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BULLETIN
OP THE

B U R E A U  OF L A B O R .
No. 71. WASHINGTON. July, 1907.

WAGES AND HOURS 0E LABOR IN MANUEACTURING INDUSTRIES,
1890 TO 1906.

This article presents the average wages per hour, the average 
hours of labor per week, and the number of employees in both 1905 
and 1906 in the leading wageworking occupations of 4,034 estab
lishments in the principal manufacturing and mechanical industries 
of the United States. This report does not cover salaried employees 
in any industry. The figures of this article, taken in connection 
with the summary figures from the Nineteenth Annual Report 
and from articles in Bulletins 59 and 65 relating to wages and hours 
of labor, herein reproduced, bring into comparison all years from 
1890 to 1906, inclusive.

In the year 1906 the average wages per hour in the principal 
manufacturing and mechanical industries of the country were 4.5 per 
cent higher than in 1905, the regular hours of labor per week were 
0.5 per cent lower than in 1905, and the number of employees in the 
establishments investigated was 7 per cent greater than in 1905. 
The average full-time weekly earnings per employee in 1906 were 
3.9 per cent greater than in 1905.

The variation in the purchasing power of wages may be measured 
by using the retail prices of food, the expenditures for which consti
tute nearly half of the expenditures for all purposes in a working
man’s family. Retail prices of food are shown in the succeeding 
article in this Bulletin. According to that article the retail prices 
of food, weighted according to consumption in representative work
ingmen’s families, were 2.9 per cent higher in 1906 than in 1905. As 
the advance in wages per hour from 1905 to 1906 was greater than 
the advance in the retail prices of food, the purchasing power of an
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2 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

hour’s wages, as measured by food, was greater in 1906 than in 1905. 
In 1906 the purchasing power of an hour’s wages as expended for 
food was 1.4 per cent greater than in 1905, and the purchasing power 
of a full week’s wages was 1 per cent greater in 1906 than in 1905, or, 
expressed in other words, an hour’s wages in 1906 in the manufac
turing and mechanical industries in the United States would purchase
1.4 per cent more food than an hour’s wages in 1905, and a full 
week’s wages in 1906 would purchase 1 per cent more food than a 
full week’s wages in 1905.

As compared in each case with the average for the years from 
1890 to 1899, the average wages per hour in 1906 were 24.2 per cent 
higher, the number of employees in the establishments investigated 
was 42.9 per cent greater, and the average hours of labor per week 
were 4.6 per cent lower. The average earnings per employee per 
full week in 1906 were 18.5 per cent higher than the average earnings 
per full week during the ten years from 1890 to 1899.

The retail price of the principal articles of food, weighted accord
ing to family consumption of the various articles, was 15.7 per cent 
higher in 1906 than the average price for the ten years from 1890 
to 1899. Compared with the average for the same ten-year period, 
the purchasing power of an hour’s wages in 1906 was 7.3 per cent 
greater, and of a full week’s wages 2.4 per cent greater, the increase 
in the purchasing power of the full week’s wages being less than the 
increase in the purchasing power of hourly wages, because of the 
reduction in the hours of labor.

The figures above quoted and other figures comparing wages, 
hours of labor, prices, purchasing power of wages, etc., in 1906 with 
other years are presented in the tables on pages 4 and 7.

Comparison of retail prices of food for each month of 1905 and 
1906 is made on page 180.

The following table shows the per cent of increase or decrease in 
the wages per hour and in hours of labor per full week in 1906 as 
compared with 1905 in the several industries covered by this report:

PER CENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN WAGES PER HOUR AND IN HOURS OF 
LABOR PER WEEK IN 1906 AS COMPARED WITH 1905, BY INDUSTRIES.

Industry.

Wages per hour. Hours per week.

Per cent 
of in

crease.

Per cent 
of de

crease.

Per cent 
of in

crease.

Per cent 
of de

crease.

Agricultural implements............................................................ 3.9 0.5
Bakery, bread............................................................................. 3.2 .8
Blacksmithing and horseshoeing............................................... 3.2 .6
Boots and shoes.......................................................................... 1.7 .5
Brick............................................................................................ 4.7 .1
Building trades........................................................................... 6.1 .3
Candy......................................................................................... 4.0 0.1
Carpets........................................................................................ 2.0 .3
Carriages and wagons................................................................ 3.8 .4
Cars, steam railroad................................................................... 3.1 .3
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WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 3

PER CENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN WAGES PER HOUR AND IN HOURS OF 
LABOR PER WEEK IN 1906 AS COMPARED WITH 1905, BY INDUSTRIES—Concluded.

Industry.

Wages per hour. Hours per week.

Per cent 
of in

crease.

Per cent 
of de

crease.

Per cent 
of in

crease.

Per cent 
of de

crease.

f!inthlTigr ffl.ftt.nry product.......................................................... 3.8 0.2
Cotton goods. . T...................................................................... 11.2 .8
DyAinp^finishirigfj fi.nd printing tft-jrt.Ues.................................... 1.9 . 4
Electrical apparatus and supplies............................................. 10.1 (O) (a)
Flour........ t? .......................: : ................................................... 1.4 .2
Foundry and machine shop....................................................... 3.4 («) (a)
Furniture......................... T........................................................ 2.9 .5
Gas.............................................................................................. 1.8 0.3
Glass.......................................................................................... 4.9 .8
Harness...................................................................................... 2.5 .4
Hats, fur........., .......................................................................... 5.0 .1
Hosiery and knit goods............................................................. 4.6 .1
Iron and steel, bar..................................................................... 6.9 .2
Iron and steel, Bessemer converting........................................ 8.5 .3
Iron and steel, blast furnace..................................................... 1.3 ( a ) (°)
Leather....................................................................................... .8 (a) (a )
Liquors, mfl.it............................................................................. 2.7 1.8
Lumber....................................................................................... 5.0 1.0
Marble and stone work.............................................................. 1.7 .3
Paper and wood pulp................................................................ 1.1 .3
Planing m ill............................................................................... 3.4 1.1
Pottery....................................................................................... 1.3 .2
Printing and publishing, book and job..................................... 4.4 1.4
Printing and publishing, newspaper......................................... 2.0 .8
Shipbuilding............................................................................... 4.8 .5
Silk goods................................................................................... 2.7 ( a ) ( a )

Slaughtering and meat packing................................................ 1.5 (*>) ( b)
Streets and sewers, contract work............................................ 8.7 1.5
Streets and sewers, municipal work......................................... 1.7 .1
Tobacco, cigars.......................................................................... 8.4 .4
Woolen and worsted goods.................................... , ................. 4.8 .2

All industries.................................................................... 4.5 . 5

a No change. fc Not reported.

An examination of this table shows an increase in wages per hour 
in 1906, as compared with 1905, in 40 of the 41 industries covered by 
this report. The greatest increase was in the manufacture of cotton 
goods, where the average wages per hour in 1906 were 11.2 per cent 
higher than the average wages per hour in 1905. In the manufac
ture of electrical apparatus and supplies there was an increase in 
wages per hour of 10.1 per cent. In street and sewer work done by 
contract the increase in wages per hour was 8.7 per cent; in iron and 
steel, Bessemer converting, 8.5 per cent, and in the manufacture of 
cigars, 8.4 per cent. In the manufacture of bar iron the increase in 
wages per hour was 6.9 per cent, and in the building trades 6.1 per 
cent. Briefly stated, two industries show’ an increase in hourly 
wages of more than 10 per cent, 7 industries an increase of 5 per cent 
but less than 10 per cent, and 31 industries an increase of less than 
5 per cent. In one industry7, paper and wood pulp, there was a 
decrease of wages of 1.1 per cent. In the industries as a wdiole, 
weighted according to importance, the increase in wages was 4.5 
per cent. The method of weighting the several industries is fully 
explained on pages 23 and 24.

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



4 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR,

The per cent of change in hours of labor in 1906, as compared with 
1905, was not so great as the per cent of change in wages per hour. 
In 5 industries there was a decrease of hours of 1 per cent or more, 
while in 25 industries there was a decrease of less than 1 per cent. 
In 5 industries there was an increase in hours of labor per week; in 
no instance, however, wras the increase more than 0.3 per cent. Five 
industries show no change in hours of labor. The hours of labor 
were not reported for slaughtering and meat packing, for the reason 
set forth in footnote on page 58. The decrease in hours of labor in 
the industries taken as a whole was 0.5 per cent.

The table immediately following shows for the industries, taken as 
a whole, the per cent of increase or decrease in wages per hour, hours 
of labor per week, the purchasing power of wages, etc., in 1906 in the 
manufacturing and mechanical industries, as compared with each 
year preceding, back to and including 1890, and as compared with 
the average for the ten years, 1890 to 1899. The figures comparing 
conditions in 1906 with 1905, shown on pages 1 and 2, are taken from 
this table.

PER CENT OF INCREASE (+ ) OR DECREASE ( - )  IN 1906, AS COMPARED WITH PRE
VIOUS YEARS, IN EMPLOYEES, HOURS PER'W EEK, WAGES PER HOUR, FULL-TIME 
W EEKLY EARNINGS PER EMPLOYEE, RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, AND PURCHAS
ING POWER OF HOURLY WAGES AND OF FULL-TIME WEEKLY EARNINGS PER  
EMPLOYEE, MEASURED BY RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

{A chart showing in graphic form the changes in employees, hours, wages, and retail prices will be
found facing page 8.]

Per cent of increase (+ ) or decrease (—) in 1905 as compared with 
previous years.

Year.
Employ

ees.
Hours 

per week.
Wages 

per hour.

Full
time 

weekly 
earnings 
per em
ployee.

Retail 
prices of 

food, 
weighted 
accord
ing to  
family 

con
sump
tion.

Purchasi 
measu 
tail i 
food, c

Hourly
wages.

ing power, 
red by re
prices of 
>f—

Full- 
time 

weekly 
earnings 
per em
ployee.

Average 1890-1899..................... +42.9 - 4 .6 +24.2 +18.5 +15.7 +  7.3 + 2.4
1890............................................ +50.7 - 5 .3 +23.8 +17.3 +13.0 +  9.6 + 3.9
1891............................................ +46.9 * - 5 .1 +23.8 +17.6 +11.5 +11.1 + 5.5
1892............................................ +44.1 - 5 .1 +23.2 +17.0 +13.5 +  8.5 + 3.0
1893............................................ +43.8 - 4 .9 +23.1 +17.1 +10.8 +11.1 + 5.7
1894............................................ +51.9 - 4 .4 +26.9 +21.3 +16.0 +  9.3 + 4.5
1895............................................ +48.2 - 4 .7 +26.3 +20.4 +18.3 +  6.8 + 1.8
1896............................................ +44.9 - 4 .4 +24.6 +19.1 +21.2 +  2.8 - 1 .7
1897............................................ +41.6 - 4 .2 +24.7 +19.5 +20.1 +  3.8 -  .6
1898............................................ +34.3 - 4 .3 +24.0 +18.6 +17.2 +  5.7 + 1.2
1899............................................ +27.5 - 3 .8 +21.8 +17.1 +16.3 +  4.7 +  .7
1900............................................ +23.6 - 3 .3 +17.7 +13.8 +14.4 +  2.8 -  .6
1901............................................ +20.0 - 2 .8 +15.0 +11.9 +10.0 +  4.5 + 1.7
1902............................................ +  15.6 - 2 .0 +10.7 +  8.5 +  4.3 +  6.0 + 4.0
1903............................................ +13.0 - 1 .2 + 6.8 +  5.5 +  4.9 +  1.8 +  .6
1904............................. ............. +13.7 -  .5 + 6.2 +  5.6 +  3,6 +  2.5 + 2 .0
1905............................................ +  7.0 -  .5 +  4.5 +  3.9 + 2.9 +  1.4 + 1.0
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WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 5

Opposite each year in the table is given the per cent of increase 
or decrease (indicated by + or —) in 1906 as compared with the 
year specified. Thus, in the fourth column, opposite 1890, appears 
+ 23.8, indicating that the increase in the wages per hour in 1906, as 
compared with 1890, was 23.8 per cent. In like manner, in the third 
column, opposite 1890, appears —5.3, indicating that the decrease 
in the hours of labor in 1906, as compared with 1890, was 5.3 per cent.

As before stated, the average wages per hour of wage-workers in 
the manufacturing and mechanical industries of the country were
4.5 per cent higher in 1906 than in 1905. This per cent ( + 4.5) 
appears in the column headed “ Wages per hour” opposite the year 
1905. In inspecting the percentages up the column it is seen that 
there was an increase in the average wages per hour in 1906 over 
the average wages per hour in each preceding year of the period 
covered; that is, back to 1890. The increase in 1906 over 1904 
was 6.2 per cent, over 1903 the increase was 6.8 per cent, and over 
1902 the increase was 10.7 per cent. The increase in 1906 was more 
than 20 per cent over the average hourly wages in any one year 
from 1890 to 1899, and 24.2 per cent over the average for the ten 
years from 1890 to 1899. Wages in 1906 were 26.9 per cent higher 
than in 1894, the year of lowest wages per hour in the period.

The average hours of labor per week of wage-earners in the manu
facturing and mechanical industries were lower in 1906 than in any 
preceding year. The hours of labor in 1906 decreased 0.5 per cent 
as compared with the years 1904 and 1905, the average hours of 
labor beings the same in those two years. There wTas a decrease of
1.2 per cent in 1906 as compared wdth 1903, a decrease of 2.0 per 
cent as compared with 1902, and a decrease of 2.8 per cent as com
pared with 1901. As compared wdth 1890 there was a decrease of
5.3 per cent, and as compared with the average from 1890 to 1899, a 
decrease of 4.6 per cent.

The figures for employees relate only to the number of employees 
in the selected occupations covered by the report in the establish
ments investigated. There was an increase of 7 per cent in the 
number of employees in 1906 as compared with 1905; an increase of 
13.7 per cent as compared with 1904; an increase of 13 per cent as 
compared with 1903; an increase of 15.6 per cent as compared with 
1902, and an increase of 20 per cent as compared with 1901. As 
compared with 1894, the year in which wages and the number of 
persons employed were the lowest during the period, there was an 
increase of 51.9 per cent in the number of employees. As compared 
with the average for the ten years from 1890 to 1899 there was an 
increase of 42.9 per cent in the number of employees. These figures
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6 BULLETIN OF THE BUKEAU OF LABOR,

do not take into consideration the development of new industries 
within the period or the increase in the number of establishments 
in the several industries covered by the report, hence the actual 
increase in the number of employees in 1906 engaged in the manu
facturing and mechanical industries of the country must be consid
erably greater than is shown by these figures.

As there has been a general decrease in the hours of labor accom
panying the general increase in wages per hour, a column is given 
in the table showing the full-time weekly earnings per employee in 
order that a study may be made of earnings per week as well as of 
wages per hour.

The figures here given for weekly earnings are based on full-time 
work; as fully explained on page 17 the amount of time actually 
made per week by employees is not covered by this report.

There was an increase in the full-time weekly earnings per employee 
in 1906 as compared with 1905 of 3.9 per cent; as compared with 
1904, of 5.6 per cent; as compared with 1903, of 5.5 per cent; as 
compared with 1902, of 8.5 per cent, and as compared with 1901, 
of 11.9 per cent. In  1906, as compared with the average for 1890 
to 1899, there was an increase of full-time weekly earnings per 
employee of 18.5 per cent, and as compared with 1894, the year of 
lowest wages, there was an increase of 21.3 per cent.

Figures relating to retail prices of food, from the second article in 
this Bulletin, are presented here that they may furnish a measure 
of the purchasing power of wages. In 1906 there was an increase 
in the retail price of food, weighted according to family consumption, 
of 2.9 per cent as compared with 1905, an increase of 3.6 per cent 
as compared with 1904, an increase of 4.9 per cent as compared with 
1903, an increase of 4.3 per cent as compared with 1902, and an 
increase cf 10 per cent as compared with 1901. The retail price of 
food was 21.2 per cent higher in 1906 than in 1896, the year of lowest 
prices, and 15.7 per cent higher than the average price for the ten 
years, 1890 to 1899.

For ten years there has been a general increase in wages per hour 
and in retail prices of food. The increase, however, has not been 
uniform in the two items named, as will be seen from the table on 
page 4. In 1906 an hour’s wages would purchase 1.4 per cent 
more food than in 1905, 2.5 per cent more food than in 1904, 1.8 
per cent more food than in 1903, 6 per cent more food than in 
1902, 4.5 per cent more food than in 1901, 11.1 per cent more food 
than in 1891 and in 1893, and 7.3 per cent more food than for the 
average of the ten years, 1890 to 1899.

A full week’s earnings would purchase 1 per cent more food in 
1906 than in 1905; 2 per cent more food than in 1904; 0.6 per cent 
more food than in 1903; 4 per cent more food than in 1902, and 1.7
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WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 7

per cent more food than in 1901. The increase in the purchasing 
power of a full week’s earnings was 2.4 per cent in 1906 as com
pared with the average during the ten years from 1890 to 1899. 
The purchasing power of a full week’s wages was less, however, in 
1906 than in 3 of the years covered by the report; a full week’s 
earnings would purchase 1.7 per cent less food in 1906 than a full 
week’s earnings in 1896, and 0.6 per cent less food than a full week’s 
earnings in 1897 and in 1900.

The table on page 4 shows the per cent of increase or decrease 
in average wages per hour, in hours of labor per week, and in other 
items in 1906, as compared with each of the several years back to 
1890. The following table and the accompanying graphic chart, 
which is drawn from the table, show for the seventeen years, 1890 
to 1906, the relative wages per hour, the relative hours of labor per 
week, the relative number of employees covered by the report in the 
establishments investigated, and the relative retail prices of food. 
Figures are also given in the table, but not used in the chart, which 
show relative full-time weekly earnings per employee and relative 
purchasing power of hourly wages and of full-time weekly earnings 
per employee as measured by retail prices of food.

The relative numbers shown are percentages, the base (100.0) 
being the average for the ten years 1890 to 1899. An extended 
explanation of the reason for selecting this base and of the method 
of computing and using the relative number is given on pages 19 
and 20.

RELATIVE EMPLOYEES, HOURS PER WEEK, WAGES PER HOUR, FULL-TIME WEEKLY 
EARNINGS PER EMPLOYEE, RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, AND PURCHASING POWER 
OF HOURLY WAGES AND OF FULL-TIME WEEKLY EARNINGS PER EMPLOYEE, 
MEASURED BY RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

[Relative numbers computed on basis of average for 1890-1899=100.0.3

Year. Employ
ees.

Hours 
per week.

Wages 
per hour.

Full time 
weekly 

earnings 
per em
ployee.

Retail 
prices of 

food, 
weighted 
according 
to family 

consump
tion.

Purchasing power 
measured by retail 
prices of food, of—

Hourly
wages.

Full time 
weekly 

earnings 
per em
ployee.

1890............................................ 94.8 100.7 100.3 101.0 102.4 97.9 98.6
1891............................„.............. 97.3 100.5 100.3 100.8 103.8 96.6 97.1
1892............................................ 99.2 100.5 100.8 101.3 101.9 98.9 99.4
1893............................................ 99.4 100.3 100.9 101.2 104.4 96.6 96.9
1894............................................ 94.1 99.8 97.9 97.7 99.7 98.2 98.0
1895............................................ 96.4 100.1 98.3 98.4 97.8 100.5 100.6
1896............................................ 98.6 99.8 99.7 99.5 95.5 104.4 104.2
1897............................................ 100.9 99.6 99.6 99.2 96.3 103.4 103.0
1898............................................ 106.4 99.7 100.2 99.9 98.7 101.5 101.2
1899............................................ 112.1 99.2 102.0 101.2* 99.5 102.5 101.7
1900............................................ 115.6 98.7 105.5 104.1 101.1 104.4 103.0
1901............................................ 119.1 98.1 108.0 105.9 105.2 102.7 100.7
1902............................................ 123.6 97.3 112.2 109.2 110.9 101.2 98.5
1903............................................ 126.5 96.6 116.3 112.3 110.3 105.4 101.8
1904............................................ 125.7 95.9 117.0 112.2 111.7 104; 7 100.4
1905............................................ 133.6 95.9 118.9 114.0 112.4 105.8 101.4
1906............................................ 142.9 95.4 124.2 118.5 115.7 107.3 102.4
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8 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

Referring to the foregoing table it is seen that the relative wages 
per hour in 1890 were 100.3, indicating that the average wages per 
hour in 1890 were 100.3 per cent of the average wages per hour for 
the ten years from 1890 to 1899, inclusive, or 0.3 per cent higher 
than during the period named. The lowest point reached was in 
1894, when the relative wages per hour were 97.9. From 1894 the 
movement was upward for two years; in 1897 there was a slight 
decline. From 1897 there was an advance each year. In 1906 the 
relative wages per hour reached 124.2, or 24.2 per cent more than the 
average for 1890 to 1899. Thus it is seen that wages per hour in 
1906 in the manufacturing and mechanical industries of the country 
were higher than in any other year of the period covered.

In using these relative numbers it must be borne in mind that 
the per cent of change between one year and another is not the 
result of the subtraction of the two relative numbers. For example, 
the relative wages per hour in all industries were 97.9 in 1894 and 
124.2 in 1906. The difference between these two relative numbers 
is 26.3. The increase in wages per hour, however, from 1894 to 1906 
was not 26.3 per cent. This difference in the relative numbers (26.3) 
is 26.9 per cent of 97.9, the number for 1894 with which comparison 
is made, making the wages per hour in 1906 26.9 per cent higher 
than the wages per hour in 1894. The per cent of difference in the 
relative numbers for any two years may be computed in the manner 
shown in the example.

While wages per hour were higher in the manufacturing and 
mechanical industries in 1906 than in any other year covered by 
this report, the regular hours of labor per week were lower in 1906 
than in any other year of the period. The table shows that in 1890 
the relative hours of labor per week were 100.7, which means that 
they were 100.7 per cent of the average hours of labor per week for 
the ten years from 1890 to 1899, or 0.7 per cent more than the aver
age for that period. From 1890 the weekly hours decreased until 
1894, when the relative* number was 99.8. In 1895 there was a 
slight increase, after which there was a gradual decrease to the mini
mum in 1906, the relative number for that year being 95.4, or 4.6 
per cent less than the average hours worked during the base period 
from 1890 to 1899. I t  is seen from the table and from the chart 
that during the period covered the changes have not been so marked 
in hours of labor as in wages per hour, but the general course has been 
toward a reduction. The table on page 4 shows that the hours of 
labor in 1906 were 5.3 per cent lower than in 1890, while wages per 
hour were 23.8 per cent higher in 1906 than in 1890.

The relative number of employees covered by the report in the 
establishments investigated is shown in the second column of the
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WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 9

table for each year of the period. As stated on page 5, the number 
of employees in each year covered by this investigation indicates in 
a general way the change in the number of employees in all of the 
industries of the country. These numbers, however, can not be 
accepted as an exact measurement of such change. The relative 
numbers given in this table, for the last few years at least, probably 
fall short of showing the general increase in the number of em
ployees in all industries of the country. The table shows that the 
lowest number employed was in the year 1894, the relative number 
for that year being 94.1, which indicates that the number of employees 
equaled 94.1 per cent of the average number employed from 1890 to 
1899. So far as these establishments are concerned it is seen that 
the number of employees engaged therein gradually increased from 
1894 until 1903, when their relative number was 126.5. In the year 
1904 there was a decrease to 125.7; in 1905, however, the relative 
number increased to 133.6 and in 1906 to 142.9, the highest for the 
seventeen-year period.

The full-time weekly earnings per employee in 1890 are expressed 
in the table by the relative number 101.0, meaning that they amounted 
to 101.0 per cent of the average full-time weekly earnings for the base 
period, 1890 to 1899. The lowest earnings for the seventeen years 
covered were in 1894, when they were represented by the relative 
number 97.7. There was a gradual increase to 112.3 in 1903, a slight 
decrease in 1904, and in 1906 the maximum (118.5) was reached, 
showing that in that year full-time weekly earnings exceeded the 
average for 1890 to 1899 by 18.5 per cent.

The relative retail prices of food given in this table are brought 
forward from the second article in this Bulletin that a comparison 
may be made with relative wages. In 1890 the relative retail price 
of food was 102.4, that is 102.4 per cent of the average retail price 
from 1890 to 1899, the base period. In 1891, 1892, and 1893 the 
relative numbers were 103.8, 101.9, and 104.4, respectively. In 1894 
there was a sharp decline in the retail price of food, accompanying 
the reduction in wages per hour, and the prices continued to decline 
until 1896 when they reached the lowest figure for the period covered, 
or 95.5. After this there was an almost continuous increase from 
year to year until 1906, when the highest price was reached, the 
relative price for that year being 115.7, or 15.7 per cent more than 
the average for the base period.

The purchasing power of hourly wages as measured by retail prices 
of food was lowest in 1891 and 1893 and is expressed by the relative 
number 96.6, which shows that an hour’s wages in those years would 
purchase only 96.6 per cent as much food as an hour’s wages would 
purchase on an average from 1890 to 1899. The figures fluctuated
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10 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

from year to year but there was an upward trend, the maximum 
being reached in 1906, when the relative purchasing power of an hour’s 
wages was 107.3.

The purchasing power of a full week’s earnings was greater in 1896 
than in any other year of the period covered and is indicated by the 
relative number 104.2, which means that it was 104.2 per cent of the 
average for the base period, 1890 to 1899. In 1897 and 1900 the 
relative purchasing poweT of a full week’s earnings was 103.0 and 
in 1906 it was 102.4.

The relative wages per hour, the relative hours of labor per week, 
and the relative number of employees in each occupation covered 
by this investigation are given in Table II, pages 61 to 125. Similar 
relative numbers for each industry are given in Table III, pages 126 
to 131. These tables give the relative numbers for each year from 
1890 to 1906, inclusive, and indicate plainly the changes that have 
occurred from year to year.

The following table shows the per cent of increase or decrease in 
wages per hour and in hours of labor per week in 1906 as compared 
with the average for the ten years from 1890 to 1899 in each of the 
41 industries covered by this report.

PER CENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN WAGES PER HOUR AND IN  HOURS 
OF LABOR PER WEEK IN 1906 AS COMPARED WITH THE AVERAGE FOR 1890-1899, BY  
INDUSTRIES.

Industry.

Wages per hour. Hours per week.

Per cent 
of

increase.

Per cent 
of

decrease.

Per cent 
of

increase.

Per cent 
of

decrease.

Agricultural implements............................................................ 29.3 3.4
Bakery, bread............................................................................. 27.4 8.2
Blacksmithing and horseshoeing.............................................. 19.9 5.4
Boots and shoes.......................................................................... 20.4 3.7
Brick........................................................................................... 19.1 1.3
Building trades........................................................................... 40.2 9.1
Candy.......................................................................................... 18.9 0.2
Carpets........................................................................................ 13.9 1.9
Carriages and wagons................................................................ 15.8 3.5
Cars, steam railroad................................................................... 18.5 4.1
Clothing, factory product.......................................................... 15.4 3.3
Cotton goods.............................................................................. 39.5 1.7
Dyeing, finishing, and printing textiles.................................... 8.0 .3
Electrical apparatus and supplies............................................. 22.0 6.0
Flour........................................................................................... 12.5 2.4
Foundry and machine shop....................................................... 17.9 5.2
Furniture............................  _ _ . . . . 25.6 4.4
Gas.............................................................................................. 3.8 3.5
Glass........................................................................................... 22.3 1.4
Harness....................................................................................... 21.6 3.4
Hats, fur..................................................................................... 25.2 7.8
Hosiery and knit goods............................................................. 26. 4 1.8
Iron and steel, bar..................................................................... 35.7 2.1
Iron and steel, Bessemer converting 33.8 8.5
Iron and steel, blast furnace...... .................. 14.1 .6
Leather....................................................................................... 9.2 .1
Liquors, m alt.......................................  _ _ ..................... 27.8 12.1
Lumber....................................................................................... 23.7 2.9
Marble and stone work. . . . . . ..................... 21.3 6.3
Paper and wood pulp................................................................. 21.1 6.9
Planing m ill................................................................................ 20.6 3.6
Pottery........................................................................................ 12.9 .2
Printing and publishing, book and job..................................... 25.9 9.3
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PER CENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN WAGES PER HOUR AND IN HOURS 
OF LABOR PER WEEK IN 1906 AS COMPARED WITH THE AVERAGE FOR 1890-1899, 
BY IN DUSTRIES—Concluded.

Industry.

Wages per hour. Hours per week.

Per cent 
of

increase.

Per cent 
of

decrease.

Cer cent 
of

increase.

Per cent 
of

decrease.

Printing and publishing, newspaper......................................... 18.4
17.7 
9.9

15.2
39.8
14.9 
31.1 
24.0

4.6 
4.1 
2.0

6.7 
9.0

.3
1.4

Shipbuilding................................................................................
Silk goods...................................................................................
Slaughtering and meat packing................................................ (a )

Streets and sewers, contract work............................................
Streets and sewers, municipal work.........................................
Tnlm rw o, c ig a r s ...............................................................................................
Woolen and worsted goods.................„....................................

All industries.............................. ..................................... 24.2 4.6

a Not reported.

The industry showing the greatest increase in wages per hour in 
1906 as compared with the average for the ten years from 1890 to 
1899 was the building trades, in which the increase in wages per hour 
was 40.2 per cent. In street and sewer work done by contractors the 
increase in wages per hour was 39.8 per cent. Cotton goods show 
nearly as great an increase in wages, the increase being 39.5 per cent. 
Other industries showing an increase of more than 30 per cent are iron 
and steel, bar; iron and steel, Bessemer converting; and tobacco, 
cigars. Sixteen industries show an increase in wages per hour of 
from 20 to 30 per cent, and 15 industries show an increase in wages of 
from 10 to 20 per cent. In not one of the 41 industries has there 
been a decrease in wages in 1906 as compared with the average for 
the ten-year period 1890 to 1899. The average increase in wages 
per hour in all industries, due weight being given to the importance 
of the several industries, was 24.2 per cent. The method of weight
ing the several industries is explained on pages 23 and 24.

Thirty-eight of the 41 industries showr a decrease in the regular 
hours of labor per week in 1906 as compared with the average for the 
ten years from 1890 to 1899. The greatest decrease was in the 
industry liquors, malt, in which the decrease in hours of labor 
was 12.1 per cent. The decrease in hours of labor in printing and 
publishing, book and job, was 9.3 per cent; in the building trades 
9.1 per cent; and in street and sewer work done by municipalities 
direct, 9 per cent. Thirteen of the 41 industries show a decrease in 
hours of labor in 1906 as compared with the average for the ten 
years from 1890 to 1899 of more than 5 per cent. The only indus
tries showing an increase in hours of labor in 1906 as compared with 
the average for the period named are candy, with an increase of 0.2 
per cent, and iron and steel, blast furnace, with an increase of 0.6 
per cent. The average decrease in hours of labor in all industries,
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12 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

taken as a whole, was 4.6 per cent. The hours of labor in the slaugh
tering and meat-packing industries are not reported for the reason 
stated in footnote on page 58.

EXPLANATION OF SCOPE AND METHOD.

This investigation constitutes the fourth of a series relating to 
wages and hours of labor. The results of an investigation of wages 
and hours of labor in the United States, covering the years from 1890 
to 1903, were presented in the Nineteenth Annual Report of this 
Bureau. The results of the second investigation in this series, cov
ering the year 1904, were presented in Bulletin 59; and the results 
of the third investigation, covering the year 1905, were presented in 
Bulletin 65.

In making the investigation of rates of wages and hours of labor 
the design has been to cover the principal distinctive wage-working 
occupations in the leading manufacturing and mechanical industries 
in the United States with a view to securing data that would be rep
resentative of conditions and show the trend of wages and hours of 
labor. The investigation covers those industries in which the wages 
paid in the United States in one year were $10,000,000 or over as 
shown by the census of 1900. The office and field force available for 
the prosecution of the work has not admitted of the extension of the 
investigation to cover transportation, mining, agriculture, and the 
other great industrial groups.

The data presented in this article were secured in all cases by per
sonal visits of special agents of the Bureau to the several establish
ments represented, and have been taken directly from the pay rolls 
and other records in existence and available for reference.

An examination of Table I shows that all occupations usually per
taining to the various industries are not covered. As has been 
mentioned, this is in accordance with the plan adopted of securing 
data for only the important and distinctive occupations which are 
considered representative of each industry. This plan has resulted 
in a saving of time in the collection of the data, without materially 
affecting the representative character thereof. Data concerning all 
occupations engaged in each industry would be desirable, but the 
work necessarily has been restricted.

In outlining this investigation it was recognized that a comparison 
of wages and hours of labor for one year with those for another year 
could not be made for establishments as a whole, owing to the changes 
that so often take place in the relative number of persons employed 
in the several skilled and unskilled occupations engaged therein, and
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that comparisons, therefore, must be made within the limits of the 
occupation. All important occupations pertaining to a general indus
try are not always to be found in a single establishment; for this rea
son the number of establishments for which data are reported is not 
the same for each occupation in an industry. The following table 
shows the industries covered in this article, the number of different 
occupations covered for each industry, the number of establishments 
in each industry from which data were secured, and the number of 
employees in each industry covered by the data secured:

INDUSTRIES, NUMBER OF OCCUPATIONS AND NUMBER OF ESTABLISHMENTS FROM 
WHICH REPORTS WERE SECURED, AND NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES COVERED, 1905 
AND 1906.

Industry.
Number 
of occu

Number 
of estab

lish
ments.

Number, of em
ployees.

pations. 1905. 1906.

Agricultural implements........................................................... 10 24 5,126 5,444
2,357

708
Bakery, bread. T......................................................................... 1 148 2,244
Blacksmithing and horseshoeing............................................... 3 158 686
Boots and shoes......................................................................... 10 52 5,159

2,467
40,823

1,692
2,142

5,587
2,452

45,686
1,722

Brick............................................................. ............................. 5 49
Building trades..............................„.......................................... 19 1,494
Candy........................................................................ ................ 2 41
Carpets......................................................... ............................. 8 8 1,794

4,658
32,083

Carriages and wagons............................................................... 8 73 4,293
29,382
4,857

Cars, steam railroad.................................................................. 16 46
Clothing, factory product......................................................... 7 32 5,409

12,565Cotton goods__ k....................................................................... 3 30 12,580
Dyeing, finishing, and printing textiles.................................... 6 18 1,483

2,569
3,307

1,532
Electrical apparatus and supplies............................................ 5 8 3,434

3,423
27,274

Flour........................................................................................... 5 46
Foundry and machine shop...................................................... H 268 24,455

4,439Furniture.................................................................................... 8 63 4,761
Gas.............................................................................................. 5 60 8,814 9,912

4,222Glass........................................................................................... 13 28 4,092
1,746
4,234
4,085

Harness...................................................................................... 6 56 1,810
4,369
4,551

858

Hats, fur..................................... .............................................. 14 16
Hosiery and knit goods............................................................. 7 25
Iron and steel, bar..................................................................... 6 26 925
Iron and steel, Bessemer converting......................................... 6 17 291 288
Iron and steel, blast furnace..................................................... 5 25 991 1,035
Leather....................................................................................... 10 60 4,540

7,842
9,727
4,513

4,780
8,446

10,682
Liquors, m alt............................................................................. 8 54
Lumber....................................................................................... 12 68
Marble and stonework......................... ................................... 10 199 4,670

4,553
6,991

721

Paper and wood pulp................................................................. 16 29 4,481
6,703

706
Planing mill................................................................................ 9 116
Pottery....................................................................................... 8 13
Printing and publishing, book and job..................................... 9 180 6,596

5,550
6,937
5,858

16,545
Printing s.nd publishing newspaper......................................... 4 151
Shipbuilding.............................................................................. 15 40 15,673 

8,436 
12,181

Silk goods................................................................................... 12 19 8,066
12,438
14,604
23,552
10,731
6,599

Slaughtering and meat packing........................................................ 15 15
Streets and sewers, contract work............................................ 1 128 14,436

22,076
10,992
6,699

Streets and sewers, municipal work......................................... 1 70
Tobacco, cigars.......................................................................... 7 55
W oolen en d  w orsted  eronds. .  _ ................................... ................ 9 26

T o t s ! __________________ ________________ 338 4,034 314,033 334,107

From the above table it is seen that from 4,034 establishments 
in the 41 industries data were secured covering 338 occupations and 
314,033 employees in 1905 and 334,107 employees in 1906. In 28 
of the 338 occupations data were secured and are shown for both 
males and females.

8891— No. 71—07----------2
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14 BULLETIN OF THE BUBEAU OF LABOB.

The work of almost every establishment fluctuates during the year 
according to the demands of trade. This fluctuation affects the 
number of employees and, to a less extent, the wages and hours of 
labor. I t was not possible for the limited force of the Bureau to 
secure data from the pay rolls of each establishment for an entire year 
so that the true average for the year might be computed. The only 
method practicable was to secure data from each establishment for 
that period of the year which most nearly represented the normal 
condition of the establishment during the year.

