auto, total._____ ] 41-1]~-83)21}.054+] L5 3 0 —4.5| 8L.5 .05+
Other transportation. . | -3 1 21141 .054| —~.5 1 0 —-.5 .5 | .05+
Personal care._.___ .| —3 2 1|14.054] O -1 56| —4.51 515 .05+
edical care__ g0 0 0f 0].054| 3 -3 —4 4 50 .05+
Recreation.___ -] —2 4 —-21241.054| 1 51 =15 0 3.5 | .05+
Tobaceq..-..-- - 1 0 -1 2] .064 2.5 [ 1.5 | —4 24.5 | .05+
Reading_..._. 40 2(—2¢1 8}.054| 3 5 ~1.5| —6.5] 78.5| .05—
Education____. .| =6 1 5(62).01—| 0 0 2 -2 8 05
Gifts and taxes. . 6| —-1|—-5|62].01—| -2 5 0 -3 38 05+
Changes in assets and liabilities .| 4 | —4 0(32.0564+| -3 —3 1 5 44 05+
Total ... -3 2 1|14].054 6 2 —2 —6 80 .05~

1 Deviations from average sum of ranks (12).
2 Deviations from average sum of ranks (15).
$ Includes fuel, light and refrigeration,

4 Includes housing expense plys imputed income and rent as gift or pay.
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Appendix E
Variability in Family Expenditures

The wide variation shown in chapter IX in total expenditures
among families with similar incomes is paralleled by even wider rela-
tive variations in the outlay for individual categories, since families
with the same total expenditures may still differ greatly in the appor-
tionment of the total among the constituent elements in family living,
Accordingly, it is important to give consideration to such variations,
both because they provide a basis for judging the significance of the
averages obtained, and because they offer interesting evidence to
students of consumption on questions concerned with the relative
diversity or standardization in consumption patterns among families
similar in certain established respects.

The time limitations imposed upon the preparation of this report
have made it impossible to calculate measures of dispersion about the
averages which it presents. The following table presents the range
from the mean for four cells, two from the white, and two from the
Negro group, as a simple method of illustrating the extent of the
variation.

In view of the physiological limitations imposed on the demand for
food it accords with expectations to find that expenditures for food
generally show less relative variation among families within the same
income, occupational, and family-type group than do those for any
other category. Thus, for example, among Atlanta white families
with one child under 16 that were classified in salaried business occu-
pations, and in the income group $2,500 to $3,000, expenditures for
food by the family reporting the lowest outlay were only about 25
percent below the average for the group, while the family that spent
the most reported outlay about 40 percent above the average. (See
table 6.)

Expenditures for housing and clothing also were relatively less
variable than many other groups of items, and expenditures for per-
sonal care likewise showed relatively little dispersion.

It is interesting to note the number of categories for which expendi-
tures ranged from nothing to many times the mean, particularly
among Negro families, for which detailed data were available only at
the very low income levels.

In general, the mean for a particular category was closer to the
minimum than to the maximum expenditure, indicating that most

288
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families made moderate expenditures while a few had very large
outlays for the category during the particular year. This was
especially true, it should be noted, of such goods and services as fur-
nishings and equipment, automobiles, and medical care.

The range from a relatively large deficit to a large surplus was very
striking. The point made in chapter VIII concerning the wide varia-
tion among individual families in the balance of income and expendi-
tures is thus emphasized, since these figures represent the net result of
transactions with respect to specific asset and liability items.

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



TABLE 8.——Mean expenditure of Atlanta families in selected groups and range of expenditures for individual families

‘White families Negro families
Classification:
TUCOMC . — o e e oo ecian $2,500-$2,999 $1,750-$1,999 $1,250-$1,499 $750-3999

Occuﬁ)atlonal group. . Salaried business ‘Wage earner Salaried business ‘Wage earner

Family type. . . e II v I VII
Number of families:

Renters . iccimaes 6 8 2 9

OWners. o e 2 4 5 1

Range from mean Range from mean Range from mean Range from mean
Category Mean Mean Mean Mean
Below Above Below Above Below Above Below Above
Total money income.___________.______________ $2, 696 $196 $258 | $1,781 $176 $130 $1, 270 $191 $153 $846 $102 $129
Total money expense__________________.______. 2,423 510 582 1,803 288 405 1,190 375 723 827 212 185

Food: Total....___.__. 610 164 284 717 236 406 279 142 115 302 119 78

Away from home 147 147 315 94 94 62 21 21 104 5 5 42
Clothing: Total L 307 71 118 237 116 225 102 47 98 126 79 234