Employees are either time workers or piece workers. Time workers 
are persons paid by the hour, day, week, month, or year. The 
method of their payment is readily understood, and securing a state
ment of their wages is comparatively easy. The rate per piece paid 
to piece workers would convey but little information to the general 
reader, as all conditions under which the work is performed must be 
considered in connection with the piece rate. For these reasons piece 
rates are not shown, but instead are shown earnings in a definite 
period of time. Data for piece workers were secured from those 
establishments only in which a record was kept of time worked or 
where the time worked to earn the wages paid could be determined 
approximately.

A peculiar condition is sometimes found in the work of piece 
workers. The speed of a piece worker is regulated to a great extent 
by the amount of work before him. If work is pressing, his speed 
is high and his earnings are at their maximum. If work is slack, he 
is inclined to reduce his speed, and thus his earnings per hour are 
reduced, although no change has been made in his piece rate. In 
taking data from the several establishments care was exercised, as 
has been stated, to copy figures from the pay roll that most nearly 
represented the average or normal conditions for the year.

All wages have been reduced to earnings per hour, in order that 
the data may be thoroughly and fairly comparable. The working 
day is an uncertain unit, as the time actually worked may be long 
or short—eight hours, nine hours, ten hours, etc.—and the week, 
month, or year is a still more indefinite unit of time. Hence all 
wages, however shown on the pay rolls, have been reduced to the 
one definite standard—the rate per hour. The average wages per 
hour shown are true averages—that is, the individual rates of wages 
per hour of the several employees are added and the total divided 
by the number of employees.

In order to meet every possible demand that might be made upon 
a statistical publication it would be necessary first to present all 
data in minute detail and then to Summarize in as many ways as 
practicable. An ideal report on wag^s would show the data for each

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



WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 15

individual employee, followed by a summarization showing the true 
average rate, the median rate, the quartile and decile rates, the maxi
mum and the minimum rates, the predominant rates, classified rates, 
etc. Space, however, does not permit the publication in detail of the 
great mass of data on which this report is based nor all the summaries 
that with propriety might be made. The true average rate of wages 
of itself is not a full and complete summary of a series of rates, but it 
is believed that no other single expression or limited group of expres
sions is as comprehensive and as satisfactory for purposes of compari
son as the true average rate when used within its proper sphere and 
based on accurate data.

An average rate of wages is of little value unless limited to an 
occupation. For example, a statement that the average wages of 
employees in a shoe factory is a certain number of cents per hour 
means but little, as it includes both sexes and many occupations 
with their varying degrees of skill, but a statement that the average 
wages of male upper cutters in shoe factories were 28.50 cents per 
hour in 1906 conveys a definite idea. Since all data presented in 
this report are for well-defined occupations, it is believed that the 
average rate is properly used in this respect.

The average rate of wages does not always express the facts fully 
as to the individual employees, for a change in the proportionate 
number of employees at different rates will make a change in the 
average rate, although no individual person in employment has had a 
change made in his rate of wages. The average rate, however, does 
represent the occupation as a whole.

Another objection to the use of the true average rate is that it is 
always affected, and sometimes quite materially, by the improper 
inclusion or exclusion of certain rates, especially if such rates fall at 
either extreme of the series of rates. I t is sometimes a matter of 
judgment whether or not some particular employee shall be classed 
within an occupation, and especially is this true in si nonunion shop, 
where the line of demarcation between the helper and the journeyman 
often is not clear. The inclusion or exclusion of an extremely high 
or low rate must always affect, to some extent, the true average rate, 
while in a majority of cases it would not affect the median or the 
predominant rate. With all of the details given, the careful reader 
might accept certain rates with allowance or might possibly detect 
an error. Inasmuch, however, as all of the field work for this report 
was done by experienced agents of the Bureau, it is believed that 
few errors exist in such work and that a true average may properly 
and safely be made of the data gathered.
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In preparing to secure data for 1906 copies were made of the data 
for 1905, obtained in the preceding year. These copies were placed in 
the hands of the special agents of the Bureau, who visited the estab
lishments and secured 1906 data, and whenever any doubt arose 
verified or, if necessary, revised the data for 1905. The agents were 
also instructed to secure data from a few additional establishments, 
in order to secure a better representation for the several industries 
and localities covered. Where data were obtained from additional 
establishments, figures were taken for both 1905 and 1906. All data 
for the two years, 1905 and 1906, shown in this article, therefore, are 
from identical establishments, and may properly be compared. 
During the course of the field work it was also found that a few of 
the establishments heretofore covered had gone out of business. 
With some establishments added and others discontinued it will be 
seen that the establishments from which data were secured for this 
Bulletin differ to some extent from the establishments shown in pre
ceding reports on this subject.

With a change in the establishments reporting, some difference 
necessarily must be expected between the average hours of labor and 
average wages per hour shown for the year 1905 in Bulletin 65 and in 
this Bulletin. Two groups of establishments, even though many 
establishments are common to both groups, can not be expected to 
show exactly the same averages. Neither statement may be abso
lutely exact for the occupation, yet if each group embraces a consid
erable number of establishments the average rates found may be 
accepted as representing approximately the average rate in the occu
pation considered. The average based on the larger number of 
establishments probably would be the more nearly representative. 
To secure the exact average rate of wages and hours of labor for the 
United States it would be necessary to take a complete wage census 
of the United States, and, as previously stated, such a task is so great 
as to be practically impossible.

To measure with exactness the movement in wages and hours of 
labor it would not be proper to compare the average for one group 
of establishments for 1905 with the average for a different group of 
establishments for 1906, nor in practically the same establishments 
if any change or substitution of establishments whatever has been 
made. Comparison can be made accurately only when the data 
compared are obtained from identical establishments. As one of 
the principal objects of this series of reports is to measure the change 
from year to year as accurately as possible, increases and decreases 
from year to year are computed only on data taken from identical 
establishments.
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A statement of rates of wages is incomplete without an accom
panying statement as to hours of labor, as both factors must be 
known to determine the earnings on full time per week, month, or 
year. The average hours of labor are given in this report in connec
tion with the average rates of wages. The average hours of labor 
shown are true averages, computed in the same manner as the average 
wages per hour.

The hours of labor given in this report represent the regular full 
time hours of the occupation—that is, the time that the employees 
as a class were engaged in work. No account has been taken of 
time lost by individual employees because of a desire not to work, of 
bad weather, or of slack work. I t is no part of the purpose of this 
article to measure the amount of unemployment, and it must not be 
inferred that all employees engaged in the establishments reported 
in this article worked full time. To ascertain the time lost in a year 
by the employees remaining in the establishments a year would be 
an almost insuperable task, while to ascertain with any accuracy the 
time lost by employees who have moved from one establishment to 
another would be practically impossible.

The sex of the employees for whom data are presented is shown 
for each occupation. In many occupations few, if any, females are 
employed, and in other occupations few, if any, males are employed. 
In such occupations data are given for one sex only. In a number 
of occupations, however, in which many persons of both sexes are 
employed, data are presented for both sexes, that the occupation 
may be properly represented.

EXPLANATION OF TABLES.

The tabular matter of this article relating to wages and hours of 
labor is set forth in five general tables, and a number of short tables 
shown in the text explaining and summarizing such general tables. 
The five general tables are entitled:

T able I.—Average wages and hours of labor, 1905 and 1906, by 
occupations and geographical divisions.

Table II.—Relative wages and hours of labor, 1890 to 1906, by 
occupations.

Table III.—Relative wages and hours of labor, 1890 to 1906, by 
industries.

Table IV.—Average wages and hours of labor, 1905 and 1906, in 
selected occupations, by cities.

Table V.—Average wages and hours of labor, 1905 and 1906, in 
selected occupations, by States.
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18 BULLETIN OF THE BUBEAU OF LABOB.

Table L —Average wages and hours o f labor, 1905 and 1906, by 
occupations and geographical divisions (pp. 26 to 60).—This table pre
sents the data secured for each occupation in each industry, by 
geographical divisions and for the United States. The classification 
of the States into geographical divisions is as follows:

North Atlantic division: 
Connecticut.
Maine.
Massachusetts.
New Hampshire. 
New Jersey.
New York. 
Pennsylvania.
Rhode Island.

South Atlantic division: 
Delaware.
District of Columbia. 
Florida.
Georgia.
Maryland.
North Carolina. 
South Carolina. 
Virginia.
West Virginia.

North Central division: 
Illinois.
Indiana.
Iowa.
Kansas.

North Central division—Concluded. 
Michigan.
Minnesota.
Missouri.
Nebraska.
Ohio.
South Dakota.
Wisconsin.

South Central division:
Alabama.
Arkansas.
Kentucky.
Louisiana.
Mississippi.
Tennessee.
Texas.

Western division:
California.
Colorado.
Montana.
Oregon.
Utah.
Washington.

Were the figures shown in Table I  not used to measure the trend 
from one year to another the decimals of the hour and of the cent 
might well be dropped from the table. But while a slight difference 
is not material in itself, so far as it affects a representative number, it 
is very material when indicating a trend or movement upward or 
downward in hours or wages. As stated before, the establishments 
that reported the data for 1905 shown in this Bulletin are the same 
as those that reported the data for 1906; hence there is opportunity 
for an exact comparison between the number of employees, the hours 
of labor, and the wages per hour in 1905 and in 1906, and the figures 
may safely be used to indicate and measure the trend or movement 
upward or downward of employees, hours, and wages in the several 
occupations and localities covered.

In Table I  (p. 26) the second column shows the number of estab
lishments from which data were secured for both 1905 and 1906. 
The next two columns show the number of persons employed in 1905 
and 1906, respectively, in the establishments from which data were
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secured. The two columns following show the average number of 
hours worked per week in each of the two years in these establish
ments, while the last two columns on the page show the average 
wages per hour in each of the two years covered. The averages 
shown are true arithmetical averages. They are obtained by finding 
the aggregate hours worked per week by all workers and the aggre
gate earnings per hour, and dividing these aggregates by the total 
number of persons considered.

An illustration will assist in explaining the table. The figures for 
bricklayers in the building trades are presented on page 29. Data 
for this occupation were secured for both 1905 and 1906 from 73 
establishments in the North Atlantic division. In these establish
ments 1,951 persons were employed in 1905, and 2,035 persons in 
1906, an increase of 84 persons. The average hours of work per week 
of these employees were 45.76 in 1905 and 45.74 in 1906, a reduction 
of 0.02 hour per week. In 1905 the average wages per hour were 
$0.5833 and in 1906 $0.6091, showing in this occupation an increase 
in wages of $0.0258 per hour in the North Atlantic division.

Table 11.—Relative wages and hours o f labor, 1890 to 1906, by occupa
tions (pp. 61 to 126).—In Table I  actual or concrete numbers only 
are shown, and such figures relate only to the two years 1905 and 
1906. No attempt has been made to join the actual numbers express
ing employees, hours, and wages for 1906 to the actual numbers for 
the period from 1890 to 1905, shown in the Nineteenth Annual Report 
and in Bulletins 59 and 65. On page 17 an explanation has been 
given why such a combination can not be made.

The figures presented in Table II  are relative numbers or, in other 
words, a series of percentages. Relative numbers serve a double 
purpose—first, they present to the mind of the reader more clearly 
than the actual or concrete numbers the measure of difference between 
the data for a series of years, and, second, by their use combinations 
are made possible that are not possible with concrete numbers.

In Table II all figures for the years from 1890 to 1903 are from the 
Nineteenth Annual Report, all figures for 1904 are from Bulletin 59, 
and all figures for 1905 from Bulletin 65; the figures for 1906 were 
obtained by computation. An illustration will best explain the 
method of computing relative numbers and the method of attach
ing one series of data to another by use of the relative number. 
Data were secured for the Nineteenth Annual Report from 212 estab
lishments in the United States employing bricklayers in the building 
trades for each year from 1890 to 1903. The following table shows 
the number of persons employed each year and the relative numbers 
computed therefrom.
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ACTUAL AND RELATIVE NUMBER OF BRICKLAYERS EMPLOYED IN  212 BUILDING 
ESTABLISHMENTS, 1890 TO 1903.

[From the Nineteenth Annual Report. Average number for 1890-1899=100.0.]

Year. Number of 
employees.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Average 1890-1899.................................................................................................. 4,355
4,422

100.0
1890......................................................................................................................... 101.5
1891......................................................................................................................... 4,892

4,967
4,535
4,055
3,841
3,998
4,010

112.3
1892......................................................................................................................... 114.1
1893......................................................................................................................... 104.1
1894.................................................................................................................... 93.1
1895........................................................................................................................ 88.2
1896......................................................................................................................... 91.8
1897......................................................................................................................... 92.1
1898......................................................................................................................... 4,150

4,675
4,576
5,142
4,781
5,062

95.3
1899......................................................................................................................... 107.3
1900......................................................................................................................... 105.1
1901......................................................................................................................... 118.1
1902......................................................................................................................... 109.8
1903......................................................................................................................... 116.2

The average number of persons employed for the ten years from 
1890 to 1899 was first computed. This average number, 4,355, was 
adopted as a base or standard for comparison. All comparisons 
might be made with 1890 or any other year, but, owing to the fact that 
the conditions in any one year might have been abnormal, it was 
determined to take as a base for comparison, or 100.0, not any one 
year, but the average for the ten years 1890 to 1899. The number of 
employees in the 212 establishments in 1890 was 4,422, which was 
found by computation to be 101.5 per cent of 4,355, the base num
ber. Therefore the relative number of employees in 1890 was 101.5. 
The relative number was computed in like manner for each succeed
ing year. In looking down the two columns the reader will see that 
the relative numbers convey a clearer idea of the extent of the change 
in the number of employees from year to year in the establishments 
reporting than do the actual numbers themselves.

Data for bricklayers were secured for Bulletin 59 from 229 estab
lishments for 1903 and 1904. As these establishments differed to 
some extent from those shown for the years 1890 to 1903 in the Nine
teenth Annual Report, direct comparison can not properly be made 
between the number of employees in 1904 shown in Bulletin 59 and 
the number in 1903 reported from the 212 establishments in the 
Nineteenth Annual Report. For the establishments covered in 
Bulletin 59, however, comparison could be made between the num
ber of persons employed in the two years as shown in Table I  of that 
report. In the 229 establishments 4,853 bricklayers were employed 
in 1903 and 4,644 in 1904. The number employed in 1904 was 95.69 
per cent of the number employed in 1903. As shown in the above 
text table, the relative number of employees in 1903 was 116.2 as
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compared with the average number from 1890 to 1899, and, as just 
stated, the number of employees in 1904 was 95.69 per cent of the 
number in 1903, therefore the relative number in 1904 in the series 
from 1890 to 1904 would be 95.69 per cent of 116.2, or 111.2. It 
must not be understood that the number of employees (4,644) in 1904 
in the 229 establishments is 111.2 per cent of the average number 
(4,355) for the ten-year period, 1890 to 1899, in the 212 establish
ments, but that the relative figures in the series from 1890 to 1904, 
calculated as above, show conditions in the occupation generally.

Data were secured for bricklayers for Bulletin 65 from 209 estab
lishments for both 1904 and 1905, the greater number of which es
tablishments furnished the data for 1904, which were published in 
Bulletin 59. The number of employees reported by these 209 estab
lishments was 4,341 for 1904 and 4,365 for 1905; the number in 1905 
was 100.55 per cent of the number in 1904. By applying this per
centage to the relative number for 1904 (111.2) the relative number 
for 1905 is foimd to be 111.8.

The relative number for 1906 was computed in the same manner. 
In using the relative numbers it should be borne in mind that the differ
ence between the relative numbers in any two years does not repre
sent the per cent of increase or decrease in the actual numbers. For 
example, the relative number of bricklayers in the building trades in 
1890 was 101.5. The relative number in 1906 was 124.0. The dif
ference in the relative numbers is 22.5, and this difference is 22.2 per 
cent of 101.5—that is, the number of bricklayers employed, so far as 
can be determined from the establishments covered, was 22.2 per 
cent greater in 1906 than in 1890.

In Table II  the second column shows the relative number of 
employees each year from 1890 to 1906; the third, the relative hours 
of work per week in each year; and the fourth, the relative wages per 
hour. By referring again to the occupation of bricklayers in the 
building trades, as shown on page 66, it is seen that the relative 
wages per hour in this occupation increased from 98.4 in 1890 to 
138.6 in 1906. If the per cent of increase is desired, it may be 
obtained by computation. Thus, 40.2, the difference between 98.4 
and 138.6, is 40.9 per cent of 98.4, making an increase in the wages 
per hour of bricklayers between 1890 and 1906 of 40.9 per cent, as 
nearly as can be determined from the establishments that have been 
canvassed. Any other two years may be compared in like manner.

The few new occupations incorporated in this report can not have 
relative numbers shown for them, because no data were secured for 
them in the years adopted as the base period.
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Table I I I .—Relative wages and hours o f labor, 1890 to 1906, by 
industries (pp . 126 to 131).—The relative figures shown for the several 
occupations in Table I I  have been summarized so as to show condi
tions in each industry as a whole, and are presented in this report 
in Table III. This summary table shows the relative conditions in 
each year compared with the ten-year period, 1890-1899. In  com
puting the relative numbers shown in Table III, each occupation was 
given an equal weight, there being no satisfactory method of weighting 
the several occupations. When both sexes were reported in an 
occupation, each sex was considered a separate occupation in this 
computation.

The method of computation originally employed was to add the 
relative numbers under each heading for all of the occupations of an 
industry and divide the sum by the number of occupations entering 
into the total. Changes in the industries from year to year, however, 
have required the dropping out of some occupations and the taking 
on of others. Because of such changes the method now followed 
in computing the relative numbers for the industry is to compute 
for employees, hours, and wages in each occupation the per cent 
which the figures of the current year are of the figures for the pre
ceding year; the percentages for all the occupations in the industry 
are then added and the sum divided by the number of occupations. 
The index for the industry for the preceding year is then multiplied 
by this average percentage to determine the index or relative number 
for the year under consideration.

The table shows the trend of wages and hours of labor in the 
occupations of an industry taken as a whole. The average wages 
of all employees in an industry, irrespective of Occupation, may differ 
to some extent, possibly, from the figures here shown, because of a 
change during the period in the proportionate number of employees 
in the several occupations. I t  is presumed that the work done in 
the occupations themselves has not changed materially. The table 
is intended to show changes as regards the same or like employees, 
rather than changes in which the establishment is considered as 
the unit.

lik e  Table II, Table I I I  embraces three divisions, relating to the 
number of employees in the several years, the hours of work per 
week, and the wages per hour. The base on which the relative num
ber is computed is the average for the ten-year period, 1890-1899. 
By reference to the table, it is seen that in 1890 the number of 
employees engaged in the agricultural implement industry was 86.2 
per cent of the average number employed during the ten-year period, 
1890 to 1899. In  each of the years thereafter a greater number was
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employed than in 1890, the highest being in 1906, when 33.3 per cent 
more persons were employed in the occupations and establishments 
covered in this industry than the average during the base period. In
1904 the number employed was 8.5 per cent more than the average 
number employed during the ten-year base period, and in 1905, 23.7 
per cent more. With this explanation, the other columns of the 
table relating to hours per week and wages per hour will be readily 
understood.

In computing the figures for the summary for the United States 
shown on page 7 each industry has been given a weight in proportion 
to the amount of wages paid therein, as shown by the United States 
census of 1900. This was deemed to be the most equitable method 
of making allowance for the greater or less importance of the several 
industries. The agricultural implement industry is an important 
industry, but by no means so great as the building industry of the 
country; therefore allowance for the importance of each industry was 
deemed necessary, and the most satisfactory method of weighting is 
believed to be the weighting in proportion to the wages paid in the 
several industries. In computing this weighted average the relative 
number or index for a year for each industry was multiplied by the 
wages paid in each industry, respectively, as shown by the United 
States census of 1900, expressed in the nearest $100,000. The prod
ucts were then added and the sum divided by the total wages paid in 
the industries represented. When the industry classification differed 
from that given by the United States census, the wages paid were 
estimated from the census figures. Street and sewer work, not 
reported as such by the census, was estimated from the best available 
data—that is, the wages paid in the District of Columbia. When two 
or more industries shown separately in this report were classed as one 
industry by the census, the relative numbers for the several industries 
were added year by year, and the totals divided by the number of 
subindustries to obtain a relative number for the general industry as 
shown by the census. The figures of the census of manufactures of
1905 can not be used satisfactorily as a new basis of weighting the 
several industries shown in this report because that census was lim
ited to work done under the factory system and did not include the 
mechanical trades. The following table shows the relative weight 
accorded to each industry.
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WEIGHT OF EACH INDUSTRY ACCORDING TO WAGES PAID.

[The weight given to each industry was determined by the wages paid, expressed in the nearest $100,000, 
as shown by the United States census of 1900.]

Industry. Weight. Industry. Weight.

Agricultural implements......................... 225 Hats, fur................................................ b 151
Bakery, bread.?...................................... 279 Hosiery and knit goods......................... 244
Blacksmithing and horseshoeing............ 180 Iron and steel........................................ 1,208

226Boots and shoes...................................... 592 Leather..................................................
Brick........................................................ 219 Liquors, m alt......................................... 258
Building trades....................................... o 2,127 Lumber.................................................. 1,046

287Candy...................................................... 109 Marble and stone work..........................
Carpets.................................................... 111 Paper and wood pulp............................ 207
Carriages and wagons............................. 298 Planing m ill........................................... 327
Cars, steam railroad............................... 1,194

794
Pottery................................................... 177

Clothing................................................... Printing and publishing........................ 842
Cotton goods........................................... 867 Shipbuilding........................................... 248
Dyeing, finishing, and printing textiles..
Electrical apparatus and supplies..........
Flour........................................................

127 Silk goods............................................... 210
202
177

Slaughtering and meat packing............
Streets and sewers.................................

339
c395

Foundry and machine shop.................... 1,822
426

Tobacco, cigars, and cigarettes............ 409
Furniture................................................. Woolen and worsted goods................... 1 448
Gas ............................................. 124
Glass........................................................ 271 Total............................................. j 17.273

iHarness................................................... 107

a Includes census figures for carpentering, masonry, plumbing, painting and paper hanging, and one- 
half of roofing, architectural iron, electrical construction, and tinsmithing.

6 Includes census figures for wool hats. 
c Estimated from wages paid in the District of Columbia.

In preparing the figures for the Nineteenth Annual Report, in 
order to ascertain the difference, if any, between the results obtained 
by the method adopted for the computation of the relative number 
or index for all industries and the results secured by other methods, 
the relative wages were computed by three other methods—first, 
by giving all occupations an equal weight; second, by giving each 
industry an equal weight; and, third, by giving each industry a 
weight in proportion to the number of employees engaged in the 
industry as shown by the census of 1900. The results obtained by 
the four different methods were very nearly the same, and any one 
of the three other methods might not improperly have been used.

Several industries of lesser importance shown in the Nineteenth 
Annual Report have not been continued. In order to determine 
what difference there would be in the relative numbers for all indus
tries if computed only from the industries retained, relative numbers 
for the 42 industries retained were computed for 1890 and 1903. I t  
was found that the relative numbers for 1903 based on the 42 indus
tries were practically the same as those based on the 67 industries 
included in the Nineteenth Annual Report—the variation being not 
more than one-tenth of 1 per cent for employees, for hours, or for 
wages. v

Table IV .—Average wages and hours o f labor, 1905 and 1906, in  
selected occupations, by cities (pp. 182 to 160).—In this table the average 
wages and hours of labor of the most important general occupations 
are shown by cities. Like Table I, it comprises three divisions, 
relating to the number of employees covered, the average hours of
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work per week, and the average wages per hour, respectively. Cities 
in which data were secured from only one establishment have been 
omitted from this table to avoid identification, except for the occupa
tion of laborers on streets and sewers, employed directly by the cities.

The first occupation shown in Table IV (p. 132) is horseshoers, floor 
men. The first line relates to wages in Albany, N. Y., and shows 
that in the two establishments from which data for- horseshoers, 
floor men, were secured, 5 men were employed in 1905 and 5 in 1906, 
the average hours per week were 54 in 1905 and 54 in 1906, and the 
average wages per hour, $0.2778 in 1905 and $0.2778 in 1906.

Table V;—Average wages and hours o f labor, 1905 and 1906, in  
selected occupations, by States (pp. 161 to 174)•—In this table the average 
wages and hours of labor of certain important occupations are shown 
by States. The data are not presented by localities, as in many 
instances the identity of the establishments furnishing the data might 
be disclosed by such classification. The form of this table is like that 
of Table IV, and needs no explanation.
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T a b l e  I , — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY  
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS.

AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab-

1 lo R

Number of 
employees.

j Average 
hours per 

week.
Average wages 

per hour.

iisn~
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Blacksmiths, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 35 39 59.83 59.74 $0.2048

.2849
$0.2164

.2995North Central.............................................. 16 346 380 59.15 59.09
South Central.............................................. 2 28 30 60.00 60.00 .2950 .2942

2 17 14 54.00 54.00 .3200 .3607

24 426 463 59.06 59.05 • .2804 .2940

Blacksmiths, machine, male:
2 69 68 60.00 60.00 .2681 .2700

.2987North Central.............................................. 6 189 215 58.52 58.09 .2872

United States........ r ................................ 8 258 283 58.91 58.55 .2821 .2918

Fitters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 259 282 59.94 59.29 .2172 .2177

13 563 715 58.75 58.39 .2562 .2495
South Central.............................................. 2 27 25 60.00 60.00 .2554 .2921

United States........................................... 19 849 1,022 59.15 58.68 .2443 .2417

Grinders, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 75 69 59.88 58.70 .2122 .2283
North Central............................................. 12 319 351 58.89 58.93 .3041 .3004
South Central.............................................. 2 33 35 60.00 60.00 .2829 .2879
Western....................................................... 1 4 4 54.00 54.00 .2222 .2500

United States........................................... 19 431 459 59.10 58.93 .2858 .2882

Machine woodworkers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 89 89 59.89 58.76 .1976 .2028
North Central.............................................. 15 369 362 58.45 58.41 .2406 .2460
South Central.............................................. 2 33 32 60.00 60.00 .2505 .2314
Western....................................................... 2 8 10 54.00 54.00 .3161 .3277

United States........................................... 23 499 493 58.74 58.49 .2348 .2389

Machinists, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 112 109 59.88 59.85 .2307 .2335
North Central.............................................. 14 713 688 57.69 57.38 .2636 .2797
South Central.............................................. 1 7 5 60.00 60.00 . .2607 .2900
Western....................................................... 2 34 57 54.00 54.00 .3034 .3347

United States........................................... 21 866 859 57.84 57.49 .2609 .2775

Molders, iron, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 334 334 59.92 59.91 .2395 .2570
North Central.............................................. 13 631 717 58.01 57.71 .3058 .3134
South Central.............................................. 2 46 45 60.00 60.00 .3083 .3173
Western....................................................... 2 13 16 54.00 54.00 .3718 .4026

United States........................................... 21 1,024 1,112 58.67 58.41 .2851 .2979

Painters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 30 34 59.83 59.85 .2392 .2484
North Central.............................................. 15 494 440 58.28 58.23 .2469 .2581
South Central............................................. 2 32 31 60.00 60.00 .3177 .3115
Western....................................................... 2 6 5 54.00 54.00 .3063 .3385

United States........................................... 22 562 510 58.41 58.41 .2511 .2615

Pattern makers, metal, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 32 23 59.94 59.87 .2313 .2437
North Central.............................................. 10 88 105 58.55 57.68 .2688 .2730
South Central.............................................. 1 6 5 60.00 60.00 .2375 .2650

United States........................................... 15 126 133 58.97 58.14 .2578 .2677

Pattern makers, wood, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 16 18 59.75 59.78 .2609 .2659
North Central............................................. 16 62 87 57.21 57.08 .2897 .3215
South Central............................................. 1 4 2 60.00 60.00 .2688 .3000
Western....................................................... 1 3 3 54.00 54.00 .3704 .4630

United States........................................... 22 85 110 57.71 57.49 .2861 .3159
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BAK ER Y, BREAD.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
pernour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Bakers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 48 1,029

195
1,078

204
61.82 61.24 10.2422

.2389
$0.2465

South Atlantic............................................ 20 5 #  77 59.89 .2440
North Central.............................................. 44 713 742 58.00 57.47 .2475 .2566
South Central.............................................. 19 132 131 65.39 65.43 .2201 .2208
Western....................................................... 17 175 202 59.55 59.38 .3064 .3293

United States........................................... 148 2,244 2,357 60.46 60.01 .2473 .2552

BILACKSMITHING A N D  HORSESHOEING.i

Blacksmiths, male:
N orth Atlantic............................................ 11 33 33 56.12 56.21 $0.2796 $0.2776
South Atlantic............................................ 3 8 8 57.75 57.25 .2479 .2500
North Central.............................................. 8 19 19 59.26 57.68 .2831 .2962
South Central.............................................. 3 8 8 58.88 58.88 .2739 .2739
Western....................................................... 6 21 26 53.95 53.46 .3346 .3598

United States........................................... 31 89 94 56.67 56.06 .2900 .3014

Horseshoers, floor men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 42 114 115 53.86 53.75 .3121 .3138
South Atlantic............................................ 16 36 39 55.64 55.41 .2654 .2830
North Central.............................................. 46 119 125 54.63 54.38 .3140 .3216
South Central.............................................. 18 34 34 54.79 54.50 .2626 .2640
Western....................................................... 17 29 35 53.55 53.03 .3754 .4036

United States........................................... 139 332 348 54.40 54.16 .3082 .3173

Horseshoers, forgemen,Nmale:
North Atlantic............................................ 41 100 100 53.81 53.75 .3573 .3608
South Atlantic............................................ 16 27 27 56.07 55.70 .2900 .3207
North Central............................................. 42 86 88 55.00 54.65 .3607 .3677
South Central.............................................. 18 28 28 54.86 54.68 .3255 .3286
Western....................................................... 16 24 23 53.50 53.00 .4216 .4468

United States........................................... 133 265 266 54.51 54.28 .3540 .3631

BOOTS A N D  SHOES.

Closers-on, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 9Q i 145 177 56.84 56.09 $0.1931 $0.1885

.1787North Central.............................................. 15 108 107 57.08 57.79 .1655

United States........................................... 44 I 253 284 56.94 56.73 .1813 .1848

Cutters, out sole, male:
N orth Atlantic............................................ 23 102 103 56.99 56.86 .2573 .2627
North Central.............................................. 13 59 61 58.53 57.97 .2470 .2507

United States........................................... 36 161 164 57.55 57.27 .2536 .2582

Cutters, upper, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 30 1,071

557
1,169 56.08 55.83 .2828 .2841

North Central............... ■............................. 15 567 57.41 57.28 .2786 .2867

United States........................................... 45 1,628 1,736 56.54 56.31 .2814 .2850

Edge trimmers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 30 251 304 56.08 55.65 .3789 .3735
North Central.............................................. 15 120 126 57.75 57.56 .3550 .3681

United States........................................... 45 371 430 56.62 56.21 .3712 .3719

Goodyear stitchers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 25 176 210 55.52 55.21 .4083 .3909
North Central.............................................. 15 111 105 57.88 57.57 .3644 .3730

United States........................................... 40 287 315 56.43 56.00 .3913 .3850
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Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Heel trimmers, male:
N orth Atlantic............................................ 29 85 103 56.44 55.87 10.4061

.3712
$0.4097

North Central............................................. 15 51 49 57.53 56.96 .3801

United States........................................... 44 136 152 56.85 56.22 .3930 .4001

Lasters, machine, male:
North A tlantic........................................ 29 539 547 57.06 56.95 .3037

.2973
.3046

North Central.............................................. 15 332 348 56.79 50.40 .3226

United States........................................... 44 871 895 56.96 56.74 .3013 .3116

McKay stitchers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 24 77 82 56.34 56.34 .2889 .3012
North Central.............................................. 8 26 26 58.65 58.46 .3151 .3028

United States........................................... 32 103 108 56.92 56.85 .2955 .3016

Treers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 21 413 492 55.90 55.47 .2582 .2438
North Central.............................................. 13 130 134 57.22 57.04 .2443 .2608

United States........................................... 34 543 626 56.22 55.80 .2549 .2474

Vampers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 126 148 55.09 54.89 .2974 .3155
North Central............................................ : 5 20 22 57.00 56.55 .2800 .2920

United States........................................... 19 146 170 55.35 55.10 .2950 .3124

Vampers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 31 396 425 56.48 56.14 .2263 .2409
North Central................. ............................ 15 264 282 57.58 57.55 .2073 .2117

United States............. .............................. 46 660 707 56.92 56.70 .2187 .2292

BRICK.

Brick machine tenders, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 16 151 151 50.01 50.01 $0.2106 $0.2202
South Atlantic............................................ 8 77 73 59.53 59.51 .1587 . 1651
North Central.............................................. 15 61 61 55.67 55.67 .2251 .2374
South Central.............................................. 4 58 71 59.67 59.14 .1441 .1604
Western....................................................... 4 5 5 51.60 50.40 .3025 .3249

United~States........................................... 47 352 361 54.69 54.69 .1921 .2017

Kiln burners, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 55 55 82.47 82.47 .1601 .1643
South Atlantic............................................ 9 75 77 80.95 81.03 .1309 .1346
North Central............................................. 15 76 75 84.00 84.00 .1893 .1949
South Central.............................................. 5 42 48 76.95 77.08 .1431 .1458
Western....................................................... 4 12 12 84.00 84.00 .2431 .2569

United States........................................... 47 260 267 81.66 81.58 .1614 .1652

Kiln setters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 16 03 62 57.52 57.77 .2127 .2123
South Atlantic............................................ 7 31 31 57.87 57.87 .2203 .2203
North Central.............................................. 14 59 57 55.42 55.37 .3027 .3133
South Central.............................................. 4 14 - 17 58.71 53.94 .2215 .2421
Western....................................................... 4 8 11 44.63 46.64 .3779 .4198

United States........................................... 45 175 178 56.38 56.44 .2526 .2617

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 16 391 406 58.73 58.78 .1522 .1564
South Atlantic............................................ 9 395 342 58.31 58.25 .1429 .1478
North Central.............................................. 15 284 277 56.18 56.19 .2003 .2093
South Central.............................................. 5 203 215 59.53 59.48 .1370 .1612
Western....................................................... 4 59 64 56.85 53.25 .2478 .2996

United States........................................... 49 1,332 1,304 58.10 57.93 .1616 .1732
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T a b l e  I . — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY  
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

BRICK—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber Oi 
estab-
iioVi

Number of 
employees.

Average , 
hours per 1 

week.

Average wages 
perhour.

nsn-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Off bearers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 89 90 53.80 53.73 10.1684 10.1756
South Atlantic............................................ 6 52 55 52.38 52.80 .1606 .1672
North Central............................ .*............... 15 175 161 54.82 54.93 .2120 .2252
South Central.............................................. 3 18 21 58.44 56.95 .1236 .1403
Western....................................................... 3 14 15 49.29 47.80 .2762 .3059

United States........................................... 37 348 342 54.16 54.08 .1912 ..2011

BUmDENTG TRADES.

Bricklayers, male:
North Atlantic............................................
South Atlantic............................................

73
31

1,951
587

2,035
'637

45.76 
49 37

45.74
49.38

$0.5833
.5586

$0.6091
.5737

North Central.............................................. 64 1,399 1,679
390

46.93 46.90 .5935 .6117
South Central.............................................. 27 403 49.34 49.61 .5868 .6031
Western....................................................... 20 261 363 45.04 44 98 .7196 .8263

United States........................................... 215 4,601 5,104 46.85 46.82 . 5913 .6205

Carpenters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 70 2,597

955
2,695
1,055
2,106

661

47.16 46.96 .3974 .4194
South Atlantic............................................ 32 50.06 49.49 .3386 .3632
North Central............................................
South Central..............................................

64
30

1,850
559

48.49 
53. 41

48.39
53.39

.3825

.3054
.3983
.3208

Western....................................................... 20 424 651 46.30 46.07 .4824 .5170

United States........................................... 216 6,385 7,168 48.47 48.26 .3819 .4047

Cornice makers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 25 366 420 47.04 47.07 .4314 .4381
South Atlantic............................................ 11 110 109 48.87 49.21 .3/93 .3961
North Central.............................................. 32 310 348 48.34 48.71 .4030 .4088
South Central.............................................. 11 113 117 4a 43 49.64 .3711 .3716
Western....................................................... 8 59 78 40.02 45.56 .5359 .5930

United States........................................... 87 958 1,072 47.89 47.99 .4155 .4283

Gas fitters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 17 65 67 46.43 46.18 .4678 .4881
South Atlantic............................................ 7 32 31 48.66 48.65 .3945 .3919
North Central.............................................. 29 78 74 46.56 46.59 .4779 .4855
South Central....................................... 10 36 37 47.92 47.92 .4538 .4620
Western....................................................... 13 27 41 46.30 44 29 .6027 .7454

United States........................................... 76 238 250 46.98 46.56 .4745 .5137

Hod carriers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 84 2 253 

'514
2,426 45.96 45.99 .3043 .3228

South Atlantic............................................ 33 604 48.94 48.96 .2341 .2451
North Central............................................. 87 2.044 2,392

350
47.29 47.21 .2988 .3194

South Central.............................................. 25 355 51.63 52.29 .2036 .2038
Wfestem....................................................... 40 344 520 45.25 45.18 .4131 .4650

United S cates........................................... 269 5,510 6,292 47.05 47.02 .2960 .3192

Inside wiremen, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 27 476 614 46.47 46.69 .4117 .4188
South Atlantic............................................ 16 197 229 51.31 50.84 .3399 .3575
North Central............................................. 33 500 572 47.61 47.60 .4265 .4253
South Central.............................. 1.............. 12 96 108 52.69 52.61 .3070 .3131
Western....................................................... 9 114 119 48.00 47.06 .4328 .4548

United States........................................... 97 1,383 1,642 48.13 48.00 .4013 .4081

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 57 2,159

1,187
2,021'

2,522
1,300
2,417

559

54.52 54.86 .1813 .1887
South Atlantic............................................ 32 55.67 54.66 .1462 .1544
North Central.............................................. 60 55.57 55.70 .2054 .2186
South Central.............................................. 28 516 55.62 55.59 .1550 .1597
Western....................................................... 16 145 389 49.32 49.01 .28'7 .2878

United States........................................... 193 6,028 7,187 55.07 5485 .1827 .1956
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T a b l e  I .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

B U I L D I N G  T R A D E S —Continued.

SO BULLETIN OF THE BUBEAU OF LABOB.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish- 
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag< 
per h

3 wages 
our.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. ' 1906.

Lathers, wood, male:
North Atlantic................................. , ......... 10 77 76 45.30 45.32 $0.4530 $0.4585
South Atlantic............................................ 10 73 73 48.77 48.33 .3667 .3874
North Central.............................................. 21 183 183 47.93 47.97 .4300 .4440
South Central.............................................. 8 39 38 49.13 49.16 .3969 .4299
Western....................................................... 8 120 165 46.43 45.09 .5344 .7911

United States........................................... 57 492 535 47.37 46.84 .4470 .5444

Painters, male:
North Alantic.............................................. 66 1,641 1,671 47.61 47.35 .3629 .3722
South Atlantic............................................ 32 553 569 49.74 49.64 .3377 .3427
North Central.............................................. 63 1,418 1,515 47.60 47.45 .3711 .3918
South Central.............................................. 24 397 399 50.01 48.90 .3130 .3451
Western....................................................... 25 368 408 47.25 45.45 .4343 .5011

United States........................................... 210 4,377 4,562 48.06 47.64 .3638 .3842

Paper hangers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 36 299 306 48.33 48.36 .4097 .4116
South Atlantic............................................ 14 139 154 49.91 50.32 .3882 .3926
North Central.............................................. 35 293 286 48.86 48.47 .3838 .3939
South Central.............................................. 12 84 97 49.69 49.46 .3591 .3753
Western....................................................... 17 124 129 47.58 45.64 .4721 .5067

United States........................................... 114 939 972 48.76 48.45 .4021 .4124

Plasterers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 47 844 837 45.20 45.24 .5719 .5890
South Atlantic............................................ 26 334 361 49.65 49.53 .4996 .5400
North Central.............................................. 52 637 692 46.44 46.20 .5617 .5999
South Central.............................................. 23 158 169 49.35 49.41 .5130 .5547
Western....................................................... 18 153 227 45.49 45.64 .6834 .7467

United States........................................... 166 2,126 2,286 46.60 46.56 .561 .5977

Plumbers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 73 739 833 46.39 46.12 .4921 .5069
South Atlantic............................................ 29 249 245 49.05 48.92 .4318 .4728
North Central.............................................. 64 594 612 46.84 46.54 .5019 .5192
South Central.............................................. 28 212 216 48.05 47.85 .4959 .5111
Western....................................................... 21 180 310 46.27 44.86 .6081 .7376

United States........................................... 215 1,974 2,216 47.03 46.54 .4984 .5392

Roofers, gravel and tar, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 23 266 289 50.60 50.59 .2752 .2831
South Atlantic............................................ 8 44 55 55.36 54.64 .2219 .2267
North Central.............................................. 25 ' 278 281 52.03 52.38 .3463 .3498
South Central.............................................. 9 131 139 55.92 56.33 .1722 .1718
Western....................................................... 10 83 96 48.14 47.75 .3753 .4120

United States........................................... 75 802 860 51.97 52.05 .2904 .2977

Roofers, slate and tile, male:
North Atlantic. .*......................................... 26 130 130 49.35 49.08 .3812 .3900
South Atlantic............................................ 10 57 64 50.40 50.63 .3976 . 4048
North Central.............................................. 21 92 92 48.58 48.72 .4138 .4226
South Central.............................................. 9 46 48 48.52 48.75 .3794 .3797
Western....................................................... 3 9 16 48.00 46.00 .5278 .C094

United States........................................... 69 334 350 49.17 49.08 .3967 .4099

Roofers, tin, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 39 328 317 47.07 47.14 .4055 .4152
South Atlantic............................................ 23 168 165 50.04 50.30 .3394 .3402
North Central.............................................. 37 315 332 49.79 49.79 .3496 . .3564
South Central.............................................. 15 117 123 49.14 49.28 .3521 .3612
Western....................................................... 5 32 58 46.88 45.31 .5039 .6412

United States........................................... 119 960 995 48.73 48.70 .3723 .3896

Steam fitters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 41 357 419 47.47 46.88 .4425 .4766
South Atlantic............................................ 10 66 79k 49.77 49.16 .4049 .4560
North Central.............................................. 47 372 393 47; 70 47.32 .4831 .5000
South Central.............................................. 8 64 63 47.88 47.84 .4667 .4621
Western......... , ............................................ 14 50 88 45.88 44.59 .6220 .7187

United States........................................... 120 909 1,042 47.67 47.08 .4680 .5034
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Table I .—AVERAGE WAGE3 AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS —Continued.

BUIEDING TRADES—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish- 

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averas
perl

;e wages 
liour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Stone masons, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 41 355 321 47.55 47.75 10.4650

.4555

.5103

.4210

.5928

$0.4780
.4687South Atlantic......................................... 9 89 96 51.78 51.73

North Central.............................................. 32 227 224 48.02 48.02 .5269
South Central.............................................. 6 36 33 51.06 49.18

44.72
.4720
.6237Western....................................................... 12 130 145 44.77

United States........................................... 100 837 819 47.85 47.81 .4942 .5158

Stone setters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 15 71 71 46.85 47.04 .5248 .5309
South Atlantic............................................ 13 36 40 49.17 49.78 .5368 .5435
North Central___ :...................................... 17 81 78 47.54 47.33 .5185 .5546
South Central.............................................. 8 28 26 49.71 50.27 .5030 .5118
Western....................................................... 4 12 14. 45.00 44.86 .5781 .6161

United States........................................... 57 228 229 47.71 47.85 .5246 .5442

Structural iron workers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 19 701 830 45.68 45.25 .5163 .5353
South Atlantic............................................ 7 118 130 51.05 51.37 .4383 .4389
North Central.............................................. 24 745 947 51.47 52.74 .4140 .4305

.3138South Central.............................................. 4 57 56 55.56 55.46 .2906
Western.................................................... 1. 8 121 142 51.42 51.15 .3813 .4263

United States........................................... 62 1,742 2,105 49.24 49.67 .4505 .4730

C AN DY.

Candy makers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 207 187 57.65 57.85 $0.2520

.2342
$0.2580

.2278South Atlantic............................................ 3 50 47 59.68 59.74
North Central.............................................. 14 311 313 59.86 59.82 .2515 .2566
South Central.............................................. 7 42 56 57.62 57.79 .2921 .2696
Western....................................................... 4 21 19 55.48 55.89 .3431 .3480

United States........................................... 41 631 622 58.82 58.92 .2561 .2588

Dippers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 338 377 54.60 55.01 .1147 .1202
South Atlantic............................................ 3 33 34 59.76 59.82 .0902 .0922
North Central............ ................................ 13 575 543 59.19 59.23 .0902 .0995
South Central.............................................. 7 51 76 58.53 58.32 .0801 .0776
Western....................................................... 4 64 70 56.56 56.56 .1225 . 1240

United States........................................... 38 1,061 1,100 57.56 57.57 .0995 .1064

CARPETS.

Burlers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 182 151 58.91 58.91 $0.1339 $0.1398

Dyers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 191 169 58.62 58.56 .1566 .1586

Loom fixers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 79 68 58.77 58.75 .2742 .2800

Spoolers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 133 118 58.62 58.58 .1181 .1275

Twisters, female:
N orth Atlantic............................................ 7 156 144 58.47 58.47 .1094 .1111

Weavers, brussels and wilton, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 380 389 58.31 58.29 .2901 .3004

Weavers, brussels and wilton, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 171 143 58.00 58.00 .1640 .1502

Weavers, ingrain, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 118 104 59.30 59.23 .1818 .1821

Weavers, ingrain, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 427 261 58.98 57.26 .1514 .1567

Winders, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 305 247 58.29

I
58.18 .1200 .1239
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CARRIAGES A N D  W AGONS.

32 BULLETIN OF THE BUBEAU OF LABOR.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab- 
* lish- 
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averagi
p e r l

8 wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Blacksmiths, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 24 177 194 56.81 56.12 10.2842 $0.2897
South Atlantic............................................. 9 47 40 59.79 59.10 .1906 .2158
North Central.............................................. 28 335 359 58.28 58.08 .2616 .2618
South Central.............................................. 6 31 50 59.23 59.64 .2492 .2211

United States........................................... 67 590 643 58.01 57.67 .2621 .2642

Body makers, carriage, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 15 241 275 54.59 54.76 .3014 .3105
South Atlantic............................................. 3 8 10 60.00 60.00 .2521 .2467
North Central.............................................. 18 203 220 58.45 58.41 .2439 .2503
South Central.............................................. 2 22 27 60.00 60.00 .1955 .1937

United States........................................... 38 474 532 56.59 56.63 .2710 .2785

Body makers, not specified, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 54 65 58.85 55.77 .2776 .2984
South Atlantic............................................. 3 13 14 58.92 58.57 .1959 .2285
North Central.............................................. 6 79 73 57.89 57.96 .2193 .2396

United States........................................... 17 146 152 58.34 57.08 .2388 .2637

Ironers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 172 168 55.03 54.88 .2489 .2540
South Atlantic............................................. 4 26 28 58.77 57.32 .1748 .2061
North Central............................................. 15 193 210 58.48 58.31 .2047 .2133
South Central.............................................. 3 26 36 59.08 59.00 .1985 .2092

United States........................................... 32 417 442 57.12 57.00 .2207 .2280

Machine woodworkers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 62 86 58.79 58.51 .2275 .2224
South Atlantic............................................. 3 20 23 59.90 57.00 .1876 .2171
North Central.............................................. 18 423 459 57.87 57.83 .1922 .1985
South Central.............................................. 2 38 49 60.00 60.00 .1710 .1652

United States........................................... 31 543 617 58.20 58.06 .1946 . 1969

Painters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 26 415 479 55.99 55.81 .2519 .2537
South Atlantic............................................ 9 63 70 59.68 58.24 .1905 .1929
North Central.............................................. 29 952 989 58.41 58.28 .2438 .2579
South Central.............................................. 6 59 73 59.69 59.67 .2247 .2385

United States........................................... 70 1,489 1,611 57.84 57.61 .2431 .2529

Trimmers, carriage, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 21 158 172 56.15 55.97 .2699 .2867
South Atlantic............................................. 7 23 23 60.00 58.26 .2049 .2293
North Central.............................................. 25 262 279 58.73 58.82 .2633 .2647
South Central.............................................. 3 17 25 60.00 60.00 .2582 .2452

United States........................................... 56 460 499 57.95 57.87 .2624 .2697

Woodworkers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 51 40 56.24 56.60 .2613 .2721
South Atlantic............................................. 5 16 14 59.63 59.57 .1614 .1799
North Central.............................................. 9 73 81 58.81 58 83 .1992 .2076
South Central.............................................. 5 34 27 59.47 59.33 .1921 .1962

United States........................................... 31 174 162 58.26 58.43 .2126 .2192
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T a b l e  I . — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY  
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

CARS, STEAM RAILROAD.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
perl

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Blacksmiths, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 294 278 56.01 5483 10.3148

.2728

.3045

$0.3213 
.2757South Atlantic......................... ................... 6 165 145 56.67 sa 00 

sa  21North Central.............................................. 22 519 580 55.48 .3178
South Central.............................................. 7 158 180 59.83 59.81 .3017

.3446
.2994

Western....................................................... 4 161 215 54 00 54 00 .3461

United States........................................... 45 1,297 1,398 56.10 5a 62 .3074 .3161

Boiler makers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 166 166 55.78 54 43 

5a 94
.3238
.2565

.3140
South Atlantic............................................. 4 116 116 57.07 .2658
North Central.............................................. 17 399

173
453 55.03 5a 26 .3245

.3019
.3299

South Central.............................................. 6 174 59.83 
54 00

59.83
5400

.3078
Western....................................................... 3 197 200 .3677 .3629

United States........................................... 33 1,051 1,109 55.97 55.69 .3212 . 3233

Brass finishers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 14 14 52.14 52.14 .2328 . 2379
North Central.............................................. 7 154 190 54 43 54 42 .3003 . 3101

United States........................................... 9 168 204 54 24 54 26 .2947 .3051

Cabinetmakers male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 215 183 54 2b 5406 .3236 .3116
South Atlantic............................................. 4 68 88 54 93 54 31 .2582 .2404
North Central.............................................. 11 437 541 55.44 sa 38 .3047 .3271
South Central.............................................. 2 31 43 60.00 60.00 .2658 .2612
Western....................................................... 1 22 29 54 00 54 00 .3170 . 31C4

United States.............................. ............ 21 773 884 55.21 -55.18 .3046 .3117

Carpenters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 898 923 55.03 54 81 .2580 .2680
South Atlantic............................................ 7 471 596 56.42 55.95 .2230 .2269
North Central.............................................. 22 2,642

677
2,777

791
56. 54 sa 19 .2822 .2953

South Central.............................................. 7 59. 44 59.54 .2222 .2211
Western....................................................... 4 108 122 54 00 5400 .2817 .2936

United States........................................... 46 4,796 5,209 5a 60 5a 38 .2634 .2713

Car repairers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 233 242 53.39 53.40 .2248 .2318
.South Atlantic............................................. 3 269 336 60.00 56.29 .2206 .2288
North Central.............................................. 13 1,448

572
1,665 56.12 5a 86 .2132 .2233

South Central.............................................. 5 689 59.67 59.63 .2161 .2076
Western.................................................... 3 594 792 5400 5400 .2397 .2500

United States........................................... 26 3,116 3,724 5a 50 sa 04 | .2203 .2271

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 1,943

740
2,025

694
55.70 5a 45 .1392 .1420

South Atlantic............................................ 7 57.37 5a 82 .1312 .1324
North Central.............................................. 21 3,910

1,192
624

4,320
1,167

640

5A 31 55.24 .1622 .1636
South Central.............................................. 7 59.83 59.83 .1392 .1422
Western....................................................... 4 54 00 5400 .1913 .1892

United States........................................... 45 8,409 8,846 56.12 5a 93 .1530 .1552

Machine woodworkers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 148 140 54 84 sa 03 .2414 .2516
South Atja ntic........................... '................ 6 124 155 55.85 55.07 .2523 .2339
North Central.............................................. 20 593 742 56.25 55.94 .2447 .2545
South Central.............................................. 7 83 93 59.11 59.05 .2402 .2398
Western.................................... .......... *.___ 2 7 16 54 00 54 00 .3057 .3213

United States........................................... 41 955 1,146 |i 5a 21 5a 94 .2453 .2511
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Table I .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

CARS, STEAM RAILROAD—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. . 1906. 1905. 1906.

Machinists, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 1,037

681
1,154

657
2,022

713

55.46 54 63 $0.3094 $0.3175
South Atlantic............................................. 7 56.86 56.21 .2739 .2835
North Central.............................................. 22 1,978

541
54.41 54 53 .3158 .3207

South Central.............................................. 7 59.03 59.06 .3111 .3061
Western....................................................... 4 675 618 5400 5400 .3526 . 3S45

United States........................................... 46 4,912 5,164 55.42 55.33 .3132 .3209

Molders, brass, male:
North Central.............................................. 10 93 84 54 76 5499 .3151 .3203
South Central.............................................. 3 17 19 58.12 58.63 .2982 .3013

United States........................................... 13 110 103 55.28 55.66 .3125 .3217

Molders, iron, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 133 167 60.00 60.00 .3438 .3495
South Atlantic............................................ 2 60 52 57.00 57.31 .2845 .3012
North Central.............................................. 4 180 184 58.13 57.70 .3046 .3218
South Central.............................................. 4 79 89 58.61 58.62 .2851 .3062

United States........................................... 13 452 492 58.62 58.60 .3101 .3262

Painters, male:
North A tlantic.. ....................................... 6 421 422 5402 53.89 .3085 .2962
South Atlantic............................................ 7 221 271 56.89 55.66 .2304 .2435
North Central.............................................. 22 760 799 56.41 56.35 .2635 .2805
South Central.............................................. 6 139 182 59.25 59.39 .2361 .2253
Western....................................................... 4 108 135 5400 54 00 .2844 .2851

United States........................................... 45 1,649 1,809 55.95 55.80 .2696 .2734

Pattern makers, wood, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 47 47 56.28 55.96 .2941 .2927
South Atlantic............................................ 5 29 28 56.93 56.64 .2855 .2888
North Central.............................................. 16 68 65 56.32 56.08 .3020 .3166
South Central.............................................. 6 19 22 59.32 58.82 .3213 .3239
Western....................................................... 3 15 20 5400 54 00 .3640 .3742

United States........................................... 35 178 182 56.53 56.24 .3045 .3134

Pipe fitters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 133 153 54 91 55.24 .2786 .2916
South Atlantic............................................ 5 83 89 56. 55 55.20 .2452 .2602
North Central.............................................. 20 236 276 55.96 56.12 .2809 .3029

.*2613South Central.............................................. 5 55 59 59. 44 59.37
5400

.2675
Western....................................................... 3 116 127 54 00 .2976 .3009

United States........................................... 39 628 704 55.75 55.70 .2776 .2912

Tinsmiths, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 71 77 53.90 53.61 .2920 .3077
South Atlantic............................................ 6 101 111 56.84 55.75 .2494 .2475
North Central.............................................. 21 273 370 55.84 55.32 .2811 .3105
South Central.............................................. 6 72 85 59.43 59.28 .2701 .2674
Western....................................................... 3 59 97 5400 54 00 .3150 .3255

United States........................................... 41 576 740 56.03 55.49 .2790 .2978

Upholsterers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 87 j 76 51.29 53.38 .3167 .2934
South Atlantic............................................ 7 42 i 46 56.00 55.59 .2279

.2785
.2381

North Central.............................................. 14 140 196 56.11 55.38 .3122
South Central.............................................. 5 14 17 58.14 58.12 .2789 .2791
Western....................................................... 3 29 34 54 00 5400 .2988 .3004

United States........................................... 33 1 312 369 54 65 54 99 .2842 .2965
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Table I — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY  
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

CLOTHING, FACTORY PRODUCT.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab-

lio h

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
perhour.

l iS u -
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Buttonhole makers, machine, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 12 13 56.25 56.54 $0.2451 $0.2434
South Atlantic............................................ 3 23 24 55.78 55.54 .2757 .2641

United States........................................... 8 35 37 55.94 55.89 .2652 .2568

Buttonhole makers, machine, female:
North Atlantic............................................ * 3 26 22 55.19 54.91 .1149 .1304
South Atlantic............................................ 2 14 13 52.93 52.85 .1233 .1666
North Central.............................................. 6 30 33 55.40 55.39 .1692 .1685
South Central.............................................. 2 17 13 53.88 54.08 .1179 .1223

United States........................................... 13 87 81 54.64 54.64 .1356 .1504

Cutters, hand, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 456 472 52.36 52.13 .3605 .3663
South Atlantic............................................ 2 83 94 53.57 53.62 .3026 .2974
North Central.............................................. 9 195 236 49.44 49.30 .4016 .4028

United States........................................... 25 734 802 51.72 51.47 .3649 .3690

Cutters, machine, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 9 15 18 50.20 50.33 .4379 .4456
South Atlantic............................................ 3 51 36 53.92 53.89 .3496 .3700
North Central.............................................. 7 167 168 48.07 48.07 .4329 .4384

United States........................................... 19 233 222 49.49 49.20 .4150 .4279

Examiners, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 68 73 52.46 52.23 .2765 .2788
South Atlantic............................................ 3 21 24 57.71 53.00 .2397 .2558
North Central.............................................. 8 57 59 50.42 50.75 .3106 .3195

United States........................................... 22 146 156 52.42 51.79 .2845 .2907

Examiners, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 11 14 54.00 53.57 .1345 .1447
South Atlantic............................................ 1 5 3 54.00 54.00 .1045 .1026
North Central............................................. 2 15 16 57.07 57.00 .1240 .1173
South Central.............................................. 2 11 10 53.82 53.80 .0999 .1041

United States........................................... 8. 42 43 55.05 54.93 .1181 .1221

Finishers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 297 289 55.31 55.38 .1132 .1157
South Atlantic............................................ 4 223 278 57.66 57.92 .0995 .1089
North Central..............................................i 8 260 297 54.63 54.75 .1227 .1288
South Central.............................................. : 2 48 46 54.42 54.52 .0814 .0939

United States........................................... ' 24 828 910 55.68 55.91 .1107 .1168

Pressers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 394 394 54.04 54.20 .2045 .2151
South Atlantic............................................ 4 88 137 58.78 59.21 .2001 .2151
North Central.............................................. 9 188 219 54.44 54.64 .2580 .2578
South Central.............................................. 2 11 13 54.45 54.46 .1802 .2153

United States...................... »................... 28 681 763 54.77 55.23 .2183 .2273

Sewing-machine operators, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 560 609 55.02 54.95 .2083 .2191
South Atlantic............................................ 4 142 128 58.63 58.64 .2329 .2585
North Central.............................................. 4 48 46 54.10 54.22 .2891 .3131

United States........................................... 21 750 783 55.64 55.51 .2181 .2311

Sewing-machine operators, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 1 12 516 714 54.03 53.76 .1324 .1309
South Atlantic............................................ ' 3 214 229 55.84 56.07 .1162 .1447
North Central..............................................1 9 396 474 55.78 55.84 .1610 .1665
South Central.............................................. I 2 195 195 53.92 53.90 .1134 .1176

United States........................................... !
1

26 1,321 1,612 54.83 54.72 .1356 .1417
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COTTON GOODS.
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Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Carding machine tenders, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 17 354 377 59.18 59.18 $0.1158

.0797
$0.1234

.0869South Atlantic............................................ 10 98 105 66.00 65.12
South Central.............................................. 3 32 31 61.03 60.97 .1190 .1256

United States........................................... 30 484 513 60.68 60.51 .1087 .1160

Dyers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 339 377 59.90 59.89 .1331 .1412
South Atlantic............................................. 4 43 46 66.00 63.91 .0979 .1005

United States........................................... 8 382 423 60.59 60.33 .1291 .1368

Loom fixers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 16 602 680 59.17 59.23 .2060 .2178
South Atlantic............................................ 10 133 131 66.00 65.33 .1366 .1453
South Central.............................................. 3 38 38 63.32 63.32 .1552 .1658

United States........................................... 29 773 849 60.55 60.36 .1916 .2043

Spinners, frame, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 44 134 59.45 58.82 .0885 .1199
South Atlantic............................................ 5 55 44 65.67 65.91 .0788 .0914
South Central.............................................. 1 7 7 66.00 66.00 .0429 .0530

United States .......................................... 14 106 ,185 63.11 60.78 .0804 .1106

Spinners, frame, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 16 2,301

572
2,317 58.95 59.04 .0992 .1120

South Atlantic............................................ 10 553 65.87 65.49 .0740 .0778
.0666South Central.............................................. 3 228 208 64.79 63.71 .0528

United States........................................... 29 3,101 3,078 60.65 CO. 51 .0911 .1028

Spinners, mule, male:
North A tlantic........................................... 11 315 300 59.43 59.37 .1908 .1978

Weavers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 15 1,776

594
2,059

592
58.64 58.47 .1570 .1689

South Atlantic............................................ 9 66.00 65.41 .1054 .1134
South Central.............................................. 2 146 106 65.84 65.72 .0940 .1153

United States........................................ . 26 2,516 2,757 60.80 60.24 .1412 .1549

Weavers, female:
North Atlantic.........................................s. 15 3,981

58G
3,700

518
58.79 58.83 .1406 .1481

South Atlantic............................................. 9 66.00 65.68 .0918 .0902
South Central.............................................. 3 336 242 64.38 62.47 .0807 .0934

United States........................................... 27 4,903 4,460 60.04 59.83 .1307 .1391

DYEING, FINISHING, AND PRINTING TEXTILES.

Bleachers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 394 422 59.12 58.47 $0.1214 $0.1282

Calendrers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 314 308 59.26 59.01 .1413 ,sl434

Color mixers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 148 127 58.88 58.99 .1327 .1348

Dyers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 17 440 483 59.09 58.65 .1435 .1459

Engravers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 9 85 91 57.71 57.73 .4507 .4533

Printers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 102 101 58.33 58.25 ' .4443 .4472
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Table I .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY  
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

ELECTRICAL APPARATUS AND SUPPLIES.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Armature winders, male:
N orth Atlantic............................................ 5 326 426 54.69 54.76 $0.2891 $0.3145
North Central............................................. 2 24 33 54.38 54.30 .2333 .2537

United States........................................... 7 350 459 54.67 54.73 .2853 .3101

Armature winders, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 60 106 54.00 54.39 .1023 .1343
North Central............................................. 1 12 49.00 .1017

United States........................................... 3 60 118 54.00 53.84 .1023 .1310

Brass finishers, male:
North Atlantic.................................. -....... 4 50 92 54.68 54.76 .3101 .3428
North Central............................................. 1 34 51 54.00 54.00 .2376 .2402

United States........................................... 5 • 84 143 54.40 54.49 .2808 .3062

Incandescent lamp makers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 1 490 500 55.00 55.00 .1256 .1374

Machinists, male:
North A tlantic........................................... 5 1,335

70
1,768

229
54.23 54.24 .2814 .2942

North Central............................................. 2 54.07 54.03 .2436 .2565

United States........................................... 7 1,405 1,997 54.'22 54.22 .2795 .2899

Pattern makers, wood, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 153 191 54.73 54.70 .3817 .3868
North Central............................................. 1 27 26 54.00 54.00 .3406 .3443

United States........................................... 5 180 217 54.62 54.62 .3755 .3817

FXiOUR.

Bolters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 17 16 69.18 69.00 $0.2342 $0.2384
South Atlantic............................................ 2 10 10 72.00 72.00 .1147 .1228
North Central............................................. 17 92 98 55.76 55.57 .2674 .2678
South Central.............................................. 4 18 18 72.00 72.00 .1459 .1543
Western....................................................... 5 11 11 68.18 68.18 .2459 .2542

United States........................................... 32 148 153 61.30 60.89 .2369 .2410

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ $ 208 203 60.98 60.44 .1803 .1828
South Atlantic............................................ 2 36 31 68.00 67.35 .0923 .1055
North Central............................................. 26 1,044

201
1,121 

220
60.69 60.65 .1790 .1803

South Central.............................................. 4 .69.67 69.24 .1074 .1088
Western....................................................... 5 , 52 52 64.62 64.62 .2327 .2327

United States........................................... 45 1,541 1,627 62.20 62.04 .1696 .1712

Millers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 9 33 32 66.85 66.38 .2643 .2657
South Atlantic............................................ 2 6 6 70.00 70.00 .1620 .1976
North Central.............................................. 26 196 205 60.43 60.60 .2730 .2711
South Central........................:.................... 4 13 14 72.00 72.00 .2426 .2481
Western....................................................... 5 11 12 67.09 67.50 .3474 .3883

United States........................................... 46 259 269 62.33 62l40 .2710 .2728

Millwrights, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 14 16 57.86 58.13 .3939 .3983
South Atlantic............................................ 2 2 2 66.00 66.00 .3021 .3125
North Central............................................. 21 97 96 60.39 60.29 .2874 .2891
South Central.............................................. 4 15 15 59.73 59.73 .2932 .2982
Western....................................................... 5 5 6 64.80 66.00 .3256 .3338

United States........................................... 38 133 135 60.30 60.31 .3009 .3054

Packers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 9 139 141 62.85 63.06 .1853 .2022
South Atlantic............................................ 2 43 43 72.00 72.00 .1036 .1106
North Central............................................. 26 875 875 57.93 57.73 .2241 .2267
South Central.............................................. 4 130 139 65.72 65.53 .1412 .1460
Western...................................................... 5 - 39 41 68.46 68.20 .2487 .2481

United States........................................... 1 46 1,226 1,239 60.14 60.05 .2074 .2115
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Table I .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY 
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FOUNDRY AND MACHINE SHOP.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Blacksmiths, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 66 325 368 57.53 57.85 30.2943 10.3001

.2890Poiitrh Atlantic............................................ 20 56 58 55.25 55.29 .2789
North Central.............................................. 64 268 314 56.62 56.57 .3027 .3102
South Central.............................................. 21 44 44 55.84 55.98 .3311 .3444
Western....................................................... 17 55 77 54.75 54.39 .3806 .3867

United States........................................... 188 748 861 56.73 56.80 .3047 .3130

Boiler makers, male:.
North Atlantic............................................ 34 579 649 56.29 56.63 .2894 .2960
South Atlantic.............^.............................. 11 62 64 54.11 54.23 .2935 .2989
North Central............................................. 26 292 300 55.38 55.42 .3109 .3188
South Central.............................................. 11 97 95 57.89 58.28 .3153 .3154
Western....................................................... 11 108 119 53.94 54.03 .3814 .4020

United States........................................... 93 1,138 1,227 55.85 55.09 .3061 .3135

Boiler riveters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 90 104 55.17 55.18 .2901 .2894
South Atlantic............................................ 1 39 50 54.00 54.00 .2578 .2639
North Central.............................................. 5 24 27 57.00 57.11 .2297 .3087
South Central.............................................. 3 8 8 59.13 59.13 .2986 .31b2

United States........................................... 19 161 189 55.35 55.31 .2737 .2865

Brass finishers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 274 351 54.45 54.19 .2672 .2722
North Central............................................. 9 191 209 56.18 55.97 .2653 .2717

United States........................................... 23 465 560 55.16 54.86 .2664 .2720

Core makers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 60 426 473 57.00 56.73 .2501 .2653
South Atlantic....... . 9 20 36 55.45 55.44 .2423 .2505
North Central.............................................. 40 279 290 55.46 55.28 .2443 .2500
South Central............................................. 8 20 22 55.15 55.27 .2814 .2790
Western....................................................... 11 28 31 53.86 53.48 .3675 .4128

United States........................................... 128 773 852 56.24 56.03 .2529 .2652

Core makers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 3 4 55.67 54.75 .1321 .1314
North Central.............................................. 4 167 119 54.51 54.94 .1189 .1257

United States........................................... 6 170 123 54.54 54.93 .1191 .1259

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 72 3,197

819
3,549

867
57.55 57.33 .1561 .1613

South Atlantic............................................. 21 55.59 55.45 .1390 .1437
North Central.............................................. 65 4,060

551
4,712

608
56.31 56.48 .1684 .1756

South Central.............................................. 23 56.86 56.85 .1490 .1547
Western....................................................... 17 323 419 54.72 54.60 .2233 .2390

United States........................................... 198 8,950 10,155 56.66 56.64 .1621 .1092

Machinists, male:
North Atlantic........................................... 71 3,715

299
4,084

353'
56.85 56.74 .2742 .2820

South Atlantic............................................. 24 54.68 54.64 .2820 .2916
North Central............................................ 70 2,316

287
2,623

276
55.30 55.26 .2818 .2884

South Central.............................................. 23 55.63 56.01 .3209 .3237
Western....................................................... 17 398 513 54.51 54.49 .3637 .3765

United States........................................... 205 7,015 7,849 56.06 55.98 .2840 .2922

Molders, brass, male:
North Atlantic......................................... 26 144 148 54.88 54.78

56.39
.3063 .3104

North Central.............................................. 13 71 67 56.39 .2960 .2975

United States........................................... 39 215 215 55.38 55.28 .3029 .3064

Molders, iron, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 62 1,894

210
2,065

257
56.40 56.26 .3065 .3154

South Atlantic............................................ 18 55.50 55.60 .2865 .2998
North Central..............„............................. 53 1,251

180
1,262

185
55.97 56.28 .3043 .3105

South Central.............................................. 19 56.36 56.70 . 3156 .3209
Western....................................................... 16 206 325 54.25 54.21 .3933 .4227

United States........................................... 168 3,741 4,094 56.09 56.08 .3009 .3217
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Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag 
per 1

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Pattern makers, metal, male:
North Atlantic.... ....................................... 5 11 10 56.55 56.30 $0.3240 $0.3282
North Central.............................................. 5 65 81 54.28 54.36 .3074 .3112

United States........................................... 10 76 91 54.61 54.57 .3098 .3131

Pattern makers, wood, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 63 425 445 56.18 55.85 .3255 .3452
South Atlantic............................................ 18 59 61 55.29 55.49 .3122 .3239
North Central............................................. 54 379 412 55.53 55.50 .3253 .3405
South Central.............................................. 22 67 64 56.13 56.42 .3312 .3351
Western....................................................... 17 73 76 55.05 54.72 .3954 .4502

United States........................................... 174 1,003 1,058 55.80 55.65 .3301 .3491

FURNITURE.

Cabinetmakers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 17 380 483 54.76 52.74 $0.2863 $0.2942
South Atlantic............................................ 6 174 160 56.69 55.63 .2106 .2180
North Central................. -.......................... 34 666 775 56.60 56.17 .2362 .2482
South Central.............................................. 1 31 23 60.00 60.00 .1758 .1815

United States........................................... 58 1,251 1,441 56.14 55.02 .2464 .2592

Carvers, hand, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 93 103 49.05 48.61 .3372 .3659
South Atlantic............................................ 2 12 4 49.00 51.00 .4408 .4125
North Central.............................................. 22 109 128 56.53 56.41 .2705 .2794

United States........................................... 37 214 235 52.86 52.90 .3091 .3196

Machine woodworkers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 16 206 221 56.88 56.26 .2527 .2563
South Atlantic............................................ 6 201 196 59.60 58.62 .1712 .1832
North Central.............................................. 34 674 673 58.08 58.09 .2015 .2092
South Central.............................................. 1 19 32 60.00 60.00 .1706 .1799

United States........................................... 57 1,100 1,122 58.16 57.88 .2050 .2131

Sawyers, band, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 19 17 56.21 56.00 .2630 .2582
South Atlantic............................................. 4 15 16 60.00 59.44 .1711 .1816
North Central.............................................. 29 95 96 57.79 57.85 .2165 .2223
South Central.............................................. 1 5 5 60.00 60.00 .1810 .2030

United States........................................... ' 44 134 134 57.90 57.89 .2167 .2213

Sawyers, circular, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 44 48 54.18 52.90 .2851 .2919
South Atlantic............................................ 3 10 7 60.00 59.86 .1602 .1914
North Central.............................................. 30 233 233 57.96 58.06 .2053 .2113

United States........................................... 44 287 288 57.45 57.24 . 21 CO .2243

Sawyers, jig, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 6 6 53.50 53.00 .3023 .30C3
North Central............................................. 6 7 7 58.57 57.86 .2199 .2097

United States........................................... 11 13 13 56.23 55.62 .2580 .2543

Upholsterers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 138 141 49.17 48.89 .3856 .3969
South Atlantic............................................ 1 13 3 52.00 48.00 .3492 .3750
North Central............................................. 15 252 267 55.80 55.72 .2549 .2661

United States........................................... 24 403 411 53.41 53.32 .3027 .3118

Vamishers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 15 279 296 56.77 55.95 .2269 .2374
South Atlantic............................................ 6 113 120 59.43 58.63 .1503 .1568
North Central............................................. 36 635 692 57.04 57.10 .1993 .2020
South Central.............................................. 1 10 9 60.00 60.00 .1492 .1630

United States........................................... 58 j 1,037 1,117 57.26 56.98 .2009 .2062
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GAS.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees. *

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
pernour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Coal men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 52 52 61.10 61.10 $0.1777 $0.1777
South Atlantic............................................. 5 41 40 82.83 82.80 .1443 .1491
North Central.............................................. 10 103 100 74.74 75.02 .1760 .1758
South Central.............................................. 3 22 22 64.36 66.55 .1394 .1494
Western....................................................... 3 30 29 58.80 61.66 .3319 .3127

United States........ .................................. 26 248 243 70.37 70.96 .1867 .1857

Gas makers, water gas, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 93 93. 68.24 68.24 .2345 .2361
South Atlantic............................................ 6 19 20 74.95 75,40 .2297 .2282
North Central.............................................. 13 46 50 77.48 77.44 .2218 .2198
South Central.............. .............................. 4 67 67 60.72 60.72 .1101 .1240
Western....................................................... 4 9 9 78.44 78.44 .2501 .2546

United States........................................... 37 234 239 68.84 69.04 .1966 .2013

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 17 1,550

452
1,590

649
60.39 61.20 .1701 .1707

South Atlantic............................................ 10 59.78 60.92 .1490 .1502
North Central.............................................. 19 2,594

255
2,851

276
60.45 60.35 .1720 .1790

South Central............................................. 6 60.14 60.04 .1477 .1491
Western....................................................... 8 907 1,280 54.93 55.89 .2410 .2419

United States........................................... 60 5,758 6,646 59.50 59.74 .1795 .1851

Pipe fitters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 17 306 328 59.66 59.60 .2338 .2380
South Atlantic............................................ 10 112 122 58.85 58.91 .2299 .2384
North Central.............................................. 18 410 446 59.39 59.54 .2192 .2235
South Central.............................................. 7 66 69 60.00 60.00 .2089 .2266
W estern...................................................... 8 184 176 52.34 52.85 .3510 .3627

United States........................................... 60 1,078 1,141 58.24 58.49 .2463 .2509

Stokers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 15 444 446 78.61 80.01 .2112 .2153
South Atlantic............................................ 10 207 231 77.41 78.20 .1750 .1835
North Central.............................................. 17 659 753 80.97 80.31 .1997 .2020
South Central.............................................. 6 81 91 82.67 82.51 .1445 .1533
W estem ....................................................... 8 105 122 74.33 66.17 .2687 .2726

United States........................................... 56 1,496 1,643 79.40 79.00 .2016 .2056

GLASS.