Husband_____ 129 62 83 51 36 83 48 43 52 20 16 55

Wife. e 117 68 36 46 41 39 53 32 60 14 9 16
Housing1______._.. 414 114 126 265 85 161 261 165 219 132 60 48
Fuel, light, and refrigeration 100 74 83 142 34 14 94 57 36 80 42 57
Household operation ... 257 194 232 87 47 50 91 84 109 28 21 47
Furnishings and equipment._____ 90 78 193 83 83 204 29 28 108 21 21 39
Automobile operation and purchase_ 264 264 784 26 26 100 171 171 170 3 3 25
Other transportation_____________ 30 30 65 35 35 54 20 18 26 26 26 28
Personal care ______ 55 28 27 42 16 25 13 25 26 15 24
Medical care. 127 103 226 65 53 140 88 62 231 34 33 36
Recreation___ 76 44 39 43 40 70 18 18 48 15 15 51
Tobaceo. ____ 47 47 62 28 28 50 17 17 34 11 1 12
Reading_._.. 17 7 10 16 6 20 20 10 14 6 6 4
Education___.__.._.......___ 2 1 4 8 8 20 e 13 13 71
Contributions and personal taxes 91 62 167 41 28 70 74 52 130 16 15 33
Other. e 4 4 16 11 11 59 2 2 7 1 1 6
Net surplus or defieit. ... ... +321 —335 +439 *) ~287 +224 +87 —597 +285 +34 —110 +134

! Includes imputed income from owned homes and the value of rent received as pay or gift.

*Less than $1.
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Appendix F

Family Type Composition of Occupational Groups and
Occupational Composition of Family Type Groups

The interdependence of occupational and family type groups made
it desirable to analyze at given income levels the expenditures of
families of given composition holding occupational group constant
and, similarly, expenditures of families of different occupational class-
ification holding family type constant. (See appendix D.) Since,
however, the data (weighted averages) presented in the text and
Tabular Summary for family type groups by income and for occupa-
tional groups by income reflect such interdependence, the following
tables are presented in order to indicate the relative importance along
the income scale of the several occupational groups within each
family type and of the several family type groups within each occu-

pational category.
ATLANTA

TaBLE 6.—Distribution of eligible families of specified occupational groups according

to family type, by income

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

Family types Family types
All All
Income class types I v Income class types o | v
I and | and I and |and
III v nI | v
Wage earner Independent business and
professional—Contd.
28 39 33
25 43 32 || $4,000-$4,909___ 21 31 48
32 42 26 |) $5,000-$7,499___ 23 28! 49
23 43| 34 (| $7,500 and over 13 28| 59
$1,500-$1,749___ 26 34| 40
Salaried business
$1,750-$1,999______________ 3 23 36| 41
$2,000-$2,249___ 25 32| 43 (| $1,250-$1,499_.____________ 100. 0 19 48 33
$2,250-$2,499___ X 29 21] 50 | $1,500-$1,749___ _-| 100.0 36 41 2
$2,500-$2,009_ . _______._ 3 25 13 82 || $1,750-$1,999___ --| 100.0 29 5| 21
$2,000-$2,240___ ~-{ 100.0 33 30; 37
Clerical $2,250-$2,499___ .-} 100.0 25 4 3
$750-$999_______. ... .. 100.0 34 35 31 |} $2,500-$2,999 . _ --| 100.0 34 33| 33
$1,000-$1,249_ 100.0 33 42| 25 || $3,000-$3,499___ __| 100.0 26 36( 38
$1,250-$1,499_ 100.0 29 42 29 || $3,500-$3,999___ --| 100.0 23 34 43
$1,500-$1,749___ 100.0 29 43) 28 || $4,000-$4,999_._ _- 100.0 23 30| 47
$1,750-$1,999__ . _______. 100.0 32 37| 31 | $5,000-$7,499_____ ~-| 100.0 19 21 60
$7,500 and over..._.______ 100.0 39 12) 49
$2,000-$2,249_ - ______.____ 100. 0 28 35 37
$2,250-$2,499_ 100. 0 34 35| 31 Salaried professional
$2,500-$2,999_____ ... __. 100.0 26 33 4
$1,250-$1,499 26 52| 22
Independent business and $1,500-$1,749 31 43| 26
professional $1,750-$1,999 27 41 32
$2,000-$2,249. 37 40| 23
100. 0, 37 29| 34 || $2,250-$2,499 32 371 31
100.0 40 32| 28
100.0 28 31| 41| $2,500-$2,999_ . _____.____ 100.0 26 41 33
100.0 20 23| 57 || $3,000-$3,499___ --| 100.0 28 28| 44
100.0 29 32| 39 | $3,500-$3,099.__ --| 100.0 23 31 46
$4,000-54,909___ --| 100.0 14 371 49
$2,600-$2,999.._________._. 100.0 27 31 42 || $5,000-$7,499.___ -~} 100.0 13 271 85
$3,000-$3,499. ---| 100.0 27 27| 46 || $7,500 and over_._.____... 100.0 25 17| 58
$3,500-$3,999. . ______.__. 100.0 26 33 4
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292 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST: 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TaBLE 6.— Distribution of eligible families of specified occupational groups according
to family type, by income—Continued
[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