Batch makers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 19 57 63 59.02 59.08 $0.1831 $0.1850
North Central.............................................. 6 42 42 59.14 58.64 .2040 .2068

United States......................................... 25 99 105 59.07 58.90 .1920 .1938

Blowers, flint glass, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 434 428 49.78 49.46 .6041 .6313
North Central.............................................. 3 496 487 48.98 49.01 .6561 .6728

United States........................................... 14 930 915 49.35 49.22 .6318 .6534

Blowers, green glass, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 332 350 50.93 48.43 .6721 .7548
North Central.............................................. 1 126 126 49.00 49.00 .7879 .7934

United States........................................... 6 458 476 50.40 48.58 .7040 .7650

Blowers, window glass, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 148 148 41.21 41.53 .8175 .8918
North Central.............................................. 2 66 66 43.64 43.64 .8614 .9431

United States........................................... 7 214 214 41.96 42.18 .8311 .9076
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GLASS—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
perl

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Cutters, window glass, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 54 54 46.19 46.19 10.6391 10.6686
North Central.............................................. 2 24 24 60.00 60.00 .8080 .8084

United States........................................... 7 78 78 50.44 50.44 .6911 .7116

Flatteners, window glass, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 34 33 58.59 59.03 .6184 .7315
North Central.............................................. 2 15 18 72.00 58.67 .5122 .7299

United States........................................... 7 49 51 62.69 58.90 .5859 .7309

Gaffers, flint glass, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 117 107 50.60 50.30 .5308 .5316
North Central.............................................. 1 8 8 49.50 49.50 .8014 .8014

United States........................................... 7 125 115 50.53 50.24 .5481 .5504

Gatherers, flint glass, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 177 160 50.47 50.28 .3020 .3035
North Central.............................................. 1 140 139 49.50 49.50 .3257 • .3248

United States........................................... 8 317 299 50.04 49.92 .3125 .3134

Gatherers, window glass, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 148 148 41.21 41.53 .6033 .6449
North Central.............................................. 2 66 67 43.64 43.58 .6155 .6777

United States........................................... 7 214 215 41.96 42.17 .6071 .6551

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 20 515 585 59.61 59.57 .1498 .1487
North Central.............................................. 6 329 351 59.69 59.62 .1514 .1550

United States........................................... 26 844 936 59.64 59.59 .1504 .1510

Leersmen, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 21 156 162 58.91 58.88 .1681 .1663
North Central.............................................. 6 72 73 61.58 61.53 .1683 .1699

United States........................................... 27 228 235 59.75 59.71 .1682 .1675

Packers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 20 ' 228 225 56.52 56.35 .1930 .1923
North Central.............................................. 3 150 195 59.77 59.76 .1741 .1871

United States!.......................................... 23 378 420 57.81 57.94 .1855 .1899

Teasers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 18 91 98 77.84 76.95 .1908 .1990
North Central.............................................. 6 67 65 83.79 83.57 .1774 .1766

United States........................................... 24 158 163 80.36 79.59 .1851 .1900

HARNESS.

Collar makers, male:
8*North Atlantic............................................ 55 51 56.73 56.88 $0.2857 $0.2796

South Atlantic............................................ 2 24 20 58.67 58.70 .1811 .1927
North Central............................................. 14 206 215 56.46 56.16 .2455 .2455
South Central.............................................. 6 34 41 57.21 57.15 .2274 .2350
Western....................................................... 2 21 18 54.00 54.00 .3062 .3349

United States........................................... 32 340 345 56.58 56.42 .2494 .2509

Cutters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 16 16 56.69 56.69 .2841 .2841
South Atlantic............................................ 4 20 18 58.80 57.83 .2226 .2348
North Central...........................................,. 23 132 142 57.19 56.65 .2649 .2711
South Central.............................................. 6 46 52 58.30 58.13 .2612 .2609
Western....................................................... 6 11 12 55.00 54.42 .3401 .3527

United States........................................... 51 225 240 57.42 56.95 .2654 .2711
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HARNESS—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish—

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag 
per 1

e wages 
lour.

iisn-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Fitters and finishers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 61 58 54.67 54.81 $0.2886

.1477
$0.2870

.1582South Atlantic .*........................................... 1 7 6 59.00 59.00
North Central.............................................. 14 285 312 57.07 56.86 .2446 .2454
South Central.............................................. 2 10 10 59.00 59.00 .1508 .1483
Western....................................................... 2 13 14 54.00 54.00 .2831 .3705

United States........................................... 27 376 400 56.66 56.55 .2488 .2521

Harness makers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 41 48 56.59 55.48 .2581 .2638
South Atlantic............................................ 4 58 48 58.90 57.46 .1975 .2074
North Central.............................................. 16 326 327 57.07 56.54 .2404 .2493
South Central.............................................. 6 59 73 57.66 57.44 .2563 .2614
Western....................................................... 4 53 49 55.00 54.10 .3051 | .3111

United States........................................... 35 537 545 57.09 56.43 .2453 1 .2541

Stitchers, hand, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 53 53k. 54.62 54.43 .2138 .2238
North Central.............................................. 5 13 22 57.31 57.45 .2089 .2226
Western....................................................... 2 4 5 57.75 58.00 .2740 .2633

United States........................................... 17 i 70 80 55.30 55.49 .2163 .2259_
Stitchers machine, male:

North Atlantic............................................ 4 4 4 53.50 53.50 .3062 .3109
South Atlantic............................................ 3 13 11 58.77 58.27 .2043 .2211
North Central............................................. 23 134 136 57.14 56.79 .2560 .2619

.2582

.3449
South Central.............................................. 6 33 36 57.79 57.58 .2556
Western......... ....... ...................................... 6 14 13 54.79 54.38 .3182

United States........................................... 42 198 200 57.12 56.79 .2580 | .2653

H ATS, FUR.

Blockers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 187 189 53.78 53.85 $0.3550 $0.3515

Colorers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 79 69 55.37 55.43 .1947 .1960

Conors, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 90 87 53.86 53.79 .2928 .2857

Curlers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 76 84 53.80 53.71 .4791 .4947

Feeders, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 9 47 52 54.23 54.21 .1082 .1170

Finishers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 849 837 53.75 53.59 .3102 .3337

Flangers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 151 147 55.72 55.69 .3001 .3239

Fur blowers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 88 78 55.32 55.31 .1354 .1639

Hardeners, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 73 73 53.62 53.77 .3007 .2909

Bouncers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 201 194 54.26 54.36 .2441 .2607

Sizers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 1,156 1,222 53.86 53.94 .2803 .3004

Stiffeners, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 45 43 54.16 53.81 .3526 .3762

Trimmers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 1,165 1,270 54.31 54.16 .1409 .1418

Weighers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 27 24 53.67 53.29 .1210 .1293
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T a b l e  I .— AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

HOSIERY AND KNIT GOODS.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag 
per 1

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Boarders, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 210 232 58.81 58.65 10.1923 30.2002
South Atlantic............................................ 3 45 59 64.24 64.49 .1194 .1163
North Central.............................................. 4 79 86 58.46 58.41 .1277 .1397

United States........................................... 20 334 377 59.46 59.51 .1672 .1733

Finishers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 15 756 891 58.60 57.11 .1299 .1377
South Atlantic............................................ 2 48 56 64.42 64.27 .0958 .0947
North Central.............................................. 5 260 277 58.63 58.67 .0875 .0959

United States........................................... 22 1,064 1,224 58.87 57.79 .1180 .1263

Knitters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 236 293 61.51 63.34 .1844 .2038
South Atlantic............................................ 3 52 52 65.44 65.71 .1112 .1242
North Central............................................. 2 124 138 58.15 58.04 .2934 .2914

United States........................................... 15 412 483 60.99 62.08 .2080 .2203

Knitters, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 509 571 58.80 58.36 .1282 .1350
South Atlantic............................................ 1 28 32 57.50 56.25 .0964 .1163
North Central.............................................. 4 221 232 58.76 58.94 .0968 .0991

United States........................................... 19 758 835 5a 74 58. *4 .1179 .1243

Loopers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 355 403 58.83 58.62 .1428 .1455
South Atlantic................................. .......... 132 123 65.08 64.86 .0802 .0908
North Central.............................................. ! 3 118 119 58.69 58.61 .1079 .1170

United States.....................................*... ! 17 605 645 60.16 59.81 .1223 .1298

Menders, female: |
North Atlantic............................................ ' 17 325 337 59.21 59.16 .1253 .1258
South Atlantic............................................ 3 82 77 63.79 63.71 .0744, .0717
North Central.............................................

! 2 110 118 5a 45 58.47 .1062 .1199

United States........................................... 22 517 532 59.77 59.67 .1132 .1167

Pressers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 68 67 59.40 59.30 .1630 .1688
South Atlantic............................................ 2 24 28 65.08 65.25 .0710 .0819
North Central.............................................. 2 10 19 57.80 57.63 .1652 .1555

United States........................................... 15 102 114 60.58 60.48 .1415 .1453

Pressers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 110 153 58.52 58.59 .0983 .1021
North Central............................................. 1 8 8 59.00 59.00 .0906 .1038

United States........................................... 7 118 161 58.55 58.61 .0978 .1022

Ribbers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 129 138 59.77 59.78 .1472 .1495
North Central.............................................. 2 46 42 59.67 59.60 .1121 .1212

United States........................................... 7 175 180 59.74 59.74 .1380 .1429
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IRON AND STEEL, BAR.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber cf 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Catchers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 64 58 65.59 64.93 $0.2977 $0.3466

.2500South Atlantic............................................ 2 13 11 60.00 60.00 .2531
North Central............................................. 8 44 43 66.66 66.91 .4883 .5275
South Central.............................................. 2 8 8 72.00 72.00 .2527 .2647

United States........................................... 24 129 120 65.79 65.66 .3554 .3971

Heaters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 35 33 63.89 63.76 .4841 .4996
South Atlantic............................................ 2 11 9 60.00 60.00 .4609 .5022
North Central.............................................. 10 61 60 68.61 68.82 .6378 .6958
South Central.............................................. 2 8 11 72.00 72.00 .4719 .4856

United States........................................... 24 115 113 66.58 66.95 .5625 .C026

Heaters’ helpers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 45 49 68.00 68.57 .2569 .2709
South Atlantic............................................ 2 14 11 60.00 60.00 .2404 .2260
North Central............................................. 10 69 66 68.07 68.14 .3054 .3281
South Central.............................................. 2 13 8 72.00 72.00 .1715 .1811

United States........................................... 24 141 134 67.61 67.86 .2711 .2900

Hot straighteners, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 85 84 62.53 62.56 .1965 .2015
South Atlantic............................................ 2 33 27 60.00 60.00 .1604 .1571
North Central.............................................. 6 83 54 68.53 66.67 .2115 .2545
South Central.............................................. 2 15 14 72.00 72.00 .1203 .1366

United States........................................... 22 216 179 65.11 64.15 .1914 .2057

Rollers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 35 35 63.63 63.63 .7185 .7441
South Atlantic............................................ 2 % 8 9 60.00 60.00 .6682 .6342
North Central.............................................. 7 29 29 71.72 71.72 .9661 .9820
South Central.............................................. 2 12 8 72.00 72.00 .8062 .9401

United States........................................... 23 84 81 67.27 66.95 .8117 .8364

Roughers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 91 84 65.69 65.17 .3591 .3868
South Atlantic............................................ 2 21 18 60.00 60.00 .3547 .3512
North Central............................................. 10 109 111 61.47 61,87 .5044 .5227
South Central.............................................. 2 19 18 72.00 72.00 .3472 .3324

United States........................................... 26 240 231 63.78 63.71 .4238 .4451

IRON AND STEEL, BESSEMER CONVERTING.

Blowers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 18 18 60.33 60.33 $0.5184 $0.5326
South Atlantic............................................ 3 6 6 78.00 80.00 .3937 .4082
North Central.............................................. 5 11 11 65.45 65.45 .5543 .6174
South Central.............................................. 2 4 4 75.00 75.00 .3664 .3898

United States........................................... 17 39 39 .66.00 66.31 .4937 .5227

Bottom makers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 20 20 68.70 68.70 .2832 .3141
South Atlantic............................................ 3 8 7 78.00 77.14 .2202 .2239
North Central.............................................. 5 12 12 66.00 66.00 .3181 .3430
South Central.............................................. 2 7 7 65.14 65.14 .1790 .1790

United States........................................... 17 47 46 69.06 68.74 .2658 .2874

Ladle liners, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 20 17 65.40 63.88 .3578 .3859
South Atlantic............................................ 3 7 8 74.14 78.00 .2765 .3193
North Central.............................................. 5 11 11 65.45 65.45 .3937 .4443
South Central.............................................. 2 4 4 75.00 75.00 .2101 .2240

United States........................................... 17 42 40 67.79 68.25 .3396 .3724
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IRON A N D  STEELi, BESSEMER CONVERTING—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab-

laoVh

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
perhour.

lisn-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Melters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 27 28 66.89 67.07 10.4052

.4080
$0.4026 

. 4713South Atlantic............................................ 3 6 6 78.00 80.00
North Central.............................................. 3 20 20 50.40 50.40 .4929 .5798
South Central.............................................. 1 2 2 66.00 66.00 .3381 .4229

United States........................................... 14 55 56 62.07 62.46 .4350 .4740

Steel pourers, male:
North Atlantic..............................;............ 7 27 26 57.93 57.38 .4542 .5077
South Atlantic............................................ 3 6 6 78.00 80.00 .4005 .4597
North Central.............................................. 5 17 17 50.82 50.82 .6831 .7088
South Central.............................................. 1 2 2 66.00 66.00 .3577 .4229

United States........................................... 16 52 51 58.23 58.20 .5191 *5658

Vessel men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 22 22 64.64 64.64 .5367 .5893
South Atlantic............................................ 3 3 8 75.00 78.00 .4087 .4807
North Central.............................................. 5 22 22 54.55 54.55 .7206 .7634
South Central..... ................................. . 2 4 4 75.00 75.00 .2775 .3635

United States........................................... 17 56 56 62.89 63.32 .5722 .6260

IRON A N D  STEED, BLAST FURNACE.

Cinder snappers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 117 125 84.00 84.00 $0.1470 $0.1483
South Atlantic............................................ 2 28 34 84.00 84.00 .1383 .1387
North Central.............................................. 7 58 52 84.00 84.00 .1700 .1737
South Central............................................ . 5 18 20 84.00 84.00 .1144 .1323

United States........................................... 25 221 231 84.00 84.00 .1493 .1512

Hot-blast men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 66 70 84.00 84.00 .1786 .1813
South Atlantic....... .................................... 2 10 12 84.00 84.00 .1550 .1597
North Central.............................................. 7 36 36 84.00 84.00 .1736 .1759
South Central.............................................. 5 14 16 84.00 84.00 .1416 .1547

United States........................................... 25 126 134 84.00 84.00 .1712 .1748

Keepers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 70 74 84.00 84.00 .2006 .2023
South Atlantic............................................ 2 10 12 84.00 84.00 .1840 .1864
North Central............................................. 7 44 44 84.00 84.00 .2104 .2133
South Central.............................................. 5 14 16 84.00 84.00 .1578 .1721

United States........................................... 25 138 146 84.00 84.00 .1982 .2010

Keepers’ helpers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13411 144 84.00 84.00 .1618 .1640
South Atlantic............................................ 2 28 34 84.00 84.00 .1423 .1431
North Central............................................. 7 125 125 84.00 84.00 .1721 .1749
South Central.............................................. 5 42 50 84.00 84.00 .1206 .1367

United States........................................... 25 329 353 84.00 84.00 .1588 .1620

Top fillers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 82 82 81.95 81.95 .1640 .1640
South Atlantic............................................ 1 18 24 84.00 84.00 .1350 .1350
North Central............................................. 6 61 47 81.25 80.43 .1902 .1956
South Central.............................................. 5 16 18 84.00 84.00 .1463 .1611

United States........................................... 19 177 171 82.10 82.04 .1685 .1683

8891—No. 71—07-----i

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



46 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

Table I . —AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY  
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LEATHER.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab-
lies Vi

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average
pern

i wages 
our.

11 sn- 
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Colorers, male:
North Atlantic............................................. 15 148 165 58.64 58.75 $0.1976 $0.1978 

.1463South Atlantic............................................. 2 25 29 60.00 60.00 .1450
North Central.............................................. 9 55 54 59.58 59.59 .1968 .2063
South Central.............................................. 2 15 17 59.33 59.29 .1792 . 1802
Western....................................................... 2 2 2 57.00 55.50 .2412 .2851

United States........................................... 30 245 267 59.02 59.07 .1913 .1935

Fleshers, male:
North Atlantic. .......................................... 24 170 141 59.26 59.07 .1778 .1934
South Atlantic............................................. 12 66 69 60.00 60.00 .1528 .1579
North Central.............................................. 12 70 60 58.91 59.08 .1982 .1957
South Central.............................................. 5 18 24 59.06 59.00 .1772 . 1783
Western....................................................... 1 3 2 57.00 54.00 .2632 .3056

United States........................................... 54 327 296 59.30 59.25 .1779 .1851

Glazers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 520 574 59.25 59.26 .1780 .1700
South Atlantic............................................. 2 72 92 60.00 60.00 .1823 .1840
North Central.............................................. 3 30 33 59.40 59.33 .1549 .1521

United States........................................... 19 622 699 59.34 59.36 .1774 .1710

Glazers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 42 63 59.67 59.73 .1379 .1195
South Atlantic............................................. 2 141 119 60.00 60.00 .1102 .1070
North Central.............................................. 3 49 49 59.71 59.78 .0928 .1165

United States........................................... 9 232 231 59.88 59.88 .1116 .1124

Limers, male:
North Atlantic...........................................J 19 202 238 58.42 58.65 .1812 .1806
South Atlantic................................... ......... 8 82 96 60.00 60.00 .1383 .1503
North Central............................................ 13 125 118 59.49 59.47 .1685 .1700
South Central.............................................. 4 23 16 59.39 59.13 .1258 .1377
Western....................................................... 2 6 7 57.83 56.14 .2076 .2670

United States........................................... 46 438 | 475 59.06 59.11 .1670 .1717

Rollers, male:
■ North Atlantic............................................ 11 66 66 57.14 57.33 .2013 .1968
South Atlantic............................................. 6 35 39 60.00 60.00 .1485 .1542
N orth Central.............................................. 4 16 19 59.38 5a 47 .1804 .1865
South Central.............................................. 3 17 21 59.88 59.90 .1414 .1464

United States........................................... 24 134 145 58.50 58.70 .1774 j  .1767

Setters out, male:
N orth Atlantic............................................ 18 206 221 59.17 59.16 ,1761 .1781
South Atlantic............................................ 3 15 25 60.00 60.00 .1344 .1387
North Central.............................................. 10 128 139 59.06 59.12 .2151 .2140
South Central.............................................. 1 6 6 60.00 60.00 .2410 .2467
Western............................................... ____ 2 6 6 57.00 56.00 .2456 .2866

United States........................................... 34 361 397 59.14 59.17 .1904 | .1909

Shavers, male:
N orth Atlantic............................................ 18 109 117 58.51 58.61 ,3112 .3127
South Atlantic............................................. 2 27 31 60.00 60.00 .1845 .1865
North Central.............................................. 10 121 119 59.63 59.64 .2363 .2266
South Central.............................................. 1 3 4 60.00 60.00 .2652 .2552
Western....................................................... 2 3 3 57.00 55.00 .2749 .3470

United States........................................... 33 263 274 59.18 59.19 .2628 .2606

Stakers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 303 358 59.40 59.38 .2141 .2128
South Atlantic............................................. 2 43 44 60.00 60.00 .1776 .1847
North Central.............................................. 6 70 66 59.39 59.41 .1724 .1706
Western....................................................... 1 7 9 57.00 57.00 .2381 .2495

United States........................................... 21 423 477 59.42 59.40 .2039, .2050
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LEATHER—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Tanyard hands, male:
North A tlantic............................................ 25 424 460 59.09 59.09 $0.1571

.1238
$0.1607

South Atlantic............................................. 12 265 305 60.00 60.00 .1273
North Central.............................................. 12 278 270 59.10 59.11 .1700 .1715
South Central.............................................. 4 78 85 59.85 59.86 .1101 .1214
W estern....................................................... 2 12 9 57.83 55.67 .2003 .2416

United S tates........................................... 55 1,057 1,129 59.36 59.37 .1492 .1519

Unhairers, male:
North A tlantic............................................ 22 168 185 58.83 58.94 .2061 .2069
South Atlantic............................................. 12 146 114 60.00 60.00 .1489 .1496
North Central ............................................ 11 94 69 58.98 58.64 .2017 .2039
South Central.............................................. a 16 11 60.00 60.00 .1289 .1371
W estern....................................................... 2 14 11 57.00 56.18 .2337 .2638

United S tates........................................... 50 438 390 59.24 59.15 .1841 .1893

IilQUORS, M ALT.

Bottlers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 120 127 57.70 57.02 $0.1989 

.1732
$0.2010

.1852South Atlantic............................................. 3 41 44 57.95 57.95
North Central.............................................. 18 3,544

108
3,965

122
51.32 50.99 .1926 .1904

South Central.............................................. 2 56.89 48.00 .1965 .2485
Western....................................................... 3 39 49 49.38 48.00 .3053 .3140

United States........................................... 38 3,852 4,307 51.73 51.12 .1939 .1938

Cellar men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 22 323 342 57.66 54 34 .2988 .3187

.2861South Atlantic............................................. 3 27 28 58.00 58.07 .2576
North Central.............................................. 19 459 462 49.78 48.51 .3201 .3339
South Central.............................................. 4 40 39 53.55 49.85 .2907 .3242

.4290Western....................................................... 4 72 43 48.00 48.00 .4266

United States........................................... 52 921 914 52.81 51.02 .3179 .3308

Coopers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 21 69 73

3
55.48 53.40

60.90
.3152 .3301

South Atlantic............................................. 2 4 60.00 .2542 .2611
North Central.............................................. 12 281 279 48.62 48.42 .3184 .3237
South Central.............................................. 2 12 13 55.00 48.00 .3025 .3587
Western___;............................................... 4 20 29 48.00 48.00 .4359 .4472

United States........................................... 41 386 397 50.13 49.38 .3227 .3346

Drivers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 22 560 617 58.46 57.12 .2922 .3009
South Atlantic............................................. 3 41 50 58.98 60.12 .2720 .2740
North Central.............................................. 19 328 345

99
56.54 56.61

55.30
.2872 .2927

South Central.............................................. 4 91 61.43 .2422 .2865
Western....................................................... 5 62 60 58.26 56.90 .3516 .3507

United States........................................... 53 1,082 1,171 58.14 56.93 .2891 .2987

Fermenters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 22 99 109 57.55 54 58 .3051 .3215
South Atlantic............................................. 3 14 14 57.00 57.00 .2991 .3154
North Central............................................. 17 141 147 48.79 48.51 .3273 .3326
Western...................... ,................................ 3 10 11 48.00 48.00 .4150 .4208

United States........................................... 45 264 281 52.48 51.27 .3208 .3309

Kettle men, male:
North Atlantic......................... •.................. 22 77 93 57.27 54 58 .3064 .3215
South Atlantic............................................. 3 8 9 57.00 56.67 .2947 .3107
North Central.............................................. 19 130 130 49.55 48.55 .3237 .3375
South Central ........................................... 4 10 10 54.00 51.00 .3322 .3539
Western....................................................... 4 26 20 48.00 48.00 .4332 .4392

United States........................................... 52 251 262 52.17 51.02 | .3291 .3393
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LIQUORS, M ALT—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average 
per r

a wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Malt house men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 76 84 64.79 65.18 $0.2365 $0.2512
North Central.............................................. 11 214 211 49.90 49.68 .3299 .3330
Western....................................................... 4 38 38 4& 00 4a 21 .4155 .4242

United States........................................... 19 328 333 5a 13 53.42 .3182 .3227

Washers, male:
North A ta n tic............................................ 22 263 289 56.92 54.31 .2662 .2801
South Atlantic............................................. 3 16 17 57.75 5a 24 .2448 .2553
North Central.............................................. 19 390 393 49.42 4a 45 .3003

.2956
.3118

South Central................... .......................... 3 24 24 52.25 49.25 .3129
Western....................................................... 4 65 58 4a 00 4a 00 .4192 .4210

United States........................................... 51 758 781 52.16 50.82 .2974 .3070

LUMBER.

Band setters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 12 14 60.00 60.00 $0.2871 $0.2818
South Atlantic............................................ 2 3 4 64.00 63.00 .2485 .2364
North Central.............................................. 26 72 73 60.64 60.63 .2569 .2625
South Central.............................................. 11 18 17 63.33 60.00 .2164 .2368
Western....................................................... 6 19 17 60.00 60.00 .2450 .2576

United States........................................... 49 124 125 60.95 60.46 .2519 .2596

Cant setters, gang, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 1 2 2 60.00 60.00 .1925 .1925
North Central.............................................. 7 25 25 60.96 60.96 .2077 .2145
South Central.............................................. 4 5 5 66.00 60.00 .1955 .2150
Western...................................................... 2 2 2 60.00 60.00 .1750 .2050

United States........................................... 14 34 34 61.59 60.71 .2031 .2127

Carriage men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 4 4 58.25 58.25 .1995 .1995
South Atlantic............................................ 7 15 17 62.40 62.12 .1484 .1532
North Central.............................................. 24 67 67 60.31 60.31 .1990 .2064
Southcentral........................................... 16 43 43 64.05 60.42 .1623 .1736
Western....................................................... 6 33 30 60.00 60.00 .2005. .2208

United States........................................... 56 162 161 61.38 60.42 .1849 .1945

Choppers and sawyers, in woods, male:
South Atlantic............................................ 6 107 137 58.54 58.73 .1497 .1567
North Central.............................................. 15 1,763 1,961 60.27 60.34 .1821 .1902
South Central.............................................. 6 110 105 63.27 61.37 .1583 .1757
Western....................................................... 6 266 286 64.17 64.09 .2663 .2800

United States........................................... 33 2,246 2,489 60.80 60.72 .1893 .1981

Circular setters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 2 2 56.50 56.50 .2415 .2415
South Atlantic............................................ 6 8 7 62.25 62.14 .1432 .1593
North Central.............................................. 7 10 9 59.90 59.89 .2167 .2185
South Central.............................................. 8 14 13 62.14 60.92 . 1987 .2140
Western....................................................... 3 7 6 60.00 60.00 .2527 ' .2824

United States........................................... 26 41 37 60.98 60.51 .2036 .2173

Edger men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 4 5 58.25 58.60 .2774 .2619
South Atlantic............................................ 9 11 12 62.09 61.92 .1738 .1862
North Central.............................................. 26 81 82 60.17 60.17 .2551 .2583
South Central.............................................. 17 37 35 62.76 60.34 .2123 2306
Western....................................................... 9 20 . 20 60.00 60.00 .3035 .3257

United States........................................... 65 153 ! 154 60.86 60.27 .2458 .2553
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Tabus I;—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY  
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

LUMBER—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average
p erl

3 wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Filers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 12 13 60.00 60.00 $0,358?

.3599
$0.3500

.3873South Atlantic............................................ 7 11 11 62.91 62.91
North Central.............................................. 25 53 54 59.94 59.94 .4741 .4819
South Central.............................................. 16 25 27 63.12 60.22 .5049 .5245
Western....................................................... 8 25 28 60.00 60.00 .4839 .4991

United States........................................... 61 126 133 60.85 60.26 .4611 .4735

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 5 141 209 59.50 59.67 .1708 .1679
South Atlantic............................................. 9 484 762 61.30 60.57 .1163 .1392
Nprth Central............................................. 27 2,532

1,761
1,518

2,471
1,758
1,943

60.17 60.17 .1658 .1747
South Central.............................................. 17 63.18 60.05 .1371 .1477
Western....................................................... 8 60.00 60.00 .1917 .2092

United States........................................... 66 6,436 7,143 61.02 60.12 .1604 .1735

Sawyers, band, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 10 11 60.00 60.00 .5025 .5136
South Atlantic.....................:...................... 2 3 . 4 64.00 63.00 .5576 .5932
North Central.............................................. 26 61 62 60.26 60.26 .4951 .5030
South Central.............................................. 12 19 19 63.16 60.00 .5158 .5658
Western.................................................. 8 27 26 60.00 60.00 .4246 .4632

United States........................................... 52 120 122 60.73 60.23 .4847 .5082

Sawyers, circular, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 2 2 56.50 56.50 .4156 .4156
South Atlantic...................:....................... 6 7 6 62.14 62.00 .3382 .3673
North Central............................................. 10 14 13 59.93 59.92 .3429 .3519
South Central.............................................. 8 14 13 62.14 60.92 .3873 .4390
Western....................................1................. 3 7 6 60.00 60.00 .4775 .5365

United States........................................... 29 44 40 60.84 60.40 .3810 .4134

Sawyers, gang, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 6 7 60.00 60.00 .2292 .2321
South Atlantic............................................ 1 2 2 59.00 59.00 .1500 .1500
North Central............ , ............................... 10 16 16 60.38 60.38 .2962 . 3072
South Central.............................................. 4 5 5 66.00 60.00 .2547 .2802
Western....................................................... 2 2 2 60.00 60.00 .3025 .3250

United States........................................... 20 31 32 61.10 60.13 .2675 .2779

Trimmers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 7 7 59.00 59.00 .2459 .2459
South Atlantic............................................ 7 11 12 63.27 63.00 .1217 .1404
North Central.............................................. 26 126 131 60.25 60.24 .2228 .2256
South Central.............................................. 16 37 36 62.92 60.33 .1606 .1757
Western.................................. .................... 9 29 26 60.00 60.00 .2321 .2483

United States........ .................................. 61 210 212 60.80 60.34 .2086 .2158

M ARBLE AN D  STONE W ORK.

Bed rubbers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 25 89 84 48.40 49.31 $0.3560 $0.3392
South Atlantic........................................... 4 21 19 53.95 53.95 .1877 .1916
North Central.............................................. 17 92 90 55.03 55.56 .2555 .2587
South Central.............................................. 8 38 42 58.29 57.55 .2029 .2092
Western....................................................... 5 12 10 49.00 49.20 .3223 .3806

United States........................................... 59 252 245 52.81 53.37 .2806 .2776

Carvers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 26 101 131 45.45 45.85 .6169 .5979
South Atlantic............................................. 4 8 8 53.00 53.00 .4294 .4358
North Central.............................................. 10 27 23 53.33 53.22 .4097 .4243
South Central.............................................. 8 14 14 52.64 51.36 .4296 .4456
Western....................................................... 7 13 14 48.92 49.29 .4741 .5064

United States........................................... 55 163 190 48.02 47.70 | .5459 .5521
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Table I .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

M ARBLE A N D  STONE WORK—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
pernour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 32 281 287 50.05 50.35 SO.2620 $0.2537
South Atlantic............................................. 15 136 142 54.18 54.23 .1662 .1720
North Central.............................................. 28 252 251 58.92 56.33 .1891 .1971
South Central.............................................. 19 210 211 58.15 58.07 .1423 .1481
Western........................................................ 7 29 28 50.48 48.86 .2762 .3007

United States........................................... 101 908 919 55.02 54.31 .2002 .2028

Letterers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 26 65 64 49.49 49.20 .3881 .3907
South Atlantic............................................ 4 8 8 54.75 54.75 .3111 .3546
North Central.............................................. 10 24 22 53.54 53.50 .3616 .3850
South Central.............................................. 6 24 25 55.08 52.88 .3157 .3347
Western........................................................ 7 15 17 47.60 48.00 .4875 .4828

United States........................................... 53 136 136 51.29 50.75 .3771 .3889

Marble-cutters, male:
= = = = = = =

North Atlantic................................:.......... 22 169 149 46.92 47.45 .4909 .4675
South Atlantic............................................. 11 56 65 52.48 52.89 .3505 .3525
North Central.............................................. 19 98 90 53.85 54.53 .3016 .3248
South Central.............................................. 15 64 72 56.97 55.71 .3064 .3152
Western........................................................ 10 27 22 49.11 49.09 .4225 .4397

United States........................................... 77 414 398 51.01 51.53 .3941 .3873

Marble polishers, male:
North Atlantic............................................. 19 133 139 48.74 48.85 .2798 .2785
South Atlantic............................................. 9 48 49 54.81 54.78 .1772 .1943
North Central.............................................. 14 141 149 55.16 55.56 .2101 .2120
South Central.............................................. 16 76 75 57.74 56.88 .1734 .1907
Western........................................................ 9 22 22 48.36 48.36 .3264 .3662

United States........................................... 67 420 434 53.20 53.18 .2279 .2355

Sawyers, male:
North Atlantic............................................. 19 74 81 49.00 49.20 .3071 .3045
South Atlantic............................................. 3 6 6 53.83 53.83 .1858 .2135
North Central.............................................. 26 56 58 58.88 58.86 .2484 .2575
South Central.............................................. 6 26 26 58.38 57.46 .1761 .1987
Western........................................................ 3 6 4 48.00 48.00 .3490 .3906

United States........................................... 57 168 175 53.88 53.76 .2644 .2720

Stonecutters, granite, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 40 649 717 47.46 47.20 .4105 .4219
South Atlantic............................................. 16 127 112 48.41 48.46 .3967 .4068
North Central.............................................. 11 74 76 52.73 52.75 .3435 .3542
South Central.............................................. 8 54 56 52.44 50.91 .3475 .3721
Western........................................................ 14 107 163 47.27 44.66 .5490 .5569

United States........................................... 89 1,011 1,124 48.21 47.52 .4152 .4329

Stonecutters, soft stone, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 18 384 444 45.46 45.72 .5228 .5184
South Atlantic............................................. 11 81 81 48.25 48.19 .4743 .5149
North Central.............................................. 32 329 308 46.82 46.46 .4978 .5155
South Central.............................................. 13 111 103 46.20 46.25 .4889 .4985
Western........................................................ 9 82 58 44.49 44.34 .5908 .5952

United States........................................... 83 987 994 46.14 46.13 .5123 .5197

Stone polishers, male:
North Atlantic............................................. 12 35 35 50.57 50.40 .2638 .2636
South Atlantic............................................. 3 6 6 53.83 53.83 .1771 .1830
South Central.............................................. 2 7 7 59.00 59.00 .1435 .1650
Western....................................................... 6 6 7 46.67 46.29 .3750 .3750

United States........................................... 23 54 55 51.59 j 51.35 .2509 .2564
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T a b l e  I . — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

PAPER AN D  WOOD PU LP.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab-

l,*aU

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
perl

e wages 
lour.

iisn-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Back tenders, male:
North Atlantic............................................. 16 210 208 64.12 64.14 $0.1762

.1538
$0.1766

.1553North Central.............................................. 8 55 61 69.65 68.90

United States........................................... 24 265 269 65.27 65.22 .1715 .1718

Beaters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 17 414 420 60.94 61.23 .1806 .1782
North Central.............................................. 10 130 138 68.88 68.43 .1521 .1564

United States........................................... 27 544 558 62.83 63.01 .1738 .1728

Black ash burners, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 29 37 64.55 68.76 .1945 .1761

Bleachers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 89 88 55.33 55.00 .1977 .1977
North Central.............................................. 5 23 28 63.65 62.57 .1608 .1641

United States........................................... 13 112 116 57.04 56.83 .1901 .1896

Calendrers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 185 202 54.25 54.80 .2008 .1957
North Central, i .......................................... 7 53 71 63.62 64.06 .1717 .1746

United States........................................... 15 238 273 56.34 57.21 .1943 .1902

Calendrers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 38 33 55.00 55.00 .1412 .1382

Color mixers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 1 15 16 48.00 48.00 .2313 .2238
North Central.............................................. . 1 8 17 60.00 60.00 .1836 .1770

United States........................................... 2 23 33 52.17 54.18 .2147 .1997

Cutters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 107 98 51.79 52.32 .2101 .2118
North Central.............................................. 8 30 42 58.40 59.14 .1782 .1758

United States........................................... 19 137 140 53.24 54.36 .2031 .2010

Cutters, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 163 160 55.16 55.04 .1078 .1086
North Central.............................................. 9 49 56 59.94 59.95 .0938 .0956

United States........................................... 19 212 216 56.26 56.31 .1045 .1053

Enamelers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 68 65 48.53 48.55 .2264 .2160
North Central.............................................. 1 10 24 60.00 60.00 .1790 .1796

United States........................................... 3 78 89 50.00 51.64 .2204 .2062

Finishers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 128 160 60.38 60.06 .1812 .1781
North Central............................................. 9 49 60 59.96 59.93 .1771 .1793

United States........................................... 23 177 220 60.27 60.02 .1800 .1784

Finishers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 50 50 57.03 57.70 .1342 .1313
North Central.............................................. 6 37 60 59.92 59.97 .1058 .1014

United States........................................... 12 87 110 58.29 58.94 .1221 .1150

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 17 1,087

227
1,019

252
60.23 59.35 .1547 .1581

North Central.............................................. 10 60.72 60.65 .1451 .1499

United States........................................... 27 1,314 1,271 60.32 59.61 .1530 .1565
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T a b l e  1 . — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1900, BY 
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

PAPER A N D  WOOD PULP—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
- hoars per 

week.