Family type Family type
All All
Income class types I v Income class types Iolw
1 and | and I and | and
m v I | v
Wage earner Independent business and
professional—Continued
100.0 32 36| 32
100.0 41} 31 || $1,500-$1,749 100.0 32, 25| 43
100.0 21 51 28 1,750 100.0 29| 271 44
100.0 27| 421 31 || $2,000-$2,249 100.0 33 24| 43
100.0 25 38| 37
$2,250-$2,499 100. 0| 24 38/ 38
100.0 39| 41 2,500-$2,999 100. 0 18 21 55
i , 100.0 250 30| 45 || $3,000-$3, 100.0f 20| 33 47
2,000-$2,249. 100.0 26 54 ,500-$3, 100.0 27 321 41
2,250-$2,499 100. 0f 18 21| 61 || $4,000-$4,999 100. 0| 30 20 50
$5,000 and over 100.0 20) 22/ 58
Clerical
Saleried business and
$500-$749. .. __________ 100. 9, 27 32 4 professional
750-$999_ _ 100.0 18 49| 33
1,000-$1,249. -1 100.0| 29 42! 29 || $1,000-$1,249_________.____ 100.0 36 28
$1,250-$1,490_ -1 100. 0| 26, 42| 32 | $1,250-$1,490_ . ________ 100.0 31 38/ 31
1,500-$1,749 ____________ 100.0 28 40| 32 || $1,500-$1,749 . _____.___. 100.0 29 41| 30
$1,750~$1,999______________ 100.0 17 49 34
$1,750-$1,999_ ... ________ 100.0 29 34| a7 || $2/000-82240 1111111 100. 0 20 48| 32
$2,000-$2,249. 100.0 25, 31 44
$2,250-$2,499___ 100.0 24 31 45 || $2,250~$2,499__.____.__.. __ 100.0 22 43] 35
$2,500~$2,999. .. ____ ... .. 100.0 20, 42/ 38
Independent business and $3,000-83,490______________ 100. 0! 23 36| 41
professional ,500-$3,999_ . ___ ... __ 100.0 21 32 47
$4,000-$4,999 ___________ __ 100.0 19 25 56
$1,000-$1,249________. ---.| 100.0] 33 301 37 $5 000 and over....._...__ 100. 0| 18 26 56
$1, 250—$1 499 _____ ... 100.0 30, 38! 32
ATLANTA
[Negro nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]
Family type
Income class t?pl}es
I I I v A\ VI VII
Wage earner
Under $250_ . ..o 100.0 49 13 3 22 2 8 3
$250-$499_ _| 100.0 43 12 8 20 7 5 5
$500-$749._ .| 100.0 35 16 8 18 9 7
$750-$999. __ 4| 100.0 34 10 5 26 12 6 7
$1,000-$1,249__ -| 100.0 20 8 4 32 15 3 9
$1,250-$1,499_ ... ... 100.0 28 7 2 37 131 5 10
$250-$499_ ... 100 40 LU (SR [N
$500-$749_ _ _ .| 100.0 37 15 16 15 1
$750-$999__ . ____ _| 100.0 36 14 36 5
$1,000-$1,249__ _{ 100.0 26 8 22 17 9
$1,250-$1,499_ . oo 100.0 42 | o|aeeas 33 8
$1,500-$1,749__ ... 100.0 20 10 ... 60 10|
$1,750-$1,999__ 100.0 27 9 9 28 %18; ........ 9
00. 0
100.0
00.0
$1,000-$1,249__ . . _.____.___.__ 100.0 36 15 15 b2 N (R O, 10
$1,250-$1,409. oo 100.0 38 e 31 | L,
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TasLE 6.—Distribution of eligible families of specified occupational groups according
to family type, by income—Continued

Income class

Al
types

Family type

I III v

Vi VII

Independent business and profes-

sionel —Continued

$1,500-$1,749
$1,750-$1,999
$2,000-$2,249
$2,250-$2,499
$2,500~$2,909

$3,000-$3,490
$3,500-$3,999. .

$4,000 andover_____________.. _____.

Salaried business and professional

$1,000-$1,

$1,250-$1,499__ ...
$1,500-$1,749_ ______ ...

$1,750-$1,999__
$2,000-$2,249 .
$2,250-$2,499__

$2,500-$2,909_ ... . ...
$3,000-$3,499_ . ...

$3,500-$3,999____

$4,000 and over. ____ ... .. :

b4 R— 25

-7/ 13
1B 31
_________________ 18
7 7 14
........ 9 37
20 4. 40

45 22 22
________ 30

________ 9 36
________ 50
________________ 50
________ 25 50

12
7|l
________ 6
"""" 77718

SOUTHEAST: 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

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

Family types Family types
All All
Income class types I v Income class types I v
I and | and I and |and
111 A% 111
Wage earner Clerical, business, and pro-
fessional—Continued
Under $250. __...co-._. 100.0 52 28 20
$250-$409_ 100.0 43 33| 24 || $750-$999 ______ ... 44
$500-$749_ 100.0 42 27| 31 |{ $1,000-$1,249_ .« .. .. 30
$750-$999___ 100.0 36 25! 39
$1,000-$1,249. .| 100.0{ 32 18| 50 || $1,250-31,499 __________.__ 48
$1,250-$1,499____ .. _.__.__. 100.0 12 25 63 |{ $1,600-$1,749 .. __. 43
$1,750-$1,999__________.... 43
Clerical, business, and pro- $2,000-$2,249 . __________ 59
essional $2,250-$2,499_._____.__..... 50
Under $250.._.__.._... 100.0 76 24 (... $2,500-$2,999_______._____. 60
$250-$499_ . 56 251 19 || $3,000-$3,499_ __ .. _____. 100
$500-8749. ... 37 23| 40 || $3,500 and over__._._______ 100
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294 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA
TaBLE 7.—Distribution of eligible families of specified types according to occupa-
tional group, by income
[White nonrelief families including husband and wife, both native born]

onden Salaried

All gccu-{ Wage . pendent | gy, | Salarie

Income class : Clerical | business A profes-

pations | earner and pro- business sional

fessional

Family type I

$500-$749

$750-8999__
$1,000-$1,249.
$1,250-51,499_

$1,500-$1,740_____________

$1,750-$1,099_ .
$2,000-$2,249_
$2,250-$2,499.
$2,500-$2,999_
$3,000-53,499_ .

$3,500-$3,999_ ...

$4,000-34,999_ __
$5,000~$7,499. __

$7,500 and over.___._.__._
Family types IT and 11T
$500-$749_ .. _..._

$750-$999_ _ _ _
$1,000-$1,249 _.
$1,250-$1,499__.

$1,500-$1,749. . ...
$1,750-$1,999_ _ __.__._____

$2,000-$2,249_ __
$2,250-$2,499_
$2,500-52,999_

$3,000-$3,490_ __.______.__
$3,500-$3,999_ . ...

$4,000-84,999_
$5,000-$7,499. _

$7,500 and over_.___._.___
Family types IV and V

$1,250-$1,499_
$1,500-$1,749

$2,500-32,099_

$3,000-$3,499_ __ . ___.__.__
$3,500-$3,999__ .. ___.____.

$41000-$4,999 1100
$5,000-87,499_ _ __

$7,500 and over___.____.__
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SOUTHEAST: 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TaBLE 7.—Distribution of eligible families of specified types according to occupa-
tional group, by income—Continued

Independ-

A Salaried
All occu-| Wage : eut busi- business
Income class pations | earner | Clerical ne:(s)fz?-d and pro-
gi onal fessional

Family type 1

$250-$499_ ____ el 100. 0
$500-8749 100. 0
7508099 _ _ e 100. 0
1,000-$1,249 ____________ . 100.0
1,250-$1,499. ... 100. 0
1,500-81,749_ _ o 100. 0 32 41 10 17
1,750-$1,900_ 100.0 32 44 12 12
2,000-$2,249_ . T TTTTIITIl. 100.0 23 42 15 20
2,250-92,400. i 100.0 21 37 14 28
, 090 el 7 73
3,000-$3,499_ __ ... 20 80
3,500-$3,999_ __ 37 63
4,000-$4,999_ __ 38 62
$5,000 and over 51 49

Family types 11 and 111

1,000-$1,240
1,250-$1,499.