Averaf 
per 1

je wages 
ciour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Machine tenders, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 18 238 241 61.11 60.95 SO.2791 

.2712
$0.2$08

.2708North Central.............................................. 9 47 50 69.34 68.56

United States........................................... 27 285 291 62.47 62.26 .2778 .2791

Press tenders, male:
North Atlantic............................ ;.............. 4 62 74 66.98 66.73 .1562 .1572
North Central.............................................. 3 12 16 61.92 61.44 : 1346 .1343

United States........................................... 7 74 90 66.16 65.79 .1527 . 1C31

Pulp grinders, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 118 120 68.15 68.11 .1591 .1592
North Central.................... ........................ 3 28 28 71.86 71.86 .1411 . 1429

United States........................................... 9 146 148 68.86 68.82 .’1556 .1561

Rag sorters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 2 40 39 57.90 57.85 .1665 .1675
North Central...................................... ..... 1 3 3 60.00 60.00 .1583 .1583

United States...................................... . 3 43 42 58.05 58.00 .1660 .1668

Rag sorters, female:
North A t l a n t i c . ....................................... 6 214 217 54.17 52.33 .0985 .1049
North Central.............................................. 6 66 67 59.45 59.64 .1012 .1031

United States.......................................... 12 280 284 55.41 54.06 .0991 . 1045

Wood cookers, male:
North Atlantic........................................... 6 51 46 62.53 61.39 .1993 .2036
North Central............................................ 3 11 10 71.73 71.70 .1654 . 1C94

United States........................................... 9 62 56 64.16 63.23 .1933 .1975

Wood preparers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 251 186 61.53 62.32 .1629 .1637
North Central.............................................. 3 86 91 59.95 59.95 .1509 .1607

1
United States...........................................

i ■ ■
| 337 i 277 61.13 61.54 .1598 . 1627

P LA N IN G  M ILL.

Carpenters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 26 • 434 456 54.46 54.38 10.2963 SO. 3028
South Atlantic............................................ 12 308 315 54.99 54.74 .2939 .2971
North Central.......................................... 40 546 535 56.94 56.97 .2681 .2752
South Central................................. 11 124 125 56.37 55.63 .2606 .2647
Western......... ................................ 8 76 65 50.93 49.11 .3924 .4470

United States.................................. 97 1,488 1,496 55.46 55.26 .2874 .2948

Framers, male:
North Atlantic......................................... 5 46 49 56.02 55.84 .2282 .2343
South Atlantic................................ 5 33

181
35

177
55.48
58.66

55.20 .2932 .3075
North Central........................................... 23 58.54 .2275 .2269
Western.............................................. 1 3 3 60.00 60.00 .2750 .3000

United States........................................... 34 263 264 57.81 57.61 .2364 .2398

Glaziers, male:
North Atlantic...................................... 11 31 33

12
55.61 55.15 .2351 .2414

South Atlantic............................................ 6 13 56.23
58.86

56.00 .2733 .2427
North Central.............................................. 19 35 38 58.74 .2137 .2214
South Central.............................................. 5 12 12 57.00

60.00
57.00
48.86

.2264 .2099
Western....................................................... 2 6 14 .2583 .3902

United States........................................... 43 97 109 57.31 55.89 .2329 .2502
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Table I .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

PLANTING M ILL—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1806.

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 26 239 261 57.29 57.83 $0.1678 10.1691
South Atlantic............................................ 11 418 514 56.75 56.33 .1220 .1300
North Central............................... ............. 39 1,149 1,239 59.44 59.38 .1549 .1588
South Central.............................................. 17 780 778 63.51 59.71 .1384 .1484
Western....................................................... 5 136 136 56.51 54.84 .2135 .2436

United States........................................... 98 2,722 2,928 59.86 58.58 .1492 .1558

Machine woodworkers, male:
North Atlantic.......................................... 30 296 293 55.51 55.23 .2756 .2846

- South Atlantic............................................ 13 194 181 56.66 56.19 .2492 .2467
North Central................. ........................... 46 738 760 58.53 58.49 .2144 .2212
South Central.............................................. 18 208 215 60.63 57.93 .2043 .2153
Western....................................................... 9 88 110 53.25 50.61 .3531 .3594

United States........................................... 116 1,524 1,559 57.69 56.98 .2373 .2450

Sawyers, band, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 20 20 56.25 56.00 .2743 .2838
South Atlantic............................................ 8 17 17 56.06 55.41 .2832 .2879
North Central............................................. 30 58 61 58.84 58.93 .2120 .2162
South Central.............................................. 9 27 27 63.11 59.56 .1989 .2119
Western....................................................... 5 7 6 51.71 54.33 .4095 .3969

United States........................................... 66 129 131 58.58 57.95 . 2380 .2432

Sawyers, circular, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 24 103 110 55.29 55.16 .2648 .2720
South Atlantic............................................ 10 35 34 55.97 54.71 .2307 .2451
North Central............... ............................. 34 236 243 58.82 58.82 .2169 ' .2198
South Central.............................................. 5 20 22 56.40 56.45 .2417 .2445
Western....................................................... 6 31 33 55.55 48.55 .3072 . 3839

United States........................................... 79 425 442 57.38 56.71 .2374 .2482

Sawyers, jig, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 6 7 55.83 53.71 .2880 .3110
South Atlantic......................................... 6 5 5 55.20 55.20 .2292 .2358
North Central............................................. 11 13 13 59.08 59.15 .2238 .2242

United States........................................... 22 24 25 57.46 56.84 .2410 .2509

Sawyers, not specified, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 4 4 58.50 58.50 .2488 .2675
South Atlantic............................................ 4 14 19 54.43 54.32 .2489 . 2457
North Central.............................................. 9 13 14 54.54 54.50 .2573 .2675

United States........................................... 17 31 37 55.00 54.84 .2524 .2563

POTTERY.

Dippers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 9 9 45.89 45.89 10.5589 CO. 5251
North Central............................................. 5 16 19 44.56 44.16 .5429 .5463

United States........................................... 12 25 28 45.04 44.71 .5487 .5395

Jigger men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ j 7 45 50 52.22 51.38 .4502 .4348
North Central............... ............................. | 5 66 67 53.00 53.00 .4670 .4541

United States........................................... 12 111 117 52.68 52.31 .4602 . 4459

Kiln firemen, male: j1
! 8 9 9 61.89 63.00 .3582 .3576

North Central............................................. j  5 9 8 76.00 75.00 .2924 .2977

United S ta tes ......................................... | 13 18 17 68.94 ! 68.65 .3253 .3294
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Table I __ AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS AND GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS—Continued.

POTTERY—Concluded.

54 BULLETIN OF THE BUBEAU OF LABOB.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab- 
lish- 

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average 
per h

i wages 
our.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Kiln men, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 110 110 47 22 47.59 $0.3523 $0.3666
North Central.............................................. 5 105 101 45.00 45.00 .4108 .4219

United States........................................... 13 215 211 46.13 46.35 .3809 .3931

Mold makers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 20 18 53.95 54.06 .3397 .3511
North Central.............................................. 5 15 15 50.60 50.60 .3966 .4017

United States........................................... 12 35 33 52.51 52.48 .3641 .3741

Pressers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 169 178 53.60 53.02 .4210 .4217
North Central.............................................. 5 76 78 53.00 53.00 .3731 .3801

United States........................................... 13 245 256 53.42 53.02 .4061 .4090

Sagger makers, male:
North Atlantic....................... '.................... 7 14 15 50.79 50.73 .4658 .4935
North Central.............................................. 5 12 12 44.08 44.08 .6453 .6534

United States........................................... 12 26 27 47.69 47.78 .5487 .5646

Setters out, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 15 16 46.13 46.38 .4437 .4626
North Central.............................................. 5 16 16 45.00 45.00 .5041 .5292

United States........................................... 12 31 32 45.55 45.69 .4749 .4959

PR IN TIN G  A N D  PU BLISH ING , BOOK AN D  JOB.

Bookbinders, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 23 207 220 53.64 53.39 $0.3400 $0.3471
South Atlantic............................................. 17 62 71 54.44 54.17 .2916 .3016
North Central.............................................. 41 469 463 53.89 53.76 .3091 .3169
South Central............................................... 17 75 80 53.72 53.53 .3120 .3167
Western....................................................... 14 60 69 51.55 49.86 .3684 .3889

United States........................................... 112 873 903 53.69 53.38 .3195 .3285

Compositors, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 47 775 793 52.43 50.77 .3403 .3602
South Atlantic............................................. 23 203 220 53.88 52.61 .3056 .3203
North Central.............................................. 48 633 638 53.84 51.13 .3299 .3443
South Central............................................... 19 188 191 53.36 52.60 .3292 .3364
Western....................................................... 18 112 120 49.85 49.33 .4116 .4237

United States........................................... 155 1,911 1,962 52.99 51.19 .3363 .3521

Compositors, female:
North Atlantis............................................ 12 86 84 53.67 53.33 .2018 .2306
North Central.................................... ....... 9 23 23 54.00 53.22 .2698 .2950

United States........................................... 21 109 107 53.74 53.31 .2162 .2445

Electrotypers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 66 85 52.52 52.25 .3841 .3807
North Central.............................................. 9 72 73 52.94 52.74 .3350 .3511
Western....................................................... 4 14 21 52.86 49.43 .4475 .4816

United States........................................... 21 152 179 52.75 52.12 .3667 .3805
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PR IN TING  AN D  PUBLISHING, BOOK A N D  JOB—Concluded.

WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 55

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.
Averag< 

per 1
b wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Linotype operators, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 19 161 190 50.97 49.32 10.4416 10.4580
South Atlantic............................................. 10 25 29 52.64 51.59 .3961 .4122
North Central............................................. 20 90 86 49.06 48.84 .4674 .4664
South Central.............................................. 4 14 14 48.00 48.00 .4697 .4712
Western....................................................... 8 24 31 48.50 48.19 .5472 .5552

United States........................................... 61 314 350 50.23 49.24 .4547 .4654

Press feeders, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 37 341 372 53.19 52.48 .2060 .2116
South Atlantic............................................. 20 103 107 54.49 54.01 .1510 .1585
North Central.............................................. 46 516 519 53.89 53.77 .1866 .1906
South Central.............................................. 18 126 137 53.59 53.05 .1539 .1615
Western....................................................... 18 95 105 49.77 49.27 .2088 .2392

United States........................................... 139 1,181 1,240 53.38 52.94 .1874 .1951

Press feeders, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 133 145 54.47 54.43 .1241 .1284
South Atlantic............................................. 12 29 44 54.00 54.00 .1071 .1155
North Central.............................................. 10 61 61 54.00 54.00 .1419 .1494
South Central.............................................. 7 31 27 54.06 53.78 .1038 .1016

United States........................................... 42 254 277 54.26 54.20 .1240 .1284

Pressmen, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 48 381 402 53.58 53.05 .3425 .3497
South Atlantic............................................. 23 73 74 54.38 53.81 .2866 .3040
North Central.............................................. 50 309 320 53.96 53.82 .3340 .3411
South Central.............................................. 19 62 67 53.74 53.49 .3089 .3121
Western....................................................... 18 53 54 49.60 49.19 .4103 .4400

United States........................................... 158 878 917 53.55 53.18 .3366 .3456

Proof readers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 22 85 93 52.52 49.92 .3809 .4174
South Atlantic............................................. 8 13 14 54.69 53.64 .3244 .3226
North Central............................................. 15 26 21 54.00 52.57 .3681 .4003
Western....................................................... 6 11 8 48.55 48.00 .4757 .5168

United States........................................... 51 135 136 52.69 50.60 .3807 .4109

Proof readers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 15 23 30 51.61 51.13 .2984 .3086
North Central.............................................. 12 17 18 53.59 52.61 .2906 .2907

United States........................................ ... 27 40 48 52.45 51.69 .2951 .3019

Sewers, book, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 20 113 120 53.88 53.58 .1319 .1364
South Atlantic............................................. 11 61 68 54.21 54.15 .0989 .1005
North Central......................... •................... 34 177 187 53.81 53.56 .1246 .1272
South Central.............................................. 17 125 130 53.66 52.12 .1041 .1076
Western....................................................... 11 72 87 51.06 50.85 .1468 .1415

United States........................................... 93 548 592 53.47 52.92 .1215 .1238

Stitchers, book, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 17 60 66 53.73 53.56 .1096 .1146
South Atlantic............................................ 4 19 21 54.00 53.43 .0873 .0834
North Central............................................. 20 88 98 53.80 53.85 .1189 .1212
South Central.............................. ............. 5 16 18 53.63 53.67 .1131 .1114
Western...................................................... 6 18 23 50.22 48.26 . 1593 .1714

United States..........................w............... 52 201 226 53.46 53.14 .1163 .1201
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PRINTING A N D  PU B LISH IN G , N EW SPAPER.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab-
tioh

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
p erl

e wages 
iour.

11SI1-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Compositors, male:
North Atlantic........................................... 47 787 820 47.12 47.09 10.4946

.4602
$0.4995

.4707South Atlantic............................................ 22 237 279 48.22 47.20
North Central.............................................. 44 595 629 47.78 47.24 .5030 .5156
South Central.............................................. 19 225 235 48.79 48.52 .4998 .4994
Western....................................................... 17 198 242 46.46 46.66 .5972 .6045

United States........................................... . 149 2,042 2,205 47.56 47.25 .5036 .5120
Linotype operators, male:

N orth Atlantic............................................ 46 813 799 47.24 46.74 .5448 .5524
South Atlantic............................................ 22 247 254 44.66 44.94 .5606 .5531
North Central................................. ............ 43 586 615 47.68 47.36 .5121 .5296
South Central.............................................. 19 218 217 47.42 47.71 .6264 .6499
Western.................................... ................... 17 210 229 45.26 45.62 .6452 .6535

United States...................................... :.. 147 2,074 2,114 46.88 46.68 .5562 .5668
Pressmen, male:

North Atlantic............................................ 47 388" 410 47.22 46.58 .4469
.3606

.4636

.3705South Atlantic............................................. 22 69 71 48.90 48.25
North Central............ ................................ 43 316 362 52.41 50.67 .4057 .4150

.4678

.4517
South Central.............................................: 18 33 33

78
52.58 52.61 .4554

.4463Western....................................................... 17 75 49.04 49.17

United States........................................... 147 881 954 49.57 48.68 .4256 .4374
Stereotypers, male:

North Atlantic............................................ 44 24i 259 46.21 45.84 .5224 .5324
South Atlantic...........................................; 19 52 54 46.81 46.78 .3983 .4045

.4463

.4278

.4843

North Central.............................................. 40 179 186 48.54 48.45 .4449
.4236South Central.............................................. 17 31 32 48.52 49.19

Western......................................................; 17 50 54 49.98 49.83 .4702

United States.. ...................................... 137 553 585 47.49 47.31 .4754 .4831

SH IPBUILDING.

Blacksmiths, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 15* 121 120 55.64 55.61 $0.2893 $0.2982
South Atlantic............................................. 6 79 66 57.54 57.89 .2738 .2797
North Central.............................................. 4 35 32 58.83 58.72 .2864 .2956
Western....................................................... 3 54 45 54.00 53.87 .3549 .3833

United States........................................... 28 289 263 56.24 56.26 .2970 .3078
Boiler makers, male:

North Atlantic............................................ 10 308 356 54.73 55.57 .2876 .2848
South Atlantic............................................. 6 247 285 57.71 58. ,13 .2577 .2582
North Central.............................................. 4 73 76 59.44 59.46 .2917 .3048
Western....................................................... 3 49 64 55.22 54.00 .3552 .4217

United States........................................... 23 677 781 56.36 56.75 .2820 .2882
Calkers, iron, male:

North Atlantic............................................ 8 335 289 58.34 58.31 .2701 .2732
South Atlantic............................................. 2 37 51 54.78 54.67 .2274 .2375
North Central.............................................. 4 84 105 58.07 57.26 .2774 .2736
Western....................................................... 2 63 70 54.00 54.00 .3115 .3529

United States........................................... 16 519 515 57.52 .57.15 .2733 .2805
Calkers, wood, male:

North Atlantic............................................ 16 283 332 52.71 52.92 .3462 .3549
South Atlantic............................................. 4 90 80 54.67 54.15 .2814 .3005
North Central.............................................. 1 12 9 54.00 54.00 .3100 .3100
Western....................................................... 2 27 12 54.00 49.00 .5517 .5958

United States............................................ 23 412 433 53.26 53.06 .3444 .3506
Carpenters, male:

North Atlantic............................................ 21 1,100 1,146 54.46 54.39 .3119 .3155
South Atlantic............................................ 8 432 460 57.37 57.30 .2639 .2746
North Central.............................................. 4 141 170 58.47 58.55 2994 .3000
Western......................................*............... 4 262 176 58.08 52.81 .3695 .4329

United States........................................... 37 i 1,935 1,952 55.89 55 29 .3981 .3151
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Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
perl

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Drillers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 9 485 364 58.59 58.74 10.2256

.1731
10.2368

.1772South Atlantic............................................. 4 96 80 55.85 56.81
North Central.............................................. 4 130 ' 156 57.51 56.92 .1923 .2016
Western....................................................... 2 118 94 54.00 54.00 .2444 .2823

United States........................................... 19 829 694 57.45 57.47 .2170 .2281

Fitters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 359 302 56.49 56.32 .2511 .2608
South Atlantic......................................... 5 438 427 58.85 58.46 .2385 .2435
North Central.............................................. 4 140 133 57.30 56.98 .2636 .2736
Western....................................................... 2 94 95 54.00 54.00 .3520 .4036

United States........................................... 21 1,031 957 57.37 57.13 .2566 .2691

Joiners, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 370 394 56.51 56.96 .2953 .2998
South Atlantic............................................ 6 490 298 56.72 57.16 .2621 .2759
North Central.............................................. 3 103 84 59.65 59.00 .2990 .2995
Western....................................................... 4 189 194 54.25 53.72 .3657 .4305

-United States........................................... 26 1,152 970 56.51 56.55 .2930 .3186

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 19 1,251

1,125
1,250

233

1,254
1,097
1,446

429

55.67 55.53 . 1640 .1680
South Atlantic............................................ 8 57.40 57.48 .1352 .1388
North Central.............................................. 4 58.03 58.02 .1506 .1605
Western....................................................... 4 57.09 53.90 .2130 .2207

United States........................................... 35 3,859 4,226 57.02 56.72 .1542 .1632

Machinists, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 933 1,048

740
56.49 56.89 .2684 .2700

South Atlantic............................................ 6 623 58.18 58.15 ! 2658 .2659
North Central............................................. 4 226 313 59.36 59.32 !2792 .2869
Western....................................................... 3 484 479 54.09 54.00 .3430 .3769

United States........................................... 25 2,266 2,580 56.73 57.01 .2847 .2907
Molders, iron, male:

North Atlantic............................................ 3 77 82 58.32 58.63 .2875 .2870
South Atlantic................. -......................... 3 113 136 58.57 57.97 .2693 .2842
North Central.............................................. 2 116 92 60.00 55.37 .2970 .3266
Western....................................................... 2 36 69 54.00 54.00 .3699 .4358

United States........................................... 10 342 379 58.52 56.76 .2934 .3227

Painters, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 13 282 455 55.48 55.92 .2721 .2677
South Atlantic............................................ 6 407 338 56.31 56.01 .2354 .2427
North Central.............................................. 3 65 58 59.72 59.69 .1982 .2000
Western....................................................... 1 6 49 60.00 54.00 .3000 .3000

United States........................................... 23 760 900 56.32 56.09 .2463 .2557

Pattern makers, wood, male:
North Atlantic........................................... 11 99 98 57.37 57.95 .3158 .3226
South Atlantic............................................ 4 61 66 57.93 57.91 .2924 .3181
North Central..........................._................. 3 24 25 59.08 59.16 .3152 .3384
Western....................................................... 2 21 32 54.00 54.00 .4162 .4747

United States. / . ...................................... 20 205 221 57.40 57.50 .3191 .3451

Riggers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 9 286 307 57.91 57.99 .2007 .2061
South Atlantic.............................. ............. 5 62 46 56.40 56.57 .2216 .23G6
North Central.............................................. 3 26 29 57.00 56.69 .2163 .2183
Western....................................................... 4 39 48 54.46 49.50 .4961 .5514

United States........................................... 21 413 430 57.30 56.80 .2327 .2487

Riveters, male:
North Atlantic...................;....................... 10 383 315 56.92 57.03 .3020 .3343
South Atlantic............................................ 4 383 456 59.20 58.66 .2336 .2143
North Central....................................... . 3 186 240 58.06 57.10 .2389 .2722
Western................. ..................................... 2 32 233 54.00 54.00 .2981 .3097

United States........................................... 19 984 1,244 57.93 57.07 .2633 .2737
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Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. | 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Beamers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7

|
32 32 56.44 56.41 10.1891 $0.1913

Doublers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 11 217 209 57.67 57.68 .0922 .0968

Dyers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 1,327 1,235 55.57 55.64 .1961 .1954

Loom fixers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 16 187 | 191 58.56 58.58 .2643 . 2673

Pickers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 377 1 387 58.06 58.07 .1170 .1202

Quillers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 16 479 424 57.53 57.62 ,0901 .0934

Spinners, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 221 215 57.99 57.96 .0876 .0966

Twisters-in, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 149 131 57.79 57.76 .2283 .2312

Warpers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 7 90 96 56.04 56.08 .2569 .2530

Warpers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 600 601 58.08 58.12 .1483 .1552

Weavers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 12 1,138

2,144

944 57.74 57.59 .1961 .2070
Weavers, female:

North Atlantic............................................ 14 2,112

331

57.96 58.07 \  1491 .1541
Weavers, ribbon, male:

North Atlantic............................................ 4 335 56.30 56.18 .2455 .2535
Weavers, ribbon, female:

North Atlantic............................................ 4 220 202 58.25 58.00 .1764 .1787
Winders, female:

North Atlantic............................................ 17 920 956 58.06 58.16 .1071 ,1057

SLAUGHTERING A N D  MEAT PACK IN G.

Back skinners, cattle, male:
North Central.............................................. 12 26 26 (a) (a ) 30.4321 30.4404

Dry salters, male:
North Central.............................................. 14 459 470 60.00 59.94 .1806 .1833

Gutters, cattle, male:
North Central.............................................. 12 26 26 (a) (a ) .2597 .2615

Gutters, hog, male:
North Central.............................................. 14 35 35 (a ) (a ) .2810 .2896

Headers, cattle, male:
North Central.............................................. 11 29 28 (a) (a ) .3336 .3278

Headers, hog, male:
North Central.............................................. 15 16 16 (°) (a) .2691 .55809

Laborers, male:
North Central.............................................. 15 10,817 10,980 («) («) .1683 .1703

Picklers, male:
North Central.............................................. 14 513 589 60.00 60.00 .1792 .1806

Rump skinners, cattle, male:
North Central...........*................................. 10 20 20 (°) (a ) .3733 .3779

Scrapers, hog, male:
North Central.............................................. 13 63 64 (a ) (a ) .2236 .2304

Side skinners, cattle, male:
North Central.............................................. 12 66 68 (a ) («) .4821 .4846

Splitters, cattle, male:
North Central.............................................. 13 44 46 (a) (<*) .4655 .4717

Splitters, hog, male:
North Central.............................................. 15 35 37 (a) (a ) .3090 .3122

Stickers, cattle, male:
North Central.............................................. 11 17 ' 18 (a ) (a) .3132 .3139

Stickers, hog, male:
North Central.............................................. 15 15 15 (a) («> .2928 .3043

a Not reported; working hours are irregular, depending upon amount of work to be done each day.
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STREETS AN D  SEW ERS, CONTRACT W ORK.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Laborers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 38 6,119

1,128
3,897
1,841
1,451

5,166
1,352
4,147
1,748
2,191

58.74 57.64 10.1612 $0.1731
South Atlantic............................................ 18 55.12 54.74 .1591 .1680
North Central............................................. 40 57.55 58.10 .2025 .2073
South Central.............................................. 17 58.45 58.51 .1644 .1645
Western....................................................... 15 51.67 50.69 .2482 .2784

United States........................................... 128 14,436 14,604 57.39 56.56 .1813 .1971

STREETS A N D  SEW ERS, M UN ICIPAL W ORK.

Laborers, male:
North A tlantic........................................... 21 8,467

2,361
9,010
1,016
1,222

9,023
2,439
9,748
1,126
1,216

48.72 48.65 $0.2298 $0.2313
.1848South Atlantic................................ ............ 10 50.15 50.55 .1846

North Central............................................. 22 48.07 48.22 .2201 .2260
South Central.............................................. 9 52.05 51.72 .1700 .1713
Western....................................................... 8 48.00 48.00 .2590 .2715

United States........................................... 70 22,076 |23,552 48.72 48.78 .2199 .2235

TOBACCO, CIGARS.

Bunch makers, hand, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 3 69 56 54.87 55.29 $0.2316 $0.2502
South Atlantic............................................ 2 61 43 56.92 56.09 .1725 .1959
North Central.............................................. 4 35 41 50.74 49.73 .2322 .2340

United States........................................... 9 165 140 54.75 53.91 .2099 .2288

Bunch makers, hand, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 558 513 57.07 57.14 .1697 .1837
South Atlantic................................* ........... 3 146 148 56.64 54.00 .1313 .1517
North Central............................................. 6 117 106 50.60 50.51 .2115 .2395
South Central.............................................. 2 149 133 58.59 58.21 .0984 .1125

United States........................................... 21 970 900 56.46 56.00 .1580 .1745

Bunch makers, machine, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 437 359 53.94 53.69 .1360 .1611
North Central.............................................. 3 159 146 52.64 52.67 .1429 .1717

United States........................................... 11 596 505 53.59 53.39 .1378 .1642

Cigar makers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 14 868 914 49.46 49.11 .3139 .3396
South Atlantic............................................ 8 2,380

367
2,371

434
59.90 59.92 .2886 .3015

North Central.............................................. 14 47.13 47.34 .3179 .3126

United States........................................... 36 3,615 3,719 ;| 56.09 55.80 .2976 .3122

Cigar rollers, hand, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 260 169

1
52.43 51.93 .2325 .2566

South Atlantic............................................ 2 57 47 57.54 55.15 .1885 .2100
North Central............................................. 4 94 62 49.94 49.84 .2168 .2557

United States........................................... 12 411 278 52.57 52.01 .2228 .2485

Cigar rollers, hand, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 10 540 667 54.65 54.77 .1643 .1796
South Atlantic............................................ 3 259 253 57.92 56.87 .1363 .1523
North Central.............................................. 8 266 252 50.87 50.72 .1828 .1943
South Central.............................................. 1 24 26 46.00 46.00 .1217 .1283

United States........................................... 22 1,089 1,198 54.31 54.17 .1612 .1758
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TOBACCO, CIGARS—Concluded.

Occupation and geographical division.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Cigar rollers, machine, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 9 1,124

40
946 55.95 56.28 $0.1426

.1742
$0.1552

.1620South Atlantic............................................. 1 69 48.00 48.00
North Central.............................................. 2 228 246 53.64 53.73 .1257

.0905
.1510

South Central.............................................. 1 273 239 60.00 60.00 .1010

United States........................................... 13 1,665 1,500 56.11 56.08 .1325 .1462

Packers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 20 117 134 48.62 48.09 .4029 .3978
South Atlantic............................................ 8 118 132 59.39 59.36 .5732 .6233
North Central.................... -....................... 10 41 41 48.59 48.41 .3653 .3905

United States........................................... 38 276 307 53.22* 52.98 .4701 .4938

Packers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 9 377 289 55.14 55.02 .1317 .1304
South Atlantic............................................. 2 40 37 54.00 53.84 .1441 .1520
North Central.............................................. 6 73 77 48.48 ! 48.68 .1431 .1565
South Central............................................ 2 40 40 59.30 1 59.30 .1177 .1566

United States........................................... 19 530 443 54.45 54.21 .1332 .1391

Stemmers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 54 63 54.74 54.83 .1336 .1377
South Atlantic............................................. 4 37 39 51.59 52.72 .1369 .1346
North Central.............................................. 3 12 8 47.33 47.50 .1602 .2150

United States........................................... 13 103 110 52.75 | 53.55 .1379 .1422

Stemmers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 22 931 936 54.11 53.79 .1043 .1084
S o u th  A tla n tic ................................................... 9 266 273 59.59 58.68 .1106 .1240
North Central.............................................. 16 321 357 51.20 50.91 .0992 .1044
South Central.............................................. 2 54 65 55.59 56.12 .0799 .0815

United States........................................ :. 49 1,572 1,631 54.49 54.07 .1035 .1091

WOOXiElST A N D  WORSTED GOODS.

Burlers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 26 628 672 58.48 58.32 $0.1047 $0.1090

Carders, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 24 238 222 58.63 58.65 .1172 .1214

Card strippers, male:
Nortn Atlantic............................................ 13 72 80 58.26 57.64 .1314 .1323

Combers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 6 124 142 58.90 59.04 .1226 .1232

Combers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 4 124 149 57.04 56.83 .0920 .0953

Dyers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 24 479 486 59.32 59.23 .1329 .1396

Loom fixers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 26 268 268 58.58 58.43 .2386 .2557

Spinners, frame, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 8 483 572 58.25 58.28 .1036 .1070

Spinners, mule, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 22 381 326 58.50 58.55 .1892 .2029

Weavers, male:
North Atlantic............................................ 27 1,651 1,460 58.81 58.71 .1843 .2024

Weavers, female:
North Atlantic............................................ 27 2,251 2,222 58.19 58.17 .1568 .1693
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BLACKSM ITHS, M ale.

[Data from 15 establishments 1890-1904; 24, 1905, 
1906.]

Year.

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1898...................
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1903...................

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

100.0
90.5
91.3

104.0
104.8
98.4 
95.0

100.8
97.6

110.3
107.1
113.5
114.3
106.3
112.7
119.5 
136.9
148.8

100.0100.8
100.8
100.8
100.8
96.4 

100.8 
100.8
97.5

100.8
100.4
100.5
100.4
100.4 
99.2

100.0
99.9
99.9

Relative 
jvages per 

hour.

100.0
98.4

101.3
105.6
115.4
100.0
90.9
95.4 
95.8

101.7
95.2
96.5
95.3

100.2
104.7 
103.2 
109.6 
114.9

F IT T E R S , M ale.

[Data from 1 establishment 1890-1903; 10,1904; 19, 
1905, 1906.]

Relative R elative! Relative
Year. number of 

employees.
hours per 

week.
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 111.1 100.0 92.7
1891..................... 88.9 100.0 90.3
1892..................... 88.9 100.0 98.6
1893..................... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1894..................... 100.0 100.0 100.7
1895..................... 88.9 100.0 102.7
1896..................... 77.8 100.0 121.5
1897..................... 100.0 100.0 93.4
1898..................... 122.2 100.0 96.4
1899..................... 111.1 100.0 103.8
1900..................... 111.1 100.0 102.1
1901..................... 122.2 100.0 129.6
1902..................... 111.1 100.0 135.3
1903..................... 100.0 100.0 134.8
1904..................... 80.0 96.3 144.7
1905..................... 85.7 96.2 152.7
1903..................... 103.2 95.4 151.1

GR IN DER S, M ale.

[Data from 1 establishment 1890-1903; 8, 1904; 17, 
1905; 19, 1903.

MACHINE: W OODW ORKERS, M ale.

[Data from 11 establishments 1890-1903; 16, 1904; 
23, 1905, 1905.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 47.1 100.0 84.8
1891...................... 70.6 100.0 99.4
1892...................... 82.4 100.0 84.9
1893...................... 105.9 100.0 79.4
1894...................... 94.1 100.0 100.8
1895...................... 105.9 100.0 99.2
189)...................... 94.1 100.0 107.9
1897...................... 94.1 100.0 120.8
1898...................... 164.7 100.0 113.0
1899...................... 158.8 100.0 109.6
1900...................... 176.5 100.0 114.5
1901...................... 147.1 100.0 105.6
1902...................... 70.6 100.0 108.4
1903...................... 70.6 100.0 123.0
1904...................... 69.9 97.8 136.9
1905...................... 78.0 97.8 138.8
1906...................... 83.1 97.5 140.0

MACHINISTS, M ale.

[Data from 15 establishments 1890-1903; 14, 1904; 
21, 1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 97.9 100.5 100.3
1891...................... 98.8 100.4 102.1
1892...................... 98.5 100.4 104.0
1893...................... 107.1 100.4 106.6
1894...................... 93.8 97.8 94.5
1895...................... 94.1 100.5 93.7
1896...................... 100.0 100.4 96.4
1897...................... 91.7 99.1 96.6
1898...................... 105.6 100.4 101.3
1899...................... 113.0 100.1 104.6
1900...................... 123.9 100.1 106.2
1901....................... 128.6 100.1 104.8
1902...................... 124.5 100.0 107.7
1903...................... 146.6 97.8 111.9
1904...................... 122.3 93.9 120.4
1905...................... 140.3 93.0 119.8
1903...................... 139.2 92.4 127.4

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..........- ........ 93.0 100.3 101.5
1891..................... 89.8 100.2 102.8
1892..................... 95.3 100.2 101.8
1893..................... 110.9 100.2 104.9
1894..................... 86.7 100.1 •99.2
1895..................... 98.4 100.2 96.2
1896..................... 90.6 100.2 96.4
1897..................... 91.4 98.3 99.1
1898..................... 112.5 100.3 99.7
1899..................... 128.9 100.1 98.3
1900..................... 128.1 100.1 104.0
1901..................... 126.6 100.1 103.8
1902..................... 130.5 100.2 110.8
1903..................... 151.6 99.7 108.9
1904..................... 112.7 98.4 114.2
1905..................... 140.4 98.3 117.8
1903..................... 138.7 97.9 119.9

MOLDERS, IRON, M ale.

[Data from 9 establishments 1890-1903; 12,1904; 21, 
1905, 1905.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 86.4 100.9* 102.3
1891..................... 88.9 100.9 103.6
1892..................... 104.0 101.0 10 .3
1893..................... 109.1 100.9 107.9
1894..................... 87.4 99.1 93.0
1895..................... 95.5 100.7 93.3
1896..................... 90.9 98.3 98.1
1897..................... 91.9 97.0 94.0
1898..................... 117.2 100.4 96.7
1899..................... 127.8 100.7 101.6
1900..................... 132.8 100.9 109.2
1901..................... 126.8 100.8 108.6
1902..................... 121.7 100.8 119.8
1903..................... 141.4 100.1 120.4
1904..................... 129.2 98.2 121.2
1905..................... 152.3 98.1 117.2
1906..................... 165.4 97.7 122.5

8891—No. 71-07-
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, B Y
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

PA IN T E R S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 12 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 12 estab
lishments 1890-1894; 13,1895-1903. Data from 15 
establishments 1904; 23, 1905; 22, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 87.4 99.9 97.6
1891..;..:............. 91.6 99.9 108.8
1892...................... 89.9 100.1 106.5
1893...................... 93.3 100.1 104.6
1894...................... 113.4 100.2 91.8
1895...................... 100.8 100.0 97.1
1896...................... 101.7 99.8 99.4
1897...................... 98.3 99.8 97.8
1898....................... 117.6 100.1 96.3
1899...................... 103.4 100.1 99.9
1900...................... 97.5 100.0 109.6
1901...................... 126.9 100.1 107.4
1902...................... 126.1 100.2 110.2
1903...................... 121.0 100.0 120.8
1904...................... 105.6 95.9 118.5
1905...................... 120.0 95.4 121.3
1906...................... 108.9 95.4 126.3

PA T T E R N  M A K ERS, M ale.