1,500~$1,749 ..
$1,750-$1,909_
2, 000—32 249 __
$2 250—$2 499 __
$2, 500—32 900 e

$3,000-$3,499_ ..
$3,500-83,999_ ..
,999

$5,000 and over._
Family types IV and V

$1,000-$1,249.
$1,250-81,499.

$2 25{)—$2 400 e

$2,500-82,999. e

$3,000-$3,499. 25 75
$3,500-$3,999_ 29 71
$4,000-$4,999. 5 26 74
$5,000 and over. .. .. .o 200.0 | [oo 49 51

125018°—40——20Q
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296 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

ATLANTA

TaBLE 7.~ Distribution of eligible families of specified types according to occupa-
tional group, by income—Continued

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

Independ- :
ent busi- | Salaried

Alloccu-| Wage . business
Income class pations | earner Clerical nels_slesl.d and pro-
Sonaj | fessional

Family type I

Under $250_
$4

Family type 11

$750-$999. _
$1,000-$1,24
$1,250~$1,499

$1,500~8$1,749
$1,750-$1,999

$2,500-$2,999
$8,000-$3,499
$3,500-$3,999

Family type 111

2
1
2
2
$1,250-$1,499_ . ____ .. 3
$1, 500—$1,749-.. R 27
$1,750-$1,909__ R 57
$2, 000—$2 249__ R 50
$2,250-82,409 . JIIIIITTIITIIIIITTIT 43
$2,500-82,999 . i 57
$3,000-$3,499.. _ 40
$3,500-$3,999__ __ ... 33
$4,000 and over._ 100
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ATLANTA

TaBLE 7.— Distribution of eligible fomilies of specified types according to occupa-
tional group, by income—Continued

Independ- Salari
Busi- alaried
Allocen- | Wage ent business
Income class pations | earner | Clerical ne:s f’zlsl_d and pro-
gignal fessional

Family type V

$750-$999__
$1,000-81,249___________ ..

$1,260-$1,490_ ...
$1,500-$1,749_

$3,000~$3,499__
$3,500-$3,999____
$4,000andover. ...

Under $250_ . .- el
250-$499.. _ _

$500-3749.. _

$2,500-$2,999.
$3,000-$3,499

Family type VII
Under $250___._.___.__ e R, 100.0 100

$2,000-$2,249______________________
$2,250-$2,499_ ...

$2,500-$2,999_
$3,000-$3,490__
999

$4,000 and ove
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298 FAMILY EXPENDITURE IN SOUTHEASTERN CITIES

SOUTHEAST: 2 MIDDLE-SIZED CITIES

TaBLe ¥.—Distribution of eligible families of specified types according to occupa-
tional group, by tncome—Continued

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

All W lg)leg'ical, All W Eleyical,
. age | business, age | business,
Income class ogﬁgﬂa earner | and pro- Income class ogic;lpsa- earner | and pro-
fessional fessional
Family type 1 Family types II and
IIT—Continued
91 9
91 9 [| $1,750-$1,999_ __________ 3 100
94 6 || $2,000-$2,249. 5 100
91 9 || $2,250-$2,499____.__.._._. X 100
75 25
$2,500-$2,999_ ... ____
$1,250-$1,499 __________ 100. 0 58 42 (| $3,000-$3,499_ . __
$1,500-$1,749 . __ 100.0 ... 100 || $3,500 and over..._._.__
$1,750-$1,999 X
$2,000-$2,249 Family types IVand V
$2,250-%2,499_ __________
$2,500-$2,999. . _________
$3,000-$3,499___
$3,500 and over
Family types IT and I11
$1,250-$1,499 ... ______
Under $250__._ 100. ¢ 95 5 {| $1,500-$1,749.
_t 100.0 95 5 1| $1,750-$1,999._ .
-1 100.0 94 6 i| $2,000-$2,249__ -
-} 100.0 91 9 || $2,250-$2,409 __________
$1,000-$1,249 . ________ 100.0 73 27
$2,500-$2,999___________
$1,2560-$1,499__ _ -l 100.0 74 26 {| $3,000-$3,499_. .-
$1,500-$1,749. _ 100.0 | ___.... 100 || $3,500 and over_._._____

O
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