[Data from 13 establishments 1890-1903; 12, 1904; 
22, 1905, 1906.]

Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of 

employees.
hours per 

week.
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 76.2 100.1 99.4
1891..................... 85.7 100.1 98.4
1892..................... 97.6 100.0 104.7
1893..................... 109.5 100.0 101.4
1894..................... 92.9 100.1 95.5
1895..................... 104.8 • 100.0 98.1
1896..................... 100.0 99.9 101.1
1897..................... 97.6 100.0 97.4
1898..................... 116.7 99.8 103.2
1899..................... 114.3 99.9 101.0
1900..................... 161.9 99.9 104.0
1901..................... 154.8 99.9 105.6
1902..................... 135.7 100.0 109.7
1903..................... 154.8 98.6 112.8
1904............. . 128.7 98.2 118.0
1905..................... 135.9 98.0 118.1
1906..................... 175.9 97.6 130.4

B A K E R Y, BREAD.
R AK ER S, M ale.

[Data from 123 establishments 1890-1903; 140,1904; 150,1905; 148, 1906.]

Average 1890-99
1890 .............
1891 .............
1892 .............
1893 .............
1894 ...... ? ...
1895 .............
1896 .............
1897 .............

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 107.9 99.1 100.6
93.3 100.8 99.3 1899..................... 109.8 97.8 103.1
94.6 100.8 99.9 1900..................... 114.0 96.9 106.6
96.1 100.9 100.3 1901..................... 121.0 96.3 108.8
96.0 100.5 100.2 1902..................... 130.4 95.8 113.9
97.2 100.4 98.4 1903..................... 133.7 93.9 118.9

100.2 99.9 98.7 1904..................... 142.6 93.6 121.1
102.1 99.6 99.6 1905..................... 148.1 92.5 123.5
102.6 100.2 99.8 1906..................... 155.6 91.8 127.4

BLACKSM ITHING AN D  HORSESHOEING.

RLACKSMITHS, M ale HO RSESH OERS, FLOOR MEN, M ale.

[Data from 59 establishments 1890-1903; 48, 1904; 
33, 1905; 31,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 100.0 100.2 100.1
1891...................... 102.8 100.2 100.3
1892...................... 102.8 100.0 101.0
1893...................... 103.5 99.9 100.7
1894...................... 94.4 99.9 98.6
1895...................... 95.1 100.0 98.2
1895...................... 101*4 99.9 98.5
1897....................... 97.2 100.0 99.9
1898...................... 102.8 99.9 101.1
1899...................... 102.1 100.1 101.5
1900...................... 105.6 99.4 102.5
1901...................... 109.2 99.3 104.1
1902...................... 107.7 98.3 107.6
1903...................... 107.7 97.9 109.9
1904...................... 101.1 97.4 108.9
1905...................... 102.2 97.2 108.6
1906...................... 107.9 96.2 112.9

[Data from 109 establishments 1890-1903; 127,1904; 
134, 1905; 139, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 105.7 102.0 98.1
1891..................... 101.9 101.9 97.6
1892..................... 103.4 101.9 97.8
1893..................... 101.1 100.8 98.4
1894..................... 100.4 99.3 101.1
1895..................... 96.6 99.2 99.9
1896..................... 97.7 99.2 100.5
1897..................... 95.5 98.9 101.1
1898..................... 98.9 98.6 102.3
1899..................... 99.6 98.2 103.1
1900..................... 101.5 97.7 104.9
1901..................... 102.3 96.7 106.6
1902..................... 100.4 96.0 107.8
1903..................... 100.0 95.6 113.4
1 904.................. 98.3 95.1 116.8
1905..................... 101.4 94.5 119.9
1906..................... 106.3 94.1 123.4
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T a b l e  II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

BLACKSM ITHING AN D  HORSESHOEING—Concluded.
HO BSESH O EBS, FOROEMEN, M ale.

[Data from 69 establishments 1890-1903; 95,1904; 100,1905; 133,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relatiye 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 
1 8 9 0 ....

100.0
102.9
102.9 
102.1 
100.7
99.3
97.9
98.6
97.1

100.0
101.3
101.1
101.1
100.9
100.0
99.8
99.7
99.3

100.0
98.6
98.5
98.5 
97.9 
98.3 
98.8

100.1
101.2

1898..................... 100.0
99.6
97.1
99.3 
97.9
96.4
96.4
94.4 
94.8

98.9
97.9
96.9 
9a 6 
95.5
94.9
94.7 
94.2
93.8

103.0
104.8
107.9
109.8 
111.6
114.8 
11&8
117.7
120.7

1899.....................
1891... . 1900.....................
1892....................... 1901........... '........
1893.. 1902.....................
1894....................... 1903.....................
1895....................... 1904.....................
1896....................... 1905.....................
1897....................... 1906.....................

BOOTS A N D  SHOES.

CUOSERS-ON, F em ale.

[Data for employees from 15 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 15 estab
lishments 1890; 17,1891, 1892; 18,1893; 20, 1894; 
24, 1895; 25, 1896; 26, 1897; 28, 1898; 32, 1899; 33, 
1900, 1901; 34, 1902, 1903. Data from 40 estab
lishments 1904; 44, 1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 87.3 100.3 90.7
1891...................... 83.1 100.5 96.8
1892....................... 87.3 99.9 9a 3
1893...................... 90.1 100.1 100.4
1894...................... 108.5 100.1 103.6
1895...................... 100.0 99.6 9a 4
1896...................... 111.3 99.7 103.3
1897...................... 114.1 99.7 105.2
1898...................... 107.0 100.4 100.1
1899...................... n a 9 99.7 102.9
1900...................... 111.3 99.5 102.4
1901...................... l ia 9 99.3 105.5
1902...................... 114.4 99.4 103.4
1903...................... 129.6 9a 8 io a 4
1904...................... 131.8 9a 9 io a i
1905...................... 122.2 9 a 8 109.0
1906...................... 137.2 9a 4 111.1

CUTTERS, U P P E R , M ale.

[Data for employees from 22 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 22 estab
lishments 1890; 23, 1891; 25, 1892; 27, 1893; 28, 
1894; 31,1895, 1896; 32, 1897; 33, 1898; 37, 1899; 
39, 1900-1903. Data from 42 establishments 
1904; 45,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 7a 0 100.1 99.9
1891...................... 82.0 100.2 99.4
1892...................... 94.7 100.2 99.8
1893...................... 9a 2 100.2 100.4
1894...................... 96.3 100.0 9ao
1895...................... 99.8 99.8 100.0
1896....................... io a 5 100.0 99.1
1897....................... 113.6 99.9 101.0
1898....................... l ia o 100.0 99.7
1899....................... 119.6 99.7 102.8
1900....................... 129.1 99.7 103.3
1901....................... 142.3 99.8 102.6
1902....................... 13a 5 9 a 4 107.4
1903....................... 144.3 96.6 110.8
1904....................... 154.5 9a 9 114.2
1905...................... 162.1 9a 2 117.3
1906...................... 172.8 9a 8 l i a s

CUTTERS, OUTSOUE, M ale.

[Data for employees from 26 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 26 estab
lishments 1890; 27, 1891; 28,1892; 29,1893, 1894; 
30,1895,1896; 31,1897; 32,1898,1899; 33,1900-1903. 
Data from 37 establishments 1904; 35, 1905; 36, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... sa  7 100.2 102.0
1891..................... 9 4 8 101.7 99.5
1892..................... 97.4 100.2 99.1
1893..................... 9a 3 99.8 100.1
1894..................... 87.8 99.7 96.8
1895..................... 93.9 99.8 100.2
1896..................... 104 3 99.7 9 a 8
1897..................... 117.4 99.6 101.2
1898..................... 107.8 99.7 101.4
1899..................... 113.0 99.7 100.6
1900..................... 114 8 99.8 102.2
1901..................... 121.7 99.6 100.5
1902..................... 12a 2 99.6 103.5
1903..................... 140.0 9a 2 ioao
1904..................... 133.9 9a 6 109.2
1905..................... 139.6 9a 5 109.9
1906..................... 142.2 9a o 111.9

EDGE T RIM M ER S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 18 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 18 estab
lishments 1890; 20,1891; 21, 1892; 23, 1893; 24, 
1894; ‘27, 1895, 1896; 28, 1897; 30, 1898; 33, 1899; 
34, 1900; 35, 1901-1903. Data from 41 establish
ments 1904; 45,1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 7 4 2 100.8 97.7
1891..................... 76.4 100.8 97.2
1892..................... 86.5 101.0 99.'2
1893..................... 96.6 100.8 io a i
1894..................... 102.2 99.8 99.2
1895..................... 100.0 99.5 103.1
1896..................... 112.4 99.7 99.2
1897..................... 114 6 99.9 100.4
1898..................... 111.2 9 a 5 99.9
1899..................... 120.2 99.2 99.0
1900..................... 123.6 9a 2 io a 3
1901..................... 133.2 99.2 ioao
1902..................... 134 8 97.3 110.1
1903..................... 140.4 9a 8 114 7
1904..................... 151.2 9 5 .7 n a 4
1905..................... 162.4 9 5 .6 n a 7
1906........... .-....... 18a 2 94 9 n a 9
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BOOTS AND SHOES—Continued.

Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

GOODYEAR STITCH ER S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 10 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 10 estab
lishments 1890; 12,1891; 13,1892; 14, 1893; 15, 
1894; 19,1895,1896; 21,1897; 22, 1898; 25,1899; 
27, 1900, 1901; 29, 1902; 30, 1903. Data from 34 
establishments 1904; 40,1905,1906.]

H E E L  T R IM M ER S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 15 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 15 estab
lishments 1890; 17,1891; 18,1892; 20,1893; 21, 
1894; 25, 1895-1897; 26, 1898; 28, 1899; 29, 1900; 
30, 1901-1903. Data from 39 establishments 
1904; 44,1905, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 91.7 101.3 88.6
1891...................... 86.1 100.6 93.9
1892...................... 86.1 100.5 96.5
1893...................... 97.2 100.7 96.4
1894....................... 91.7 99.5 99.6
1895....................... 94.4 99.8 100.9
1896....................... 105.6 99.6 98.6
1897....................... 108.3 99.7 108.4
1898....................... 105.6 99.5 106.6
1899...................... 130.6 98.9 110.4
1900....................... 150.0 98.8 315.6
1901....................... 155.6 98.7 117.3
1902...................... 158.3 95.1 121.7
1903....................... 161.1 94.4 131.0
1904....................... 181.1 94.6 133.2
1905...................... 205.8 94.9 130.2
1906...................... 225.9 94.2 128.1

LASTERS, MACHINE, M ale.

[Data for employees from 10 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 10 estab
lishments 1890, 1891; 12, 1892; 14, 1893; 15, 1894; 
16, 1895; 20, 1896; 23, 1897; 25, 1898; 30, 1899; 31, 
1900; 32,1901; 33,1902,1903. Data from 37 estab
lishments 1904; 44,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 59.8 99.5 97.3
1891....................... 67.7 100.2 98.1
1892...................... 77.2 100.0 301.2
1893....................... 86.6 99.8 96.1
1894....................... 102.4 100.6 101.3
1895...................... 117.3 100.5 101.1
1896....................... 126.0 100.5 103.9
1897....................... 120.5 100.0 97.6
1898....................... 100.0 98.6 103.9
1899...................... 138.6 100.3 100.6
1900...................... 148.8 98.8 103.0
1901....................... 134.6 99.9 106.6
1902...................... 126.8 98.5 * 114.4
1903...................... 148.8 97.8 120.1
1904...................... 171. y 98.0 125.4
1905...................... 188.1 98.0 128.0
1906....................... 193.3 97.6 132.4

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 77.1 101.6 91.9
1891..................... 85.7 100.7 90.8
1892..................... 94.3 100.7 97.0
1893..................... 100.0 100.4 104.7-
1894..................... 100.0 99.7 102.3
1895..................... 108.6 99.4 103.6
1896..................... 108.6 99.4 101.0
1897..................... 111.4 99.3 102.3
1898..................... 105.7 99.6 105.0
1899..................... 97.1 9k 1 101.5
1900..................... 102.9 97.7 104.8
1903..................... 100.0 97.6 105.5
1902..................... 88.6 96.7 106.9
1903..................... 85.7 96.2 135.7
1904................... . 93.8 95.7 122.0
1905..................... 97.3 96.1 125.1
1906..................... 108.7 95.0 127.4

McKAlT STITCH ERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 14 establishments 1890-
1903. Data for hours and wages from 14 estab-
lishments 1890; 16, 1891; 17, 1892; 19, 1893; 20,
1894-1896; 21, 1897; 23, 1898; 24, 1899; 25, 1900;
26, 1901-1903. Data from 
1904; 31,1905; 32, 1906.]

28 establishments

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 77.8 101.6 95.0
1893..................... 80.0 101.5 94.1
1892..................... 104.4 100.4 99.3
1893..................... 104.4 100.4 104.4
1894..................... 102.2 99.8 100.6
3895..................... 111.1 100.2 104.3
1896..................... 117.8 99.8 98.9
1897..................... 104.4 99.1 101.2
1898..................... 102.2 98.5 102.6
1899..................... 100.0 98.6 9d.6
1900..................... 97.8 96.4 99.9
1901..................... 106.7 98.0 99.1
1902..................... 97.8 96.7 100.7
1903..................... 86.7 96.6 103.6
1904..................... 86.7 96.3 103.5
1905................... 93.2 95.8 102.2
1906..................... 97.7 95.7 104.3

TJAEJESRSt M a la .

[Data for employees from 13 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 13 establish
ments 1890, 1891; 14,1892; 15, 1893,1894; 16, 1895, 1896;' 17,1897-1899; 19, 1900-1903. Data from 28 estab
lishments 1904; 33, 1905; 34,1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..........
1891 ..........
1892 ..........

1894.
1895.
1896.
1897.

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 113.1 100.3 97.7
64.2 100.1 101.4 1899..................... 102.9 99.7 102.6
83.2 100.7 97.4 1900..................... 105.1 99.6 107.9
78.8 99.4 98.8 1901..................... 108.8 99.8 105.5

108.0 99.0 100.4 1902..................... 91.2 98.2 110.0
102.9 99.7 101.4 1903..................... 94.2 96.0 123.4
107.3 100.9 100.9 1904..................... 93.6 95.9 123.3
121.9 100.3 101.6 1905..................... 106.0 95.9 126.0
114.6 99.9 97.9 1906..................... 122.2 95.2 122.3
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• Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

TAHIPERS, M ale.

[Bata for employees from 1 establishment 1890- 
1903. Bata for hours and wages from 1 estab
lishment 1890; 2, 1891,1892; 4, 1893,1896; 5, 1894, 
1895,1897,1898; 7,1899,1900; 9,1901; 11,1902; 10, 
1903. Bata from 16 establishments 1904; 19, 
1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 50.0 95.8 112.3
1891....................... 50.0 101.9 97.3
1892...................... 50.0 102.4 92.4
1893...................... 100.0 100.2 95.6
1894....................... 100.0 99.7 89.4
1895.....................« 100.0 99.8 90.7
1896....................... 100.0 100.0 101.5
1897....................... 100.0 100.2 111.4
1898....................... 150.0 100.3 103.0
1899....................... 150.0 99.5 106.7
1900...................... 150.0 100.5 110.6
1901....................... 150.0 100.1 106.0
1902...................... 150.0 99.4 114.7
1903...................... 150.0 93.9 127.1
1904...................... 226.2 96.3 124.4
1905...................... 277.1 96.5 120.4
1906...................... 322.7 96.1 127.5

TAM PERS, F em ale.

[Bata for employees from 16 establishments 1890- 
1903. Bata for hours and wages from 16 estab
lishments 1890; 18, 1891; 19, 1892; 20, 1893; 22, 
1894; 26,1895,1896; 27,1897; 29,1898; 33,1899; 34, 
1900,1901; 35,1902; 33,1903. Bata from 40 estab
lishments 1904; 45,1905; 46, 1906.]

1 Relative Relative | Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per

| employees. week. hour

Average 1890-99.. i m o 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 102.6 100.4 99.9
1891..................... 91.4 100.2 93.7
1892..................... 94.0 100.4 98.3
1893..................... 92.2 100.1 101.6
1894..................... 94.8 99.9 102.3

i 1895..................... 102.6 99.9 103.2
j 1896..................... 101.7 99.6 102.0

1897..................... 105.2 99.5 100.8
1898..................... 103.4 100.1 99.4

! 1899..................... 113.8 99.8 98.5
1900..................... 121.6 99.7 103.0
1901..................... 130.2 99.6 103.9
1902..................... 140.5 99.2 104.5
1903..................... 153.4 98.5 110.5
1904..................... 157.4 98.5 110.7
1905............. ....... 155.4 98.6 115.4
1906..................... 166.5 98.2 120.9

BRICK.

BRICK-MACHINE TEN D ER S, Male. KILN  B U R N E R S, M ale.

[Bata from 20 establishments 1890-1903; 36, 1904; 
46, 1905; 47, 1906.]

[Bata from 22 establishments 1890-1903; 37, 1904; 
48, 1905; 47, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 !
1890...................... 99.2 100.0 99.9 !
1891...................... 100.8 99.9 99.6 !
1892....................... 100.0 99.8 103.0 ;
1893...................... 98.4 100.0 101.7
1894...................... 99.2 100.0 98.4
1895...................... 99.2 100.0 97.8
1896...................... 99.2 100.1 98.6 i
1897...................... 99.2 100.1 97.3 1
1898...................... 100.8 100.1 100.6 |
1899.............. : .... 102.4 100.1 103.2
1900...................... 103.2 100.2 104.6
1901...................... 101.6 100.3 106.6
1902...................... 104.0 100.2 111.3
1903...................... 109.5 99.5 112.9
1904...................... 108.0 99.5 113.5
1905...................... 107.6 99.9 112.5
1906...................... 110.4 99.9 118.1

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 100.2 100.6
1891..................... 100.0 100.2 101.2
1892..................... 99.0 100.4 100.5
1893..................... 101.0 100.0 100.1
1894..................... 96.0 100.3 95.2
1895..................... 100.0 99.5 99.1
1896..................... 98.0 99.9 96.2
1897..................... 102.0 . 99.2 102.0
1898..................... 102.0 99.8 104.2
1899..................... 98.0 100.6 101.1
1900..................... 103.0 99.6 104.8
1901..................... 106.0 99.0 109.9
1902..................... 108.0 99.3 113.8
1903..................... 109.0 98.6 115.9
1904..................... 113.4 98.2 117.7
1905..................... 115.7 98.2 118.8
1906..................... 118.8 98.1 121.6

1

KILN SE T T E R S, Male.

[B ata from 24 establishments 1890-1903; 36,1904; 44,1905; 45,1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 102.0 100.2 101.9
97.0 99.7 99.2 1899..................... 108.9 100.2 102.7
90.1 99.8 99.7 1900..................... 105.9 100.3 102.9
95.0 99.8 104.9 1901..................... 106.9 100.5 101.2

102.0 99.8 99.8 1902..................... 108.9 100.4 106.9
98.0 100.1 99.5 1903..................... 113.9 99.6 107.4
98.0 100.3 97.8 1904..................... 108.6 99.4 107.5

102.0 99.9 97.9 1905..................... 111.7 99.9 107.4
103.0 100.1 96.5 1906..................... 113.6 100.0 111.3
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BRICK—Concluded.

Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, B Y 
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

LABORERS, M ale.

[Data from 11 establishments 1890-1903; 38, 1904; 
47, 1905; 49,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 93.8 99.3 1040
1891....................... 97.4 99.8 102.2
1892....................... 99.0 99.8 102.2
1893....................... 102.0 100.3 100.8
1894....................... 103.0 100.3 99.4
1895....................... 101.6 100.3 97.1
1896....................... 98.0 99.8 98.8
1897....................... 98.0 99.8 98.8
1898....................... 100.0 100.4 97.0
1899....................... 107.2 100.1 99.3
1900....................... 1043 99.6 102.0
1901....................... 105.6 99.6 103.1
1902....................... 120.3 99.2 109.2
1903....................... 119.0 98.5 112.9
1904....................... 122.8 98.4 111.3
1905...................... 120.0 98.4 1149
1906...................... 117.5 98.1 123.1

O F F B E A R E R S, M ale.

[Data from 19 establishments 1890-1903; 29, 1904; 
40, 1905; 37, 1906.]

Year.

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1 8 9 1  .................
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1 9 0 2  .................
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

100.0
101.3 
97.4

105.3
98.0
96.0
99.3

100.0
98.0
98.7

102.6
94.7
96.7
99.3
97.4
97.0
96.4 
94  7

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

100.0
100.0
99.7

100.0
99.8 

100.0 
100.0 
100.1 
100.1 
100.1 
100.2
99.8

100.1
99.8 
99.5 
99.1 
99.4 
99.3

100.0
101.5
104.3 
1049  
106.7 
101.0
98.3
95.7
9 4 1
95.5
97.6

101.6 
106.5 111.1
114.4
113.5
115.0
121.0

BUHjDINTG t r a d e s .

B R IC K LA Y E R S, M ale.

[Data from 212 establishments 1890-1903; 229, 1904: 
209, 1905; 215; 1906.]

Average 1890-99..
1890 .........
1891 .........
1892 .........
1893 .........
1894 .........
1895 .........
1896 .........
1897 .........
1898 .........
1899 .........
1900 .........
1901 .........
1902 .........
1903 .........
1904 .........
1905 .........
1906 .........

100.0
101.5
112.3 
1141  
1041
93.1
88.2 
91.8 
92.1
95.3

107.3
105.1
118.1
109.8 
116.2 
111.2
111.8
124.0

100.0
103.2 
102.4
101.2 
100.1 
100.8 
100.0
99.9
99.1
97.9
95.5
95.6 
94.3
93.6
92.7
92.1 
92.0
91.9

100.0
98.4
99.5 

101.0 
101.1
98.6 
99.5 
98.9 
99.4
98.7 

104 8
106.5 
112.0 
118.0 
124.7 
127.3 
132.1
138.6

CORNICE M AKERS, M ale.

[Data from 40 establishments 1890-1903; 55, 1904; 
86, 1905; 87,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 106.2 104 4 95.0
1891....................... 105.4 101.3 97.1
1892....................... 133.5 98.4 99.2
1893....................... 99.8 100.6 98.8
1894....................... 80.5 100.3 97.6
1895....................... 85.3 100.1 98.6
1896....................... 93.6 99.5 101.4
1897....................... 90.1 99.0 102.9
1898....................... 96.9 98.6 103.0
1899....................... 108.7 97.9 106.4
1900....................... 103.5 96.1 113.5
1901....................... 1041 94.5 115.6
1902....................... 114 7 92.5 125.1
1903....................... 117.2 91.7 134.3
1904....................... 114 8 90.2 137.7
1905....................... 127.1 90.3 140.8
1906....................... 142.2 90.5 145.1

C ARPENTERS, M ale.

[Data from 227 establishments 1890-1903; 242,1904; 
213, 1905; 216, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 104.8 102.0 98.6
1891..................... 110.2 101.3 99.2
1892..................... 1143 100.5 102.7
1893.............. 97.8 100.7 99.7
1894..................... 89.3 100.7 97.9
1895..................... 88.8 100.3 97.8
1896..................... 95.7 99.7 99.6
1897..................... 95.4 99.0 100.0
1898..................... 95.5 98.5 101.4
1899..................... 1C8.2 97.4 103.2
1900..................... 112.1 94  5 110.8
1901..................... 117.8 92.5 115.9
1902..................... 122.1 90.6 123.7
1903..................... 116.4 90.2 130.6
1904..................... 108.6 89.9 129.9
1905..................... 108.3 90.1 133.6
1906..................... 121.6 89.7 141.6

GAS F IT T E R S , Male*

[Data from 64 establishments 1890-1903; 79, 1904;
77, 1905; 76, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 99.4 103.5 95.5
1891...:............... 100.0 102.6 96.3
1892..................... 105.6 100.6 98.9
1893..................... 93.2 99.8 99.7
1894..................... 96.3 99.7 99.1
1895..................... 90.1 99.7 99.3
1896..................... 100.6 99.4 100.0
1897..................... 100.0 98.4 101.6
1898..................... 106.8 99.1 103.7
1899..................... 110.5 97.3 105.8
1900..................... 108.0 96.4 110.0
1901..................... 109.3 95.4 1141
1902..................... 1148 92.6 123.3
1903..................... 114 8 90.9 130.5
1904..................... 114 4 89.4 139.1
1905..................... 118.4 89.3 138.9
1906..................... 124 4 88.5 150.4
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

B IIIE D IN G  T R A D E S —Continued.

HOD C A R RIER S, Male, INSIDE W IR E  MEN, M ale.

[Data from 250 establishments 1890-1903; 262,1904; 
255, 1905; 269, 1906.]

[Data from 40 establishments 1890-1903; 56, 1904; 
94, 1905; 97, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 102.0 102.3 97.0
1891....................... 109.5 101.8 96.5
1892....................... 115.4 100.4 99.4
1893....................... 105.0 100.1 99.8
1894....................... 87.2 100.8 98.9
1895....................... 90.6 99.9 99.6
1896....................... 93.3 99.7 100.3
1897....................... 94.2 99.7 99.7
1898....................... 92.4 98.9 100.6
1899....................... 110.4 96.5 108.1
1900....................... 104.1 96.5 107.3
1901....................... 120.2 95.6 109.3
1902....................... 119.3 94.1 114.9
1903....................... 123.5 93.0 122.9
1904....................... 124.3 92.8 123.8
1905....................... 128.1 93.0 124.7
1906....................... 146.3 92.9 1345

LABORERS, M ale.

[Data from 146 establishments 1890-1903; 172,1904; 
192,1905; 193,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 114 8 100.3 102.7
1891....................... 109.0 100.3 103.0
1892....................... 107.9 100.3 103.5
1893....................... 101.3 100.0 101.8
1894.....'............... 92.6 99.9 96.7
1895....................... 85.1 100.1 98.2
1896....................... 90.1 100.1 96.5
1897....................... 89.7 99.9 98.5
1898....................... 101.4 99.3 99.9
1899....................... 108.1 99.8 99.3
1900....................... 118.3 99.0 99.6
1901....................... 104 2 98.5 108.0
1902....................... 119.2 96.3 112.0
1903....................... 113.9 95.8 114 2
1904....................... 96.8 95.8 114.3
1905....................... 109.1 95.8 114 4
1906....................... 130.1 95.4 122.5

PA IN TER S, M ale.

[Data from 203 establishments 1890-1903; 208,1904; 
206, 1905 ; 210, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 96.3 102.6 97.0
1891....................... 100.9 101.9 98.2
1892....................... 105.5 101.1 99.4
1893....................... 99.7 100.1 101.2
1894....................... 93.9 100.4 99.1
1895....................... 94.1 100.1 98.4
1896....................... 99.2 99.6 99.2
1897....................... 101.7 99.0 100.5
1898....................... 101.3 98.1 102.3
1899....................... 107.5 97.1 104.7
1900....................... 111.2 94  6 110.5
1901....................... 116.5 92.6 114.7
1902....................... 115.7 91.5 119.5
1903....................... 109.4 90.8 1249
1904....................... 109.9 90.4 127.9
1905....................... 111.5 90.5 129.5
1906...................... 116.2 89.7 136.8

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 74.2 102.8 89.6
1891..................... 78.1 102.6 89.1
1892................... \ 94.5 98.8 91.6
1893..................... 91.1 101.2 97.9
1894..................... 93.7 101.5 96.1
1895..................... 93.3 101.2 100.0
1896..................... 102.7 99.3 104 5
1897..................... 130.4 97.5 107.6
1898..................... 122.4 97.2 112.1
1899..................... 119.8 98.0 111.7
1900..................... 146.7 94.7 120.7
1901..................... 149.4 94.5 119.6
1902..................... 176.6 92.8 129.7
1903..................... 184.1 89.6 140.6
1904..................... 185.8 88.2 143.5
1905..................... 212.1 87.2 150.0
1906..................... 251.8 87.0 152.5

L A T H E R S, M ale.

[Data from 10 establishments 1890-1903; 39, 1904; 
67, 1905 ; 57, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 85.2 105.4 94.0
1891..................... 81.5 105.4 93.8
1892..................... 108.3 104.9 95.9
1893..................... 91.7 104.8 93.8
1894..................... 90.7 104.7 93.8
1895..................... 110.2 103.7 97.9
1896..................... 105.6 93.2 106.3
1897..................... 99.1 93.2 106.2
1898..................... 119.4 92.3 109.5
1899..................... 109.3 92.3 108.7
1900..................... 121.3 87.3 110.8
1901..................... 121.3 87.9 111.2
1902..................... 135.2 87.7 115.1
1903..................... 114 8 88.0 111.4
1904..................... 135.4 87.4 116.7
1905..................... 132.9 87.2 119.3
1906..................... 144.5 86.2 145.3

P A P E R  HANGERS, M ale.

[Data from 93 establishments 1890-1903; 103, 1904; 
116,1905; 114, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 9 4 1 101.4 98.5
1891..................... 94 9 100.9 99.3
1892..................... 100.6 101.0 99.4
1893..................... 93.5 100.8 98.9
1894..................... 92.1 100.4 98.4
1895..................... 93.5 100.5 98.5
1896..................... 99.8 99.8 99.5
1897..................... 105.7 99.0 101.1
1898..................... 108.5 98.4 102.9
1899..................... 117.8 97.9 103.7
1900..................... 119.2 96.1 108.4
1901..................... 127.9 92.8 113.4
1902..................... 124.2 91.4 118.8
1903..................... 120.4 90.2 125.7
1904..................... 117.1 90.3 126.8
1905..................... 129.1 89.6 133.5
1906..................... 133.6 89.0 136.9
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

B U I L D I N G  T R A D E S —Continued.

PL A ST E R E R S, M ale.

[Bata from 146establishments 1890-1903; 152,1904; 
164,1905; 166, 1906.]

PLU M BER S, M ale.

[Bata from 221 establishments 1890-1903; 232,1904; 
207,1905; 215,1906.]

Year.

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

100.0100.2
106.0
110.5
102.4
92.0
92.0 
97.7 
94.4
97.0 

108.1
111.5 
105.2 
120.8
112.7
110.5
123.8 
133.1

100.0
103.2 
101.6 
100.5
100.3
100.3
99.6
99.4

100.3
98.6
96.1
94.1
93.1
91.2 
90.8
90.5 
90.1 
90.0

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

100.0
98.4 
99.2

102.6
100.5
97.9
98.1
99.7
97.6
99.4

106.4
109.5 
114.3
123.7
131.8
133.8
139.6
148.7

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 ...................
1905 .......
1906 .......

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

100.0
99.1

100.3
103.4
99.8 
94.4 
94.3
98.9
99.1

104.6 
106.2
110.4 
118.3 
117.9
115.7 
117.2
124.5
139.8

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

100.0
102.1101.6
101.2
100.2
100.1
99.7
99.3
98.9
98.7
98.2 
96.6
95.4
93.0
91.9
91.3
91.1
90.2

100.0
97.4
98.1
98.7 
99.9
98.8 
99.7

100.4
101.2
102.3
103.6
107.1110.6
117.6
124.5
128.3
131.2 
141.9

ROOFERS, GRAVEL AND T A R , M ale.

[Bata from 9 establishments 1890-1903; 35, 1904; 
72, 1905; 75, 1906.]

ROOFERS, SLATE AND T IL E, M ale.

[Bata from 40 establishments 1890-1903; 4 1 ,1»04; 
71, 1905; 69,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 82.9 100.4 97.1
1891....................... 89.5 100.2 101.0
1892....................... 92.1 101.3 103.6
1893....................... 136.8 98.1 107.6
1894....................... 76.3 100.0 98.0
1895...................... 90.8 101.1 92.5
1896...................... 101.3 99.9 96.5
1897....................... 100.0 99.7 100.9
1898...................... 110.5 99.6 100.1
1899........... :......... 122.4 99. B 102.9
1900...................... 105.3 95.9 114.5
1901....................... 109.2 96.2 115.9
1902....................... 94.7 95.8 114.4
1903...................... 97.4 98.6 113.1
1904....................... 118.3 98.2 110.6
1905....................... 123.9 98.7 110.3
1906....................... 132.9 98.8 113.1

ROOFERS, TIN, M ale.

[Bata from 94 establishments 1890-1903; 100,1904; 
118,1905; 119,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 110.3 100.8 101.2
1891..................... 107.7 100.9 99.8
1892..................... 105.9 101.0 100.9
1893..................... 100.7 100.5 100.3
1894..................... 90.4 100.7 97.5
1895..................... 91.5 100.7 98.1
1896 ................... 97.8 99.9 98.4
1897..................... 100.4 98.9 98.6
1898..................... 95.9 99.0 101.3
1899..................... 100.7 97.7 103.8
1900..................... 98.2 95.2 109.5
1901..................... 95.6 94.8 112.0
1902..................... 100.4 91.7 118.5
1903..................... 95.2 91.0 128.3
1904..................... 82.5 91.0 130.6
1905..................... 81.5 91.0 130.9
1906..................... 85.4 90.8 135.3

STEAM F IT T E R S , M ale.

[Bata from 73 establishments 1890-1903; 86, 1904; 
112,1905; 120,1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................

'1895.......................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................
1898 .................
1899 .................
1900 .................
1901 ..................
1902.....................
1903 ..................
1904 ..................
1905 ..................
1906 ..................

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
96.6 102.0 97.0 1890..................... 93.0 102.6 95.9

102.5 101.2 99.1 1891..................... 90.9 101.9 96.2
100.1 101.1 99.1 1892..................... 99.5 101.3 99.4
105.2 100.4 100.0 1893..................... 107.9 101.6 97.4
94.9 100.7 97.8 1894..................... 96.6 99.4 99.2
93.7 100.3 98.8 1895..................... 95.3 99.8 98.2

101.0 99.6 100.1 1896..................... 99.8 99.2 r 100.5
96.7 99.0 100.4 1897..................... 105.8 98.7 101.5

102.3 98.3 102.5 1898..................... 101.8 98.6 104.3
107.6 97.4 105.2 1899..................... 108.4 96.9 107.4
105.5 95.6 108.7 1900..................... 106.8 96.0 108.1
109.1 93.8 111.9 1901..................... 115.2 94.0 115.1
115.0 91.4 119.7 1902..................... 129.3 92.4 120.2
110.3 91.4 122.2 1903..................... 129.0 89.0 127.3
109.8 90.7 122.9 1904..................... 128.6 88.9 131.6
111.3 90.6 126.5 1905..................... 139.4 89.1 133.3
115.4 90.5 132.4 1906..................... 159.8 88.0 143.4

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



WAGES AND [HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, 69

Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

BU ILDINTG  T R A D E S —Concluded.

STONE MASONS, M ale.

[Data from 115 establishments 1890-1903; 110,1904; 
102, 1905; 100,1906.]

STONE SE T T E R S, M ale.

[Data from 27 establishments 1890-1903; 40, 1904; 
57,1905, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 106.9 101.3 102.9
1891...................... 115.2 101.3 103.2
1892...................... 111.1 101.2 101.5
1893................ . 101.4 100.6 100.7
1894...................... 90.2 100.9 95.1
1895...................... 90.1 100.4 96.4
1896...................... 93.5 100.3 98.1
1897...................... 89.8 98.6 100.3
1898...................... 105.2 97.4 99.0
1899....................... 97.1 98.0 102.8
1900...................... 105.5 96.4 104.7
1901..................... 104.6 95.2 110.8
1902...................... 107.7 93.2 119.0
1903...................... 121.1 92.0 126.6
1904...................... 117.7 91.4 129.4
1905...................... 116.8 91.3 129.5
1906........... :......... 114.3 91.2 135.2

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

| Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 88.1 103.9 92.3
1891..................... 88.1 103.4 92.9
1892..1................ 99.1 100.1 100.2
1893..................... 101.8 99.7 99.9
1894..................... 96.3 99.2 100.8
1895..................... 108.3 98.8 102.0
1896..................... 106.4 99.4 100.8
1897..................... 98.2 98.9 103.0
1898..................... 99.1 98.4 104.3
1899..................... 111.9 98.2 103.9
1900..................... 122.9 96.3 107.5
1901..................... 133.9 95.4 113.1
1902..................... 130.3 95.4 110.9
1903..................... 122.9 94.8 116.2
1904..................... 118.5 94.8 117.9
1905................... 127.3 95.0 121.4
1906..................... 127.9 95.3 125.9

STRUCTURAL IRON W O R K ER S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 19 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 19 establish
ments 1890-1892; 20,1893-1903. Data from 37 establishments 1904; 59,1905; 62,1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 122.1 97.8 105.3
77.7 102.9 93.6 1899..................... 115.5 100.5 108.8
98.2 101.8 98.0. 1900..................... 142.2 98.0 120.4

107.3 99.3 100.6 1901..................... 195.5 96.7 138.4
98.8 100.1 100.9 1902..................... 228.2 91.6 155.9
74.2 101.9 93.5 1903..................... 206.6 92.2 159.8
79.5 100.1 97.7 1904..................... 205.5 90.6 171.4

115.5 98.5 97.5 1905..................... 194.3 90.1 171.8
111.9 97.0 104.1 1906..................... 234.8 90.9 180.4

CAN D Y.

CANDY M AKERS, Male, D IP P E R S , F em ale.

[Data from 7 establishments 1890-1903; 22, 1904; 
37,1905; 41,1906.]

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 22, 1904: 
33, 1905; 38,1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..........
1891 ..........
1892 ........ :

1895.
1896.
1897.

1900.
1901.
1902.
1903.
1904.
1905.
1906.

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
108.2 100.0 98.2 1890..................... 117.1 98.6 106.3
104.9 99.9 98.1 1891..................... 112.8 98.6 108.5
103.3 100.1 98.8 1892..................... 103.0 99.8 100.8
101.6 100.1 95.7 1893..................... 106.7 99.8 100.7
95.1 100.0 96.2 1894..................... 96.3 99.8 101.3

100.0 100.0 100.8 1895..................... 91.5 100.5 97.0
95.1 100.0 103.7 1896..................... 94.5 100.6 96.2

103.3 100.0 99.3 1897..................... 95.1 100.6 96.8
90.2 100.0 104.6 1898..................... 89.0 100.7 96.4
91.8 99.9 104.8 1899..................... 93.9 100.8 96.6
90.2 99.9 98.7 1900..................... 103.0 100.8 99.2
78.7 99.8 104.9 1901..................... 103.7 100.8 114.0
82.0 99.8 103.4 1902..................... 101.8 100.8 113.5
83.6 99.9 103.4 1903..................... 122.6 100.4 115.2
84.4 99.9 105.6 1904..................... 130.7 100.6 118.7
88.7 99.9 107.4 1905..................... 138.0 100.2 121.1
87.4 100.1 108.5 1906..................... 143.1 100.2 129.5
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CARPETS.

Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

D Y E R S ,  M a le .

[Data from 6 establishments.]

Relative | Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 120.4 101.4 98.4
1891..................... 109.7 101.4 99.3
1892..................... 94.6 100.9 102.0
1893..................... 105.4 99.4 101.3
1894..................... 90.3 99.9 95.9
1895..................... 100.5 99.4 95.9
1896..................... 98.4 99.3 100.7
1897..................... 88.7 99.6 103.3
1898..................... 93.0 99.4 101.5
1899..................... 96.2 99.4 101.5
1900..................... 97.3 99.3 100.9
1901..................... 96.8 99.4 100.9
1902..................... 110.8 99.2 100.2
1903..................... 115.6 99.3 104 8
1904..................... 114.5 99.0 102.8
1905..................... 111.8 99.0 104 6
1906..................... 98.9 98.9 105.9

S P O O L E R S , F e m a le .

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 8, 1904-
1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 104 3 101.4 100.4
1891..................... 104.3 101.4 95.7
1892..................... 107.2 99.8 98.0
1893..................... 113.8 99.3 101.5
1894..................... 102.9 99.6 103.6
1895..................... 110.9 99.5 99.3
1896................... . 100.0 99.5 100.3
1897..................... 85.5 99.7 101.2
1898..................... 81.9 99.9 99.8
1899..................... 91.3 99.7 100.5
1900..................... 100.7 99.6 99.6
1901..................... 102.2 99.6 101.2
1902..................... 99.3 99.7 104 6
1903..................... 98.6 99.7 106.2
1904..................... 92.1 98.2 103.9
1905..................... 9510 98.2 106.0
1906..................... 84 3 98.1 114 4

W E A V E R S , B R U S S E L S  A N D  W I L -
T O N , M a le .

[Data from 3 establishments.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 97.6 101.0 99.8
1891..................... 92.9 101.0 97.1
1892..................... 101.4 99.6 98.9
1893..................... 94 8 100.0 97.1
1894..................... 94 8 99.6 93.5
1895..................... 106.9 99.7 102.2
1896..................... 104 8 99.7 102.2
1897..................... 106.4 99.7 102.7
1898..................... 94 1 99.7 102.0
1899..................... 106.4 99.8 104 7
1900..................... 110.2 100.1 106.9
1901..................... 119.0 99.9 108.3
1902..................... 127.6 99.9 116.9
1903..................... 143.5 99.9 122.9
1904..................... 151.5 99.9 121.4
1905..................... 159.0 99.9 131.0
1906..................... 162.8 99.9 135.7

B U R L E R S, F em ale.

Year.
Relative I Relative 

number of hours per 
employees, week.

Relative 
svages pei 

hour.

Average 1890-99
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 ......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 ......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 ......
1904 ......
1905 .......
1906 ......

100.0
97.9
95.9 
90.7

111.3 
75.3

103.1
112.4
95.9

105.2
107.2
112.4
117.5
119.6
123.7 
134.9
129.7 
107.6

100.0
100.7
100.7
100.7 
99.3

100.3
99.5
99.5 
99.9
99.7
99.8
99.7
99.7
99.7
99.5 
99.1
99.0
99.0

100.0
97.4 
99.8

104.2
101.6
94.0
97.0 

102.7
97.4 

108.5
97.3

105.4 
111.1 
112.9
123.4
105.5112.6
117.6

LOOM F IX E R S , M ale.

[Data from 9 establishments 1890-1903; 8, 1904- 
1906.]

Average 1890-99
1890 ......
1891 ......
1892 ......
1893 ......
1894 ......
1895 ......
1896 ......
1897 ......
1898 ......
1899 ......
1900 ......
1901 ......
1902 .....
1903 .....
1904 ......
1905 ......
1906 .....

100.0
90.9
96.1

100.0
101.3 
97.4

101.3 
98.7

100.0
106.5
101.3
102.6
105.2 
106.5
111.7
118.3
111.7
96.2

100.
101.
101.

99.

100.0
101.6
98.0

100.2
100.7 
99.6
98.4
98.4

102.7
99.4

100.8 
101.0 
100.8 
102.4
106.3 
105.7 
108.1
110.4

T W IST E R S, F em ale.

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 6, 1904; 7, 
1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99
1890 .....
1891 .....
1892 .....
1893 .....
1894 .....
1895 .....
1896 .....
1897 .....
1898 .....
1899 .....
1900 .....
1901 .....
1902 .....
1903 .....
1904 .....
1905 .....
1906 ......

100.0
116.1
109.7
109.7
101.6
85.5

103.2 
108.1
85.5
72.6

109.7
132.3
121.0
132.3
145.2
180.3
180.3
166.4

100.0
101.2
101.2101.2
99.6
99.6
99.1
99.4
99.6
99.7 
99.3
99.5
99.2
99.5
99.7
95.5
95.5
95.5

100.0
103.3
104.4 
104.6
103.4
89.9 
91.7
99.9 
99.5

102.2
100.9
103.5
103.3
103.5 
107.2
108.5
108.4
110.1
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

WEAVERS', BRUSSELS AND W1L- 
TON, F em ale.

[Data from 1 establishment 
1906.]

1890-1903; 2, 1904-

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 
1890......................

100.0
108.1

' 100.0 
102.4

100.0
98.7

1891....................... 100.0 102.4 91.2
1892....................... 98.6 102.4 91.6
1893....................... 129.7 99.0 95.9
1894....................... 32.4 99.0 86.8
1895...................... 95.9 99.0 92.4
1898....................... 110.8 99.0 106.7
1897...................... 68.9 99.0 107.1
1898....................... 113.5 99.0 110.3
1899....................... 141.9 99.0 119.2
1900...................... 154.1 99.0 112.4
1901....................... 177.0 99.0 140.7
1902...................... 177.0 99.0 108.6
1903....................... 171.6 99.0 117.0
1904...................... 203.2 99.0 120.6
1905....................... 208.1 99.0 118.9
1906...................... 174.0 99.0 108.9

W EAVERS, INGRAIN, F em ale.

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 6, 1904, 
1905; 5,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

| Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 
1890.....................

100.0
96.9

100.0
101.8

100.0
98.3

1891..................... 102.9 101.7 93.0
1892..................... 104.3 99.4 94.7
1893..................... 92.6 99.4 98.5
1894..................... 106.0 99.4 100.4
1895..................... 89.5 99.3 100.8
1896..................... 95.2 99.6 101.6
1897..................... 100.0 99.7 107.2
1898..................... 103.8 99.8 100.3
1899..................... 108.1 99.8 106.8
1900..................... 105.3 99.9 103.4
1901..................... 100.2 99.9 106.1
1902..................... 103.6 99.9 93.4
1903..................... 99.3 99.9 107.4
1904..................... 95.5 98.3 99.9
1905..................... 88.0 98.5 108.8
1906..................... 53.8 95.6 112.6

W INDERS, F em ale.

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 7, 1904-1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................I
1891 .................. !
1892 ..................
1893 .................. i
1894 .................
1895 .................
1895......................
1897......................

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 104.7 99.6 102.2
89.8 101.4 100.5 1899..................... 111.0 99.6 105.1
89.4 101.4 96.9 1900..................... 113.6 99.7 107.0
92.8 99.9 100.4 1901..................... 117.8 99.5 103.7

104.2 99.4 99.6 1902..................... 124.6 99.6 104.2
88.6 99.6 97.9 1903..................... 128.4 98.9 106.5

108.9 99.6 97.9 1904..................... 133.8 96.8 106.1
105.9 99.6 101.2 1905..................... 132.1 97.1 109.8
103.4 99.7 98.4 1906..................... 107.0 96.9 113.4

CARRIAGES A1STB W AGONS.

BLACKSMITHS, M ale.

66, 1905; 67,1906.]

Average 1890-
1890 ..
1891 ..
1892 ..
1893 ..
1891..............
1895 ..
1896 ..
1897 ..
1898 ..
1899 ..
1900 ..
1901 ..
1902 ..
1903 ..
1904 ..
1905 ..
1906 ..

100.0
101.2
101.2
104.6
115.4 
99.3

104.3
85.2
88.2

100.3
100.7 
102.9 
111.1
107.5
112.0
109.7112.2
122.3

100.0
100.7
100.8 
100.7 
100.6
98.7

*99.4
99.4 

100.0 
100.2
99.6
99.5
99.7
99.2
98.3
98.4
97.6 
97.0

, 1904;

BOEV M AKERS, CARRIAGE

[Data from 26 establishments 1890-1903 
37,1905; 38,1906.]

, M ale.

; 39, 1904;

100.0 Average 1890-99..1 100.0 100.0 100.0
102.4 1890.....................i 86.2 100.4 100.1
101.8 1891..................... 95.9 100.4 99.7
101.9 1892..................... 95.9 100.3. 101.2
94.3 1893..................... 97.4 100.1 100.1
96.6 1894..................... 116.9 100.4 98.6
95.0 1895..................... 93.8 100.2 97.8

101.7 1896..................... 91.3 100.0 98.5
102.4 1897..................... 101.0 99.8 98.5
100.9 1898........... -........ 100.5 99.8 101.5
102.9 1899..................... 118.5 98.6 103.8
101.8 1900..................... 116.4 99.5 100.5
102.4 1901..................... 137.9 99.7 98.4
104.8 1902..................... 139.0 99.7 102.6
106.5 1903..................... 139.0 98.7 104.4
107.8 1904..................... 152.4 98.7 104.6
110.6 1905..................... 178.6 95.7 112.3
111.5 1906..................... 200.5 95.8 115.4
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

BODY M AKERS, NOT SPEC IFIED , 
Idale.

[Data from 19 establishments 1890-1903: 25, 1904; 
18,1905; 17,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 :
1890....................... 100.0 100.1 99.9 i
1891....................... 104.2 100.4 100.1 ;
1892...................... 105.0 100.1 100.8
1893....................... 118.3 99.7 101.9
1894....................... 93.3 99.9 97.8 ,
1895....................... 93.3 100.0 95.6 !
1896....................... 90.8 100.0 100.0 |
1897...................... 99.2 99.6 100.7
1898...................... 96.7 100.1 100.5
1899...................... 97.5 100.2 102.8
1900...................... 97.5 100.1 101.9
1901...................... 103.3 100.2 102.0
1902....................... 81.7 100.3 102.0
1903...................... 85.0 99.8 107.5 !
1904...................... 80.6 99.5 110.6 .
1905...................... 77.6 98.5 115.1 1
1906....................... 80.8 96.4 127.1

IR O N ERS, M ale.

[Data lor employees from 7 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 8 estab
lishments , 1890-1896, 1898-1903; 7, 1897. Data 
from 28 establishments 1904; 30, 1905; 32, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 100.9 98.2
1891..................... 104.1 101.2 96.4
1892..................... 114.4 101.2 95.9
1893..................... 106.2 99.6 99.9
1894..................... 89.7 99.4 101.7
1895..................... 95.9 100.0 99.3
1896..................... 79.4 99.9 103.9
1897..................... 92.8 99.3 102.2
1898..................... 104.1 100.0 98.8
1899..................... 111.3 97.7 103.6
1900..................... 124.7 97.4 103.4
1901..................... 120.6 99.3 100.2
1902..................... 117.5 100.9 99.7
1903..................... 128.9 96.4 111.9
1904,................... 121.6 98.7 112.0
1905..................... 125.7 95.7 116.0
1906..................... 133.2 95.5 119.8

MACHINE! W OODW ORKERS, M ale.

[Data from 18 establishments 1890-1903; 24, 1904; 
29, 1905; 31,1906.]

PAINTERS* M ale.

[Data from 76 establishments 1890-1903; 95, 1904; 
69,1905; 70,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 94.7 100.8 99.0
1891....................... 98.2 100.9 97.7
1892....................... 97.4 100.8 101.1
1893...................... 92.1 100.7 99.3
1894....................... 83.7 97.5 100.7
1895...................... 102.2 100.1 96.4
1896....................... 93.4 98.7 102.6
1897...................... 100.4 99.7 100.1
1898...................... 117.2 100.8 100.7
1899....................... 122.0 100.1 102.2
1900....................... 118,9 99.0 105.1
1901...................... 134.8 100.0 103.3
1902....................... 136.6 99.8 109.1
1903...................... 134.4 99.6 110.7
1904....................... 124.1 97.1 109.9
1905....................... 128.5 96.6 111.0
1906....................... 146.0 96.4 114.0

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 95.9 100.1 98.6
1891..................... 98.8 100.3 98.4
1892..................... 101.9 100.1 100.9
1893..................... 100.7 100.0 100.8
1894..................... 91.6 100.3 99.7
1895..................... 96.3 100.1 100.3
1896..................... 98.8 100.0 99.7
1897..................... 96.3 99.9 99.4
1898..................... 104.8 100.0 100.8
1899..................... . 114.7 99.4 101.4
1900..................... 117.5 99.1 102.5
1901..................... 122.5 99.5 103.5
1902..................... 120.5 99.7 103.5
1903..................... 116.2 98.5 108.2
1904..................... 108.3 98.5 110.9
1905..................... 105.6 98.0 112.1
1906..................... 114.2 97.6 116.6

TRIM M ER S, CARRIAGE, Male, WOODW ORKERS, M ale.

[Data from 46 establishments 1890-1903; 76, 1904; 
60,1905; 56,1906.]

[Data from 29 establishments 1890-1903; 51, 1904; 
31,1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 ! 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 92.4 100.4 101.3
1891....................... 92.9 100.5 100.9
1892........... ........... 100.0 100.2 100.7
1893....................... 93.4 99.9 101.8
1894....................... 96.2 100.1 98.7
1895....................... 96.7 100.2 99.1
1896................ 99.5 99.9 98.5
1897....................... 101.9 100.1 98.9
1898....................... 110.0 99.9 98.9
1899...................... 117.1 98.6 101.3
1900...................... 116.1 98.7 101.0
1901...................... 128.9 98.7 101.6
1902...................... 116.6 99.4 102.8
1903....................... 118.0 98.1 108.6
1904...................... 110.8 98.2 110.2
1905....................... 108.3 97.5 114.0
1906....................... 117.5 97.4 117.2

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 : 100.0
1890..................... 93.6 100.1 100.5
1891................ 93.6 100.2 100.4
1892..................... 103.7 100.0 100.3
1893..................... 103.7 100,2 99.2
1894..................... 94.5 99.8 99.4
1895..................... 95.4 100.1 101.2
1896..................... 103.7 99.4 100.5
1897..................... 102.8 100.3 99.4
1898..................... 102.8 100.4 -99.0
1899..................... 106.4 99.4 100.2
1900..................... 107.3 99.4 101.6
1901..................... 111.9 98.8 101.2
1902..................... 101.8 98.8 102.3
1903..................... 96.3 97.4 104.7
1904..................... 95.7 97.0 105.0
1905..................... 107.0 95.8 101.9
1906..................... 99.6 96.1 105.1
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CARS, STEAM R AILRO AD ,

B L A C K S M IT H S , M a le .

[Data for employees from 44 establishments 1890- 
1903- Data for hours and wages from 44 estab
lishments 1890-1898; 45, 1899-1903. Data from 
48 establishments 1904; 45,1905,1906.]

B O I L E R  M A K E R S , M a l e .

[Data from 34 establishments 1890-1903; 38, 1904; 
33,1905,1906.]

Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour. employees. week. hour.

Average 1C90-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 111.5 101.9 102.3 1890..................... 91.5 103.7 100.4
1891....................... 104.7 100.8 101.0 1891..................... 92.2 100.9 1Q1.8
1892....................... 107.9 101.5 101.6 1892..................... 100.9 103.3 100.8
1893 ..................... 106.8 101.1 101.8 1893..................... 101.6 102.6 101.3
1894..................... 82.1 96.6 101.1 1894..................... 94.0 94.8 93.1
1895...................... 81.4 98.1 102.2 1895..................... 94.7 97.2 98.7
1896...................... 100.6 98.8 96.1 1896..................... 100.2 97.2 99.1
1897...................... 91.3 98.1 99.4 1897..................... 103.0 97.4 98.7
1898 ..................... 104.6 101.1 97.0 1898..................... 108.7 101.5 99.4
1899....................... 109.6 101.8 97.5 1899..................... 113.9 101.4 100.5
1900 ..................... 121.3 101.9 97.9 1900..................... 118.3 101.8 101.9
1901....................... 123.4 100.9 99.2 1901..................... 134.9 100.2 102.7
1902....................... 129.6 100.7 100.4 1902..................... 139.7 99.8 105.5
1903 . . . .. 137.5 99.9 104.4 1903..................... 168.0 98.5 113.4
1904....................... 127.6 98.4 111.5 1904..................... 159.3 98.5 118.3
1905....................... 137.3 97.8 107.8 1905..................... 168.8 97.4 120.7
1906 ..................... 148.0 97.0 110.9 1906..................... 178.1 96.9 121.5

BRASS F IN ISH E R S, M ale. CABINETM AKERS, M ale.

fData from 7 establishments 1890-1903; 9,1904; 8, [Data from 15 establishments 1890-1903; 20, 1904;
1905; 9, 1906.] 21, 1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890 ..................... 87.5 100.2 105.8 1890..................... 98.1 100.1 107.6
1891 ................ 84.7 99.2 105.1 1891..................... 96.7 99.8 107.3
1892 ................ 94.4 100.3 104.2 1892..................... 74.0 99.9 102.3
1893 .................. 106.9 100.4 107.0 1893..................... 88.3 100.3 105.4
1894...................... 83.3 99.8 87.9 1894..................... 84.5 99.9 86.5
1895...................... 87.5 99.6 93.8" 1895..................... 107.6 100.1 91.8
1896 ..................... 125.0 99.8 98.5 1896..................... 96.1 100.0 97.9
1897....................... 98.6 99.6 99.1 1897.................. 116.6 99.9 97.2
1898 ........... 138.9 100.5 98.2 1898..................... 100.0 99.9 99.3
1899 ..................... 91.7 100.5 100.3 1899..................... 137.7 100.0 104.7
1900...................... 102.8 100.5 105.5 1900..................... 124.6 100.2 106.9
1901 ............. 101.4 100.3 101.0 1901..................... 126.1 99.4 112.7
1902 ..................... 109.7 100.4 112.0 1902..................... 134.1 99.6 122.5
1903 ..................... 201.4 94.0 120.6 1903..................... 103.0 93.4 130.4
1904...................... 194.1 93.3 130.6 1904..................... 128.9 91.9 132.3
1905 ........... 219.4 92.8 113.7 1905..................... 91.6 92.0 120.1
1906 ........... 266.4 92.8 117.7 1906..................... 104.8 92.0 122.9

C ARPENTERS, M ale. LABORERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 40 establishments 1890-
1903. Data for hours and wages from 40 estab fData from 11 establishments 1890-1903; 41, 1904;
lishments 1890-1898; 41, 1899-1903. Data from 42, 1905; 45, 1906.]
49 establishments 1904; 46,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890 . . 100.9 101.2 101.6 1890..................... 105.6 101.2 99.7
1891 101.5 100.4 101.4 1891..................... 111.1 101.3 99.2
1892...................... 105.5 101.3 102.9 1892..................... 107.2 101.0 100.7
1893 104.7 100.5 104.6 1893..................... 105.2 100.3 112.3
1894 90.3 97.9 96.9 1894..................... 70.2 97.5 99.9
1895....................... 89.6 99.0 98.4 1895..................... 81.2 99.8 97.2
1896 . . . . 95.3 98.9 97.5 1896..................... 103.7 99.6 < 98.1
1897....................... 95.9 98.6 98.2 1897..................... 82.6 99.1 98.5
1898....................... 105.2 101.2 9 .8 1898..................... 109.6 100.2 97.2
1899 ................... 111.3 101.0 100.8 1899..................... 123.8 100.0 97.5
1900 . . .  . 121.3 101.3 100.6 1900..................... 149.0 100.2 100.5
1901....................... 122.2 100.6 102.3 1901..................... 145.8 100.6 100.3
1902 ..................... 131.8 100.7 105.9 1902..................... 120.5 100.3 103.1
1903 ..................... 133.7 99.0 109.7 1903..................... 140.9 102.4 104.4
1904....................... 124.6 97.5 113.4 1904..................... 128.6 100.9 106.3
1905...................... 160.7 97.3 115.5 1905..................... 176.2 100.0 107.8
1906..................... 174.5 96.9 119.0 1906..................... 185.4 99.7 109.4
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

C A R S , S T E A M  R A I L R O A D — Continued.

MACHINE W OODW ORKERS, M ale.

[Data lor employees from 21 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 21 estab
lishments 1890-1898; 22, 1899-1903. Data from 
35 establishments 1904; 40,1905; 41, 1906.]

MACHINISTS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 44 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 44 estab
lishments 1890-1898; 45, 1899-1903. Data from 
48 establishments 1904; 45,1905; 46, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 112.1 100.8 102.9
1891....................... 119.3 100.7 106.0
1892....................... 135.0 101.2 100.4
1893....................... 143.2 101.2 102.5
1894....................... 74.0 98.9 97.3
1895....................... 74.3 99.3 96.4
1896....................... 79.2 99.3 99.1
1897....................... 74.6 98.8 95.4
1898...................... 88.7 99.8 99.1
1899....................... 99.5 100.1 100.9
1900...................... 110.0 100.6 101.7
1901...................... 119.8 99.6 100.8
1902....................... 127.8 99.7 106.0
1903....................... 139.6 96.1 113.7
1904....................... 134.8 94.0 115.9
1905....................... 145.1 94.2 115.4
1906............. *........ 174.1 93.7 118.1

Year.
Relative 1 

number of 
employees.

1 Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 94.8 102.0 100.5
1891..................... 94.7 100.7 100.1
1892................... 99.6 102.2 100.3
1893..................... 100.1 101.3 100.8
1894..................... 90.9 95.9 100.7
1895..................... 94.9 99.4 99.9
1 8 9 6 .................. 101.9 98.7 99.5
1897..................... 99.1 98.4 99.4
1898..................... 108.5 100.3 98.9
1899..................... 115.7 101.0 100.2
1900..................... 118.5 101.7 100.6
1901..................... 118.3 101.4 102.1
1902..................... 124.3 101.3 104.8
1903..................... 133.7 99.3 110.7
1904..................... 138.8 98.5 115.2
1905..................... 157.8 96.9 115.8
1906..................... 165.9 96.7 118.6

MOLDERS, BRA SS, M ale.

[Data from 11 establishments 1890-1903; 15, 1904; 
14,1905; 13, 1906.]

MOLDERS, IRON, M ale.
[Data for employees from 13 establishments 1890- 

1903. Data for hours and wages from 13 estab
lishments 1890-1898; 14, 1899-1903. Data from 
14 establishments 1904; 13,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 97.1 101.0 105.6
1891....................... 102.9 101.4 106.9
1892....................... 107.4 101.4 98.9
1893....................... 102.9 101.1 101.0
1894....................... 79.4 94.5 104.4
1895....................... 82.4 101.2 93.8
1896....................... 86.8 100.9 94.2
1897........ 1............ 100.0 96.3 96.4
1898....................... 114.7 101.1 97.0
1899....................... 119.1 101.2 101.6
1900....................... 132.4 101.5 99.7
1901....................... 147.1 101.6 102.1
1902....................... 155.9 101.8 109.2
1903....................... 158.8 95.5 117.5
1904....................... 151.4 94.9 121.4
1905....................... 160.3 94.6 123.6
1906....................... 150.1 95.3 127.2

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... - 113.0 100.4 105.1
1891..................... 106.3 100.8 103.7
1892..................... 111.6 100.8 104.5
1893..................... 97.7 100.7 108.5
1894..................... 86.0 96.4 99.2
1895..................... 83.2 100.7 99.1
1896..................... 101.6 101.2 92.6
1897..................... 85.3 96.9 96.2
1898..................... 100.0 101.0 95.5
1899..................... 115.2 101.1 95.7
1900..................... 124.7 101.1 97.9
1901..................... 113.5 100.2 98.8
1902..................... 125.6 100.2 101.2
1903..................... 122.4 99.3 106.0
1904..................... 108.3 97.8 110.1
1905..................... 106.6 97.0 113.1
1906..................... 116.0 97.0 119.0

PA IN T E R S, M ale.
[Data for employees from 35 establishments 1890- 

1903. Data for hours and wages from 35 estab
lishments 1890-1898; 36, 1899-1903. Data from 
46 establishments 1904; 45,1905,1906.]

PA T T E R N  M AKERS, M ale.
[Data for employees from 24 establishments 1890^ 

1903. Data for hours and wages from 24 estab
lishments 1890-1898; 25, 1899-1903. Data from 
34 establishments 1904; 35,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 113.8 101.3 102.5
1891....................... 124.5 101.1 102.4
1892....................... 113.1 101.3 101.6
1893....................... 129.0 101.4 103.1
1894....................... 79.8 98.2 97.8
1895....................... 87.7 99.1 96.5
1896....................... 85.6 99.0 98.7
1897....................... 77.3 98.1 100.8
1898....................... 88.3 100.2 98.3
1899....................... 101.1 100.4 98.6
1900....................... 98.0 100.8 97.3
1901....................... 103.5 99.8 99.4
1902....................... 104.6 99.7 101.5
1903....................... 93.2 98.9 105.4
1904....................... 108.3 96.2 111.4
1905....................... 118.3 95.6 113.7
1906....................... 129.8 | 95.3 115.3

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 101.8 101.6 101.8
1891..................... 99.1 100.9 102.5
1892..................... 105.4 101.6 101.2
1893..................... 97.3 101.7 103.4
1894..................... 88.3 98.9 100.9
1895..................... , 92.8 97.8 99.0
1896..................... 99.1 97.7 95.8
1897..................... 91.9 97.1 97.0
1898..................... 112.6 101.0 100.0
1899..................... 114.4 101.8 98.7
1900..................... 117.1 101.7 100.1
1901..................... 127.0 101.0 102.1
1902..................... 125.2 101.5 102.5
1903..................... 126.1 98.3 108.5
1904..................... 126.8 97.5 110.7
1905..................... 135.6 97.2 112.5
1906..................... 138.7 96.7 115.8
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CARS, STEAM R AILROAD—Concluded.

Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

PIPES F IT T E R S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab
lishments 1890-1898; 7, 1899-1903. Data from 
36 establishments 1904,1905; 39,1906.]

TINSM ITHS* M ale.

[Data for employees from 34 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 34 estab
lishments 1890-1898; 35,1890-1903. Data from 44 
establishments 1904; 41, 1905, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 101.9 102.5 103.6
1891....................... 94.4 102.4 97.0
1892....................... 113.0 103.3 95.7
1893...................... 124.1 102.5 ‘ 101.7
1894....................... 92.6 94.5 102.5
1895....................... 94.4 96.7 99.5
1896....................... 87.0 96.3 99.2
1897....................... 94.4 96.4 99.6
1898...................... 96.3 102.1 101.4
1899....................... 96.3 103.0 99.9
1900....................... 94.4 102.9 99.1
1901...................... 127.8 101.4 101.2
1902...................... 135.2 101.4 100.1
1903...................... 144.4 100.5 106.5
1904...................... 156.4 99.3 110.4
1905...................... 178.7 99.0 108.5
1903...................... 200.3 98.9 113.8

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 94.7 102.1 98.2
1891..................... 102.4 101.1 97.1
1892..................... 93.9 101.1 102.9
1893..................... 99.7 100.6 101.4
1894..................... 96.5 97.3 97.8
1895..................... 92.3 98.6 99.3
1896..................... 94.9 98.6 101.8
1897..................... 95.2 98.2 102.3
1898..................... 117.3 101.3 96.6
1899..................... 113.3 101.2 102.6
1900..................... 116.0 102.0 103.4
1901..................... 127.2 100.7 103.4
1902..................... 129.3 100.3 112.2
1903..................... 127.5 97.6 119.1
1904..................... 129.0 96.5 121.7
1905..................... 118.1 95.9 121.8
1906..................... 151.7 95.0 130.0

U PH O L ST ER E R S, M ale.

[Data from 25 establishments 1890-1903; 34, 1904; 33, 1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ........ .........
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 .................
1896 .................
1897 .................

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 98.9 100.2
100.6 100.7 108.0 1899..................... 102.9 100.6
116.1 100.9 105.3 1900..................... 117.2 101.0
106.3 100.9 105.1 1901..................... 106.3 100.5
120.7 101.1 107.0 1902..................... 105.2 100.0
87.4 98.5 92.9 1903..................... 108.0 94.9
88.5 98.7 97.0 1904..................... 152.3 91.9
85.1 99.5 94.9 1905..................... 124.5 92.0
91.4 99.0 96.2 1906..................... 147.2 92.6

97.2
98.1

100.0
103.9 
111.8 
123.1
113.9 
118.8

CLOTHING, FACTORY PRODUCT.

b u t t o n h o l e : m a k e r s , m a c h i n e :
M ale.

, b u t t o n h o l e : m a k e r s , m a c h i n e :,
F em ale.

[Data from 1 establishment 1890-1903; 7,1904; 10, 
1905; 8, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 66.7 100.0 102.2
1891...................... 66.7 100.0 102.2
1892...................... 66.7 100.0 102.2
1893...................... 100.0 100.0 99.1
1894...................... 100.0 100.0 99,1
1895....................... 100.0 100.0 99.1
1893....................... 100.0 100.0 99.1
1897...................... 100.0 100.0 99.1
1898....................... 100.0 100.0 99.1
1899....................... 100.0 100.0 99.1
1900....................... 100.0 100.0 99.1
1901....................... 66.7 91.5 111.6
1902....................... 66.7 91.5 111.6
1903....................... 66.7 91.5 111.6
1904....................... 66.7 91.5 112.0
1905...................... 66.7 91.5 109.2
1906....................... 70.5 91.4 105.7

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 20,1904; 14, 
1905; 13, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890................... = 106.7 101.6 96.2
1891..................... 106.7 101.6 96.2
1892..................... 106.7 101.6 96.7
1893..................... 106.7 99.6 98.4
1894..................... 93.3 98.9 99.6
1895..................... 93.3 98.9 99.6
1896..................... 100.0 99.4 102.3
1897..................... 100.0 99.4 103.4
1898..................... 100.0 99.4 107.2
1899..................... 106.7 99.6 102.4
1900..................... 106.7 99.6 99.0
1901..................... 106.7 99.6 99.3
1902..................... 113.3 96.8 99.5
1903..................... 126.7 97.9 104.2
1904..................... 128.0 97.7 106.2
1905..................... 144.4 97.6 112.3
1906..................... 134.4 97.6 124.6
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CLOTHING, FACTORY PRODUCT—Continued.

Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

CUTTERS, HAND, M ale.
[Data from 8 establishments 1890-1903; 26,1904; 25, 

1905,1906.]

CUTTERS, MACHINE, M ale.
[Data from 7 establishments 1890-1903; 18,1904; 21 

1905; 19,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... >j0 0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 90 5 100.2 98.3
1891....................... 90.5 100.2 98.3
1892...................... 100.0 100.1 98.3
1893...................... 95.2 100.1 99.8
1894....................... 100.0 100.1 97.2
1895....................... 100.0 99.9 99.7
1896....................... 100.0 99.9 99.7
1897.:................... 104.8 99.7 103.4 1
1898...................... 109.5 99.8 102.9
1899....................... 114.3 99.9 102.7
1900...................... 109.5 99.8 104.7
1901....................... 119.0 99.7 105.4
1902...................... 128.6 99.9 104.7
1903...................... 123.8 100.1 110.9
1904....................... 126.8 99.8 111.9
1905....................... 135.2 100.8 110.1
1906...................... 147.7 100.3 111.3

EXAM INERS, F em ale.

Year.
Relative 

number pf 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 105.9 100.1 100.8
1891..................... 105.9 100.1 100.8
1892..................... 111.8 100.3 99.8
1893..................... 105.9 100.1 100.8
1894..................... 100.0 100.1 96.7
1895.................... 94.1 99.9 99.7
1896..................... 94.1 99.9 99.7
1897..................... 94.1 99.9 98.4
1898..................... 94.1 99.9 99.9
1899..................... 94.1 99.9 103.4
1900..................... 105.9 100.1 103.6
1901..................... 111.8 99.9 103.7
1902..................... 111.8 99.0 106.1
1903..................... 111.8 98.6 107.2
1904..................... 135.5 98.1 110.3
1905..................... 148.0 97.8 106.6
1906..................... 141.0 97.2 109.9

F IN ISH E R S, F em ale.
[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 17, 1904; 

8,1905,1906.]
[Data from 7 establishments 1890-1903; 20, 1904; 

26,1905; 24,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 100 0 99.9 98.0
1891....................... 100.0 99.9 98.0
1892....................... 105 9 100.1 94.7
1893....................... 100.0 99.9 98.0
1894....................... 88.2 100.4 9 9 9
1895....................... 88.2 100.4 100.4
1896....................... 111.8 100.0 100.7
1897..................... 88.2 99.6 102.8
1898....................... 88.2 99.6 102.0
1899....................... 111.8 99.8 105.1
1900...................... 123 5 100.0 103.6
1901....................... 141.2 99.6 107.2
1902...................... 182.4 98.8 87.5
1903...................... 211.8 97.0 86.6
1904....................... 201.3 97.3 89.2
1905....................... 276.8 97.6 84.7
1906....................... 283.4 97.4 87.6

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100 0
1890..................... 90.5 100.8 100.1
1891..................... 90.5 100.8 100.1
1892..................... 98.4 100.4 98 2
1893..................... 96.8 100.3 97.9
1894..................... 88.9 100.7 97.9
1895..................... 90.5 100.1 101.3
1896..................... 93.7 99.4 101.3
1897..................... 103.2 99.3 101.3
1898..................... 115.9 99.2 102.3
1899..................... 123.8 99.0 99.2
1900..................... 138.1 99.0 100.2
1901..................... 133.3 98.5 103.3
1902..................... 147.6 98.4 101.3
1903..................... 142.9 98.4 101.1
1904..................... 151.5 97.6 101.5
1905..................... 164.7 97.3 106.4
1906..................... 181.0 97.7 112 3

P R E SSE R S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 7 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 8 estab
lishments 1890-1899; 7,1900-1903. Data from 29 
establishments 1904, 1905; 28,1906.]

SEWING-MACHINE OPERATORS, 
M ale.

[Data for employees from 1 establishment 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 1 estab
lishment 1890-1901; 2, 1902, 1903. Data from 16 
establishments 1904; 24, 1905; 21,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 107.7 100.2 100.4
1891....................... 107.7 100.2 100.4
1892...................... 111.5 100.3 100.3
1893...................... 100.0 100.0 103.9
1894....................... 111.5 100.3 100 3
1895....................... 115.4 100 2 100A
1896...................... 88.5 99 6 96.8
1897...................... 88.5 99.7 95 0
1898...................... 92.3 99.8 97.5
1899....................... 88.5 99.7 105.2
1900...................... 103.8 99.8 104.9
1901...................... 115.4 99.9 109.4
1902....................... 107.7 99.9 111.0
1903....................... 103.8 98.3 113.5
1904....................... 111.7 97.9 115.2
1905....................... 120.9 97.9 113.9
1906....................... 135.5 98.7 118.6

Average 1890-99..
1890 ................
1891 ................
1892 ................
1893 ................
1894 ................
1895 ................
1896 ................
1897 ................
1898 ................
1899 ................
1900 ................
1901 ................
1902 ................
1903 ................
1904 ................
1905 ................
1906 ................

100.0 100.
83.3 100.
83.3 100.
91.7- 100.
91.7 100.

108.3 100.
108.3 100.
83.3 100.

108.3 100.
108.3 100.
100.0 100.
108.3 91.
108.3 91.
108.3 92.
108.3 91.
132.7 90.
153.3 90.
160 0 90.

0 100.0
0 99 3
0 99 3
0 101 9
0 101 9
0 98.6
0 98 6
0 99 3
0 98 6
0 98 6
0 104 1
5 103 5
5 113 0
0 95 3
6 108 4
6 103 7
6 104.3
4 110.5

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



T a b l e  II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

CLOTHING, FACTORY PRODUCT—Concluded.

WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 77

S£W IN  G-MACHINE OPERATORS, F em a le.

[Data from 9 establishments 1890-1903; 27,1904; 26,1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 
1890.......................

100.0
94.1

101.9
98.6 
88.9
97.8
99.9
96.7 

103.6

100.0
100.2
99.9

100.0
100.5
100.1
100.2
100.0
99.7

100.0
97.5 
99.4

101.1
98.8
96.6 
97.3 
99.6 
99.0

1898..................... 111.2
107.3 
105.9 
108.2
99.5

108.6
109.4 
119.1 
145.3

99.6
99.8 

100.0 
100.0
99.5 
99.3 
99.2
98.8
98.6

105.7
105.4
103.0
104.2 
108.6 
111. 5,
119.2
125.3 
130.9

1899.....................
1891....................... 1900.....................
1892....................... 1901.....................
1893....................... 1902.....................
1894....................... 1903.....................
1895....................... 1904.....................
1896................ 1905.....................
1897....................... 1906.....................

COTTON GOODS.

€ ARDING-M A€ H1NE T EN D ER S, 
M ale.

[Data for employees from 21 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hoars and wages from 21 estab
lishments 1890; 22, 1891; 23, 1892-1903.. Data 
from 22 establishments 1904; 29,1905; 30,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 86.5 100.7 98.0
1891....................... 94.9 101.1 99.8
1892....................... 101.9 101.2 99.5
1893....................... 100.5 99.6 101.4
1894....................... 101.4 97.8 102.1
1895....................... 99.1 99.7 101.4
1896....................... 102.8 100.0 101.9
1897....................... 100.0 98.9 100.8
1898....................... 103.3 100.5 97.8
1899....................... 107.9 100.5 97.0
1900....................... 111.2 100.5 104.5
1901....................... 110.2 100.8 103.2
1902....................... 110.2 100.2 108.3
1903....................... 114.4 100.2 108.9
1904.................... 115.1 99.9 109.3
1905....................... 118.5 100.1 112.3
1906....................... 125.6 99.8 119.8

LOOM F IX E R S , M ale.

[Data for employees from 22 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 22 estab
lishments 1890; 23, 1891; 24, 1892-1903. Data 
from 22 establishments 1904; 29,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 89.6 100.4 102.6
1891....................... 92.5 101.0 100.4
1892....................... 97.5 100.8 101.2
1893....................... 95.3 99.9 103.9
1894...................... 98.7 97.4 99.2
1895....................... 102.2 99.6 98.0
1896....................... 99.7 99.9 100.5
1897....................... 108.5 99.3 99.9
1898....................... 111.0 100.7 97.6
1899....................... 105.7 100.9 96:4
1900....................... 112.6 100.6 105.7
1901....................... 117.0 100.5 105.8
1902....................... 124.8 99.7 110.3
1903.......:.............. 129.6 99.8 111.4
1904....................... 133.4 99.9 108.8
1905....................... 131.7 99.9 108.4
1906...................... 144.6 99.6 115.6

O X ER S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab
lishments 1890, 1891; 7, 1892-1903. Data from 5 
establishments 1904; 8,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 116.7 99.1 106.3
1891..................... 118.5 98.9 107.2
1892..................... 113.0 99.7 105.1
1893..................... 100.0 99.6 104.1
1894..................... 90.7 100.3 95.6
1895..................... 88.9 100.7 92.3
1896..................... 96.3 100.2 95.2
1897..................... 87.0 100.6 96.9
1898..................... 90.7 100.3 99.4
1899..................... 92.6 100.7 97.8
1900..................... 101.9 100,5 100.9
1901..................... 103.7 100.0 102.3
1902..................... 120.4 98.6 107.1
1903..................... 118.5 98.8 107.7
1904..................... 110.6 98.7 104.8
1905..................... 110.0 98.6 105.7
1906..................... 121.8 98.2 112.0

SPINNERS, FRA M E, M ale.
[Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890- 

1903. Data for hours and wages from 8 estab
lishments 1890, 1897; 9, 1891, 1893, 1898, 1901; 10, 
1894, 1896, 1899, 1903; 11, 1892, 1895, 1900, 1902. 
Data from 12 establishments 1904; 11, 1905; 14, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 36.1 97.3 111.6
1891..................... 101.4 100.5 89.7
1892..................... 83.3 102.4 91.6
1893..................... 101.4 100.2 89.9
1894..................... 72.2 100.4 85.7
1895..................... 70.8 100.9 91.2
1896..................... 95.8 98.3 127.0
1897..................... 120.8 99.2 109.2
1898..................... 156.9 100.5 98.9
1899.*.................. 161.1 100.3 105.8
1900..................... 173.6 100.0 128.5
1901..................... 119.4 99.0 135.8
1902..................... 168.1 98.0 147.3
1903..................... 86.1 96.4 185.9
1904..................... 78.5 97.8 169.7
1905..................... 75.3 97.8 200.4
1906..................... 131.4 94.2 275.7
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

SPIN NERS, FR A M E , F em a le .
[Data for employees from 20 establishments 1890- 

1903. Data for hours and wages from 20 estab
lishments 1890; 21, 1891; 22, 1892-1903. Data 
from 22 establishments 1904; 29,1905,1906.]

Yfcar.

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

100.0
88.8
88.7
92.3
93.9
95.4
94.4 
97.0

110.9
119.9
118.4 
107.8 
115.2
110.5
120.0
125.6
128.6 
127.6

100.0
100.2
101.0
101.5
100.3
98.1

100.0
99.6
98.8 

100.1 
100.2 
100.1
99.5
99.2
98.9
98.9
98.8
98.6

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

100.0
99.8
99.4
95.4

102.1
97.9
99.5

108.3
104.1
97.6 
96.3

108.7
111.8
117.1 
123.7 
125.0
132.4
149.4

W E A V E R S, H a le .
[Data for employees from 16 establishments 1890- 

1903. Data for hours and wages from 17 estab
lishments 1890; 19,1891,1893,1897,1903; 20,1892, 
1894-1896, 1898-1902. Data from 20 establish
ments 1904; 28,1905; 26,1906.]

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 ...
1903 .......
1904 ......
1905 .......
1906 .......

100.0
80.3
80.4
84.5 
98.2
95.0
98.0

100.2
117.1 
120.7
125.4
124.3
116.3
121.3
117.2
109.0
108.1
118.5

100.0
99.2 

100.7 
101.5
99.5 
99.0 
99.7
99.3

100.1
100.5
100.5 
100.0 
100.2
99.5 
98.9
98.5
98.6
97.7

100.0
113.5
103.1
99.0

107.6
98.6
96.6

102.9 
95.3 
91.5
92.1

105.1
104.3
110.7
118.3
115.3
116.9
128.2

SPINNERS, MULE, JRale.

[Data from 11 establishments 1890-1904; 13, 1905; 
11,1906.]

Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 104.8 101.0 91.4
1891..................... 106.2 101.0 93.2
1892..................... 92.4 101.0 110.7
1893..................... 94.8 99.7 114.2
1894..................... 112.4 99.4 96.2
1895..................... 102.9 99.7 97.8
1896..................... 98.6 99.2 99.5
1897..................... 95.2 99.7 102.3
1898..................... 99.5 99.7 98.2
1899..................... 91.0 99.7 96.4
1900..................... 95.7 99.7 110.0
1901..................... 98.6 99.7 110.0
1902..................... 89.0 98.9 116.5
1903..................... 84.3 99.0 115.2
1904..................... 84.3 99.0 111.0
1905..................... 83.0 99.0 113.4
1906..................... 79.0 98.9 117.6

W EAVERS, F em a le .

[Data for employees from 19 establishments 1890-
1903. Data for hours and wages from 19 estab-
lishments 1890; 20, 1891; 21, 1892-1903. Data
from 21 establishments 1904; 29,1905; 27, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 98.7 101.1 99.1
1891..................... 103.7 101.5 98.6
1892..................... 101.6 101.8 99.7
1893..................... 101.4 100.2 105.2
1894..................... 102.7 96.6 99.6
1895..................... 102.7 99.8 98.3
1896..................... 99.6 99.6 103.5
1897..................... 97.2 98.6 100.8
1898..................... 97.6 100.3 98.4
1899..................... 94.9 100.3 96.8
1900..................... 97.0 100.1 109.8
1901..................... 91.7 99.9 109.6
1902..................... 93.0 99.6 112.2
1903..................... 87.5 99.6 114.3
1904..................... 86.1 99.7 113.5
1905..................... 84.1 99.7 114.4
1906..................... 76.5 99.4 121.8

D YE IN G , FIN ISH IN G , A N D  PR IN TING  TEXTILES.
BLEA CH ER S, M ale*

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 11,1904; 14, 
1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 79.6 101.4 99.8
1891....................... 81.5 101.4 94.6
1892....................... 96.3 100.7 97.7
1893....................... 107.4 99.6 99.7
1894....................... 95.4 99.3 99.2
1895....................... 105.6 99.6 100.2
1896....................... 100.0 99.6 102.5
1897....................... 113.0 99.0 101.6
1898...................... 101.9 99.7 102.7
1899....................... 115.7 99.8 101.7
1900....................... 122.2 99.8 102.9
1901....................... 138.9 99.5 102.2
1902....................... 159.3 99.5 103.3
1903....................... 185.2 99.8 104.2
1904....................... 198.9 99.7. 103.7
1905....................... 251.2 99.9 104.1
1906....................... 269.1 98.8 109.9

CALENDRERS, JR a le.
[Data from 8 establishments 1890-1903; 10,1904; 14, 

1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 93.9 101.0 98.8
1891..................... 98.8 100.9 99.3
1892..................... 102.4 100.5 100.1
1893..................... 100.0 99.8 101.4
1894..................... 92.7 98.8 99.5
1895..................... 95.1 99.8 98.8
1896..................... 92.7 99.9 100.3
1897..................... 102.4 99.2 100.9
1898..................... 106.1 100.0 101.1
1899..................... 117.1 100.0 100.0
1900..................... 123.2 100.1 103.0
1901..................... 126.8 100.1 104.1
1902..................... 132.9 100.2 105.5
1903..................... 147.6 100.2 106.0
1904..................... 146.8 100.2 107.9
1905..................... 178.3 100.6 107.0
1906..................... 174.9 100.2 108.6
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

COLOR M IX ERS, M ale.
[Data lor employees from 3 establishments 1890- 

1903. Data for hours and wages from 3 estab
lishments 1890, 1891; 4,1892-1903. Data from 6 
establishments 1904; 9, 1905; 10, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 105.6 102.5 97.3
1891....................... 100.0 102.5 98.8
1892....................... 95.8 101.6 100.2
1893....................... 97.2 99.1 101.6
1894....................... 93.0 99.1 97.4
1895....................... 101.4 99.1 100.3
1896....................... 105.6 99.1 101.0
1897....................... 108.5 99.1 100.6
1898....................... 94.4 99.1 102.0
1899....................... 104.2 99.1 100.6
1900....................... 94.4 99.1 105.1
1901....................... 105.6 99.1 103.7
1902....................... 115.5 99.1 104.1
1903....................... 112.7 99.1 105.9
1904....................... 103.9 99.2 106.4
1905....................... 112.0 100.9 109.0
1906....................... 96.1 101.1 I 110.7

D Y E R S, M ale.

[Data from 11 establishments 1890-1906; 13, 1904; 
14,1905; 17, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 95.3 102.0 99.4
1891..................... 115.0 102.0 96.5
1892..................... 106.2 101.3 98.5
1893..................... 104.7 99.8 101.8
1894..................... 98.5 97.3 98.7
1895..................... 95.3 99.9 98.9
1896..................... 97.5 99.9 101.8
1897..................... 98.7 97.6 101.4
1898..................... 94.5 100.1 101.3
1899..................... 94.8 100.2 101.6
1900..................... 93.6 100.2 104.9
1901..................... 107.4 100.1 103.8
1902..................... 99.2 100.1 106.0
1903..................... 106.6 100.1 107.6
1904..................... 97.8 100.5 108.2
1905..................... 96.6 100.6 109.0
1906..................... 106.0 99.9 110.8

ENG RAVERS, M ale. P R IN T E R S , M ale.
[Data for employees from 4 establishments 1890- 

1903. Data for hours and wages from 4 estab
lishments 1890, 1891; 5, 1892-1903. Data from 5 
establishments 1904; 8, 1905; 9, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 101.8 101.8 99.3
1891....................... 98.2 101.8 98.2
1892....................... 101.8 101.3 99.1
1893....................... 94.7 99.3 96.7
1894....................... 91.2 99.2 98.6
1895....................... 78.9 99.1 99.9
1896....................... 100.0 99.3 100.4
1897....................... 101.8 99.3 101.2
1898....................... 108.8 99.4 103.7
1899....................... 122.8 99.4 102.8
1900....................... 138.6 99.3 103.6
1901....................... 115.8 99.4 106.5
1902....................... 124.6 99.3 105.8
1903....................... 103.5 99.0 105.9
1904...................... 106.7 99.6 106.6
1905...................... 112.1 99.2 107.2
1906....................... 120.0 99.2 107.8

[Data for employees from 5 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 estab
lishments 1890, 1891; 6 1892-1903. Data from 6 
establishments 1904; 10, 1905; 11, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 
1890.....................

100.0
107.3

100.0
101.7

100.0
97.0

1891..................... 100.0 101.7 97.8
1892..................... 94.5 101.1 100.8
1893 .................. 98.2 99.4 102.7
1894..................... 85.5 99.4 103.2
1895..................... 96.4 99.4 99.6
1896..................... 96.4 99.3 100.3
1897..................... 101.8 99.3 100.3
1898..................... 107.3 99.4 98.1
1899..................... 110.9 99.3 100.3
1900........... ......... 103.6 99.3 100.5
1901..................... 3,10.9

125.5
99.4 100.7

1902..................... 99.4 100.8
1903..................... 112.7 99.3 100.3
1904..................... 106.7 100.1 100.5
1905..................... 110.0 99.5 99.6
1906..................... 108.9 99.4 100.2

EDECTRICAD APPARATUS A N D  SUPPLIES.

A RM A TU RE W INDERS, M ale.
[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 7, 1904- 

1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 68.3 100.9 98.3
1891....................... 56.1 100.7 100.8
1892....................... 63.4 100.8 99.3
1893....................... 63.4 100.8 98.1
1894....................... 97.6 101.3 94.0
1895....................... 114.6 101.4 95.7
1896....................... 136.6 98.3 108.3
1897....................... 129.3 98.8 102.0
1898....................... 129.3 98.1 101.9
1899....................... 136.6 98.7 101.6
1900....................... 175.6 99.4 99.7
1901....................... 175.6 94.7 111.7
1902....................... 187.8 94.7 109.7
1903....................... 222.0 94.6 112.8
1904....................... 204.0 94.4 109.9
1905....................... 305.1 94.6 113.7
1906...................... 400.1 94.7 123.6

BRASS F IN ISH E R S, M ale.
[Data from 1 establishment 1890-1903; 5, 1904- 

1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100. jO 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 50.0 100.0 101.1
1891..................... 56.3 100.0 100.0
1892..................... 56.3 100.0 100.0
1893..................... 62.5 100.0 99.1
1894..................... 62.5 100.0 98.7
1895..................... 75.0 100.0 97.4
1896..................... 143.8 100.0 98.5
1897..................... 156.3 100.0 101.0
1898..................... 118.8 100.0 103.9
1899..................... 200.0 100.0 100.6
1900..................... 181.3 100.0 104.9
1901..‘.................. 206.3 93.2 103.8
1902..................... 256.3 93.2 104.9
1903..................... 262.5 93.2 105.2
1904..................... 203.1 93.2 105.4
1905..................... 247.3 92.7 104.0
1906..................... 421.0 92.9 113.4
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

MACHINISTS,
[Data from 4 establishments 

1906.]

, M ale.
1890-1903:; 7, 1904-

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 
1890......................

100.0
50.4

100.0
99.0

100.0
101.1

1891...................... 57.8 99.4 100.0
1892...................... 58.5 99.4 99.4
1893...................... 61.5 99.5 99.4
1894...................... 82.2 100.1 96.2
1895...................... 112.6 100.3 102.0
1896...................... 114.8 100.1 97.9
1897...................... 137.8 100.6 99.4
1898....................... 157.0 100.7 101.4
1899....................... 165.9 100.7 103.3
1900...................... 206.7 101.0 106.4
1901...................... 220.7 95.3 110.8
1902....................... 258.5 95.2 107.4
1903...................... 264.4 95.2 108.7
1904....................... 205.6 95.2 110.4
1905....................... 309.9 95.1 107.8
1906....................... 440.5 95.1 111.8

P A T T E R N  M AKERS, M ale.
[Data from 1 establishment 1890-1903; 4, 1904, 

1905; 5, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative, 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 50.0 100.0 94.0
1891..................... 50.0 100.0 94.0
1892..................... 50.0 100.0 94.0
1893..................... 75.0 100.0 94.0
1894..................... 75.0 100.0 94.0
1895..................... 100.0 100.0 94.0
1896..................... 125.0 100.0 94.0
1897..................... 125.0 100,0 109.7
1898..................... 125.0 100.0 116.0
1899..................... 175.0 100.0 116.4
1900..................... 250.0 100.0 99.3
1901..................... 250.0 93.2 105.0
1902..................... 225.0 93.2 107.2
1903..................... 250.0 93.2 116.3
1904..................... 263.0 93.2 115.6
1905..................... 330.1 93.0 117.1
1906..................... 398.0 93.0 119.0

FJDOUK.

BOLTERS, m ale.
[Data from 11 establishments 1890-1903; 21,1904; 

32,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 95.7 99.9 100.9
1891....................... 95.7 99.9 100.9
1892...................... 95.7 99.9 101.4
1893...................... 95.7 99.9 101.4
1894...................... 95.7 99.9 99.6
1895...................... 95.7 99.9 100.4
1896...................... 104.3 100.1 98.8
1897...................... 108.7 100.2 98.7
1898...................... 108.7 100.2 99.0
1899...................... 108.7 100.2 99.0
1900...................... 108.7 100.2 100.8
1901...................... 108.7 100.2 103.7
1902...................... 108.7 100.2 106.6
1903...................... 108.7 100.2 106.5
1904...................... 108.7 100.4 106.6
1905.............-....... 105.1 100.6 106.5
1906....................... 108.7 99.9 108.3

M ILLERS, M ale.

LABORERS, M ale.
[Data from 7 establishments 1890-1903; 31, 1904: 

45,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 81.3 100.5 97.0
1891..................... 82.4 100.5 97.3
1892..........•.......... 83.0 100.4 97.4
1893..................... 84.7 100.4 97.8
1894..................... 84.1 100.4 97.8
1895..................... 88.1 100.2 99.1
1896..................... 118.8 99.5 103.1
1897..................... 119.3 99.5 103.0
1898..................... 129.0 99.3 103.8
1899..................... 127.3 99.4 103.5
1900..................... 127.8 99.4 103.9
1901..................... 134; 1 98.4 115.1
1902..................... 134.1 96.9 117.6
1903..................... 131.3 96.9 118.0
1904..................... 130.6 97.0 117.8
1905..................... 136.7 97.4 117.1
1906..................... 144.3 97.1 118.2

M ILLW RIG H TS, M ale.
[Data from 33 establishments 1890-1903; 39,1904; 

46, 1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 92.5 99.7 100.4
1891...................... 92.5 99.7 100.6
1892...................... 94.8 99.9 100.3
1893...................... 94.8 99.9 100.4
1894...................... 96.5 100.0 99.9
1895...................... 96.5 100.0 100.2
1896...................... 106.4 100.3 99.4
1897...................... 106.4 100.5 98.7
1898...................... 109.2 100.2 100.0
1899...................... 111.0 99.8 100.2
1900...................... 112.1 99.8 101.5
1901...................... 111.6 99.8 102.1
1902...................... 116.2 95.4 107.8
1903...................... 119.1 93.0 110.7
1904...................... 119.9 93.4 111.6
1905....................... 123.8 93.7 112.1
1906...................... 128.6 93.8 112.8

[Data from 18 establishments 1890-1903; 26, 1904; 
38,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 93.8 100.1 100.2
1891..................... 87.5 100.4 99.7
1892..................... 93.8 100.1 100.7
1893..................... 114.6 99.2 101.9
1894..................... 95.8 100.0 -99.8
1895..................... 91.7 100.2 98.5
1896..................... 100.0 99.8 98.3
1897..................... 93.8 100.9 98.6
1898..................... 120.8 99.6 101.4
1899..................... 114.6 99.8 100 9
1900..................... 110.4 100.0 102.9
1901..................... 102.1 100.4 103.6
1902..................... 106.3 100.2 105.4
1903..................... 104.2 100 3 106.2
1904..................... 116.7 100.1 107.0
1905..................... 127.7 100.0 103.7
1906..................... 129.6 100.0 105.3
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATION S—Continued.

F I jOTTR—Concluded.

PACKERS* M ale.

[Data from 15 establishments 1890-1903; 35,1904; 45,1905; 46,1906.]

lative 
iber of 
)loye$s.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 118.5 98.4 103.5
88.0 101.1 98.5 1899..................... 126.9 97.8 105.3
88.9 99.8 102.9 1900..................... 134.3 97.2 107.5
90.7 100.4 101.6 1901..................... 146.3 97.5 113.7
90.7 101.0 96.8 1902..................... 151.9 97.6 114.5
91.7 101.2 96.4 1903..................... 156.5 98.0 114.6
89.8 101.0 94.1 1904..................... 143.9 96.5 114.0

102.8 100.0 99.5 1905..................... 157.6 97.3 115.7
107.4 99.3 101.6 1906..................... 159.3 97.2 118.0

Year.

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 .................

FOUNDRY A N D  M ACHINE SHOP.

BLACKSMITHS, M ale.

[Data from 166 establishments 1890-1903; 192,1904; 
179,1905; 188,1906.]

BOILER M AKERS, M ale.

[Data from 97 establishments 1890-1903; 96, 1904; 
91,1905; 93,1906.]

Average 1890-99.
1890 ..............
1891 ..............
1892 ..............
1893 ..............
1894 ..............
1895 .............
1896 ..............
1897 ..............
1898 ............. .
1899.:................
1900 ..............
1901 ..............
1902 ............. .
1903 ..............
1904 ..............
1905 ..............
1906 ..............

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0
99.5 100.5 101.4 1890..................... 105.8 101.2

100.5 100.2 101.6 1891..................... 102.2 101.2
101.2 100.5 101.2 1892..................... 105.1 100.6
101.7 99.9 101.4 1893..................... 101.3 99.8
88.4 99.3 99.1 1894..................... 87.5 99.9
93.9 100.2 98.6 1895..................... 89.9 99.9
95.1 99.7 100.1 1896................ 97.9 99.1
93.9 99.8 98.6 1897..................... 94.8 99.3

110.2 100.2 98.0 1898..................... 107.2 99.6
115.5 99.8 99.9 1899..................... 108.4 99 2
120.7 99.6 , 101.7 1900..................... 116.9 98 0
130.7 97.8 104.4 1901..................... 125.5 97.1
139.2 96.8 107.7 1902..................... 128.6 96.3
142.5 95.7 111.8 1903..................... 134.6 96.1
130.6 95.5 110.2 1904..................... 121.3 95.0
137.6 98.0 111.7 1905..................... 120.9 94.8
158.4 98.1 114.7 1906..................... 130.4 95.2

100.0
99.4
98.8 
99.1 
99.0

100.2
100.8
100.7
99.9

100.3
101.7
106.3
107.1
107.3
109.2
113.2
115.4
118.2

BOILER R IV E T E R S , M ale.

[Data from 8 establishments 1890-1903; 16, 1904; 
20,1905; 19,1906.]

BRASS FIN ISH E R S, M ale.

[Data from 20 establishments 1890-1903; 26,1904, 
1905; 23,1906.]

Average 1890-99.
1890 .............
1891 ..............
1892 ..............
1893 ..............
1894 ..............
1895 ..............
1896 ..............
1897 .............
1898 .............
1899 .............
1900 .............
1901 .............
1902 .............
1903 .............
1904 .............
1905 .............
1906 .............

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100 0 100.0
84.8 101.8 107.0 1890..................... 108.7 99.9 100.7

131.6 101.7 92.9 1891..................... 104.8 99.9 102.2
62.0 99.9 108.5 1892..................... 102.5 100.1 101.4

117.7 100.8 93.3 1893..................... 103.1 100.2 99.9
98.7 100.9 94.3 1894..................... 86.5 99.7 101.1
94.9 100.8 99.0 1895..................... 94.4 99.7 100.9

100.0 99.6 96.8 1896..................... 89.6 99.9 100.0
77.2 99.2 102.6 1897..................... 96.3 100 0 98.0
89.9 99.4 96.1 1898..................... 102.2 100.2 97.5

141.8 95.8 109.6 1899..................... 111.5 100.2 98.2
132.9 98.1 94.8 1900..................... 108.4 98.5 102 0
168.4 97.2 101.5 1901..................... 120.8 98.6 104.1
102.5 93.6 115.3 1902..................... 127.5 95.1 109.6
149.4 92.8 113.1 1903..................... 142.4 92.9 111.9
130.2 92.2 119.2 1904..................... 136.9 92.1 113.3
137.4 91.3 122.9 1905..................... 147.0 92.1 113.0
161.3 91.2 128.7 1906..................... 177.0 91.6 115.4
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FO U N D R Y A N D  M ACHINE SHOP—Continued.

Tablb EL—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATION S—Continued.

CORE M AKERS, M ale.

[Data lor employees from 40 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 40 estab
lishments 1890-1901; 41, 1902, 1903. Data from 
104 establishments 1904; 119, 1905; 128, 1906.)

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 95.7 100.2 100.2
1891....................... 97.0 100.2 100.3
1892....................... 97.0 100.2 100.9
1893....................... 102.4 100.2 99.0
1894....................... 95.7 99.9 97.2
1895....................... 95.7 100.2 98.1
1896....................... 95.7 100.1 100.3
1897....................... 92.7 99.4 101.2
1898....................... 107.3 99.8 101.2
1899....................... 122.0 99.7 101.4
1900....................... 134.1 99.5 102.9
1901....................... 134.1 98.4 107.0
1902....................... 154.9 97.5 106.3
1903....................... 154.9 95.7 113.0
1904...................... 128.1 94.7 116.4
1905....................... 161.8 95.0 115.1
1906...................... 178.3 94.6 120.7

CORE M A K ERS, F em ale*

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1903; 5, 1904, 
1905; 6, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 142.9 100.2 83.3
1891..................... 85.7 100.0 102.3
1892..................... 71.4 99.9 109.6
1893..................... 57.1 99.7 116.6
1894..................... 85.7 100.0 105.0
1895.................. 85.7 100.0 105.5
1896..................... 71.4 99.9 107.9
1897..................... 100.0 100.1 97.5
1898..................... 114.3 100.2 96.6
1899..................... 171.4 100.0 75.4
1900..................... 157.1 100.3 88.7
1901..................... 114.3 100.2 93.9
1902..................... 185.7 100.2 86.5
1903..................... 185.7 100.2 97.0
1904............. ....... 165.8 98.4 100.3
1905..................... 288.9 98.0 96.4
1906..................... 209.0 98.7 101.9

MACHINISTS,, Male*LABORERS, Male*

[Data from 128 establishments 1890-1903; 186,1904; 
192,1905; 198, 1906.]

[Data from 218 establishments 1890-1903; 228,1904; 
206, 1905; 205, 1906.]

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
102.6 100.3 99.6 1890..................... 97.9 100.7 100.5
100.2 100.2 101.6 1891..................... 100.0 100.6 101.2
103.2 100.2 102.2 1892..................... 99.9 100.2 102.3
98.4 100.1 101.7 1893..................... 104.9 99.8 101.9
81.1 99.4 98.2 1894..................... 80.1 99.9 97.5
93.7 100.1 98.3 1895..................... 90.8 99.9 97.5
97.8 100.0 99.6 1896..................... 95.6 99.8 99.6
94.0 99.5 99.9 1897..................... 93.4 99.7 99.7

109.1 99.9 99.2 1898..................... 111.9 100.0 99.0
119.8 100.3 99.9 1899..................... 125.5 99.3 100.8
126.8 99.7 102.7 1900..................... 130.9 99.1 103.6
135.6 97.7 104.7 1901..................... 141.2 97.0 106.8
143.5 97.1 107.0 1902..................... 151.8 95.7 110.3
154.3 96.0 111.7 1903..................... 158.5 94.9 112.9
145.1 95.7 113.2 1904..................... 135.7 94.0 112.8
162.0 95.7 114.4 1905..................... 151.0 94.5 113.1
183.8 95.7 119.4 1906..................... 169.0 94.4 116.4

Average 1890-99.
1890 .............
1891 .............
1892 ............. .
1893 ............. .
1894 ............. .
1895 ............. .
1896 ............. .
1897 .............
1898 ............. .
1899 ............. .
1900 .............
1901 .............
1902 .............
1903 .............
1904 .............
1905 .............
1906 .............

MOLDERS, R RASS, M ale.

[Data from 38 establishments 1890-1903; 52, 1904; 
48,1905; 39, 1906.]

MOLDERS, IRON, M ale.

[Data from 183 establishments 1890-1903; 179,1904; 
169, 1905; 168,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 90.5 100.0 98.4
1891...................... 96.8 99.8 99.8
1892...................... 100.9 100.1 102.3
1893...................... 100.9 100.0 101.5
1894...................... 90.9 100.0 98.5
1895...................... 93.6 100.1 96.2
1896...................... 92.3 100.0 101.1
1897...................... 97.7 100.1 100.3
1898...................... 114.1 99.9 100.9
1899...................... 122.7 100.1 101.1
1900...................... 115.9 99.5 102.9
1901...................... 133.2 99.1 107.5
1902...................... 137.3 96.8 114.0
1903...................... 142.7 94.8 117.0
1904...................... 134.8 94.0 117.3
1905...................... 127.0 94.3 113.8
1906...................... 127.0 94.1 115.1

Average 1890-99..
1890 ................
1891 ................
1892 ................
1893 ................
1894 ................
1895 ................
1896 ................
1897 ................
1898...................
1899 ................
1900 ................
1901 ................
1902 ................
1903 ................
1904 ................
1905 ................
1906 ................

100.0 100.0 100.0
99.6 100.4 100.6
99.3 100.5 101.5

102.0 100.3 100.9
107.0 99.8 101.2
84.7 99.7 97.9
93.5 100.0 98.0
97.8 99.9 99.2
91.9 99.8 100.0

108.7 100.0 99.1
115.6 99.7 101.7
127.4 99.6 106.7
127.5 98.6 108.4
133.4 97.2 114.6
141.8 95.8 120.2
116.2 95.1 119.5
134.9 95.1 119.3
147.6 95.1 123.8
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

FOUNDR Y AN D  M ACHINE SHOP—Concluded.
PA T T ER N  M AKERS, M ale.

[Data from 161 establishments 1890-1903; 178,1904; 171, 1905; 174,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 114.0 100.1 101.1
1890....................... 92.2 100.6 100.3 1899..................... 122.3 99.3 100.9
1891....................... 94.1 100.6 101.0 1900..................... 124.1 98.9 104.3
1892....................... 94.4 100.5 101.0 1901..................... 120.2 97.7 106.8
1893....................... 101.4 99.8 102.1 1902..................... 126.7 96.3 111.4
1894....................... 85.8 100.0 96.6 1903..................... 132.9 94.8 116.2
1895...................... 98.8 99.9 97.7 1904..................... 120.5 94.4 117.3
1896....................... 100.1 99.7 99.9 1905..................... 136.2 94.5 118.4
1897....................... 96.4 99.5 99.5 1906..................... 143.7 94.2 125.2

FURNITURE.

CABINETM AKERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 50 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 50 estab
lishments 1890-1892; 51,1893-1903. Data from 55 
establishments 1904; 58,1905,1906.]

CARTERS, H AND, M ale.

[Data from 20 establishments 1890-1903; 25,1904; 
36,1905; 37,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 92.0 101.2 101.8
1891....................... 91.6 100.5 102.3
1892...................... 102.1 99.7 104.5
1893...................... 101.3 99.4 103.6
1894....................... 95.9 98.4 100.1
1895...................... 92.8 99.8 98.2
1896....................... 96.9 99.8 97.2
1897...................... 105.4 99.8 98.1
1898....................... 103.3 100.7 95.7
1899................. 118.3 100.4 98.6
1900....................... 112.8 99.9 100.4
1901....................... 108.4 98.3 107.2
1902....................... 119.6 96.8 115.1
1903....................... 125.7 96.7 116.9
1904...................... 127.7 95.9 119.0
1905...................... 137.6 95.3 122.2
1906....................... 158.5 93.4 128.5

MACHINE W OODW ORKERS, M ale.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 83.3 103.1 97.0
1891..................... 94.9 99.8 103.2
1892..................... 121.8 96.0 113.7
1893..................... 94.9 102.6 97.7
1894..................... 91.0 99.2 95.6
1895..................... 98.7 102.2 84.6
1896..................... 91.0 101.6 95.2
1897..................... 100.0 99.5 101.0
1898..................... 102.6 99.8 99.7
1899..................... 126.9 96.4 112.3
1900..................... 94.9 101.2 102.2
1901..................... 101.3 99.4 112.3
1902..................... 124.4 97.2 119.0
1903..................... 120.5 99.8 112.7
1904..................... 117.6 97.3 115.9
1905..................... 110.9 97.2 116.7
1906..................... 121.8 97.3 120.7

SA W YERS, BAND, M ale.

[Data for employees from 41 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 41 estab
lishments 1890-1892; 42,1893-1903. Data from 53 
establishments 1904; 57, 1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 99.4 101.4 100.7
1891...................... 99.5 101.0 101.1
1892...................... 98.2 100.0 101.4
1893....................... 96.3 100.0 99.8
1894....................... 93.8 98.0 98.6
1895....................... 97.1 99.4 98.6
1896................ . . . . 102.9 99.9 99.2
1897....................... 104.4 99.3 100.4
1898....................... 102.1 100.2 99.5
1899....................... 105.5 100.8 101.1
1900....................... 112.0 100.8 102.1
1901....................... 118.8 101.1 103.0
1902....................... 115.4 100.6 108.7
1903....................... 115.7 100.3 112.2
1904....................... 124.1 99.7 111.1
1905...................... 128.4 99.6 114.5
1906...................... 131.0 99.1 119.0

[Data for employees from 25 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 25 estab
lishments 1890-1892; 26, 1893-1903. Data from 32 
establishments 1904; 44,1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 94.4 101.4 105.2
1891..................... 94.4 100.3 102.6
1892..................... 92.6 99.5 102.7
1893..................... 98.1 100.5 101.2
1894..................... 90.7 96.3 99.1
1895..................... 96.3 99.3 98.8
1896..................... 101.9 100.8 97.7
1897..................... 101.9 100.0 98.4
1898..................... 113.0 100.0 97.1
1899..................... 118.5 101.9 97.5
1900..................... 124.1 101.3 100.5
1901..................... 129.6 100.8 103.7
1902..................... 137.0 100.8 104.4
1903..................... 135.2 100.7 105.8
1904..................... 128.9 99.6 109.5
1905................... . 134.8 99.4 111.7
1906..................... 134.8 99.4 114.1
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T a b l e  I I . — RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

F U R N I T U R E —Concluded.

SA W YERS, CIRCULAR, M ale.

[Data for employees from 25 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 25 establish
ments 1890-1892; 26,1893-1903. Data from 33 establishments 1904; 43,1905; 44,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 90.9 100.5 ' 101.7
1891...................... 90.9 100.4 102.2
1892...................... 91.8 100.3 102.6
1893...................... 92.7 100.3 102.0
1894...................... 92.7 96.2 97.9
1895...................... 99.1 100.4 98.7
1896...................... 109.1 100.3 98.0
1897...................... 106.4 100.5 99.4

Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

SAW YERS, JIG , M ale.

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 8, 1904; 
10,1905; 11,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 100.0 100.4 92.9
1891...................... 100.0 100.1 100.5
1892....................... 100.0 100.1 98.6
1893....................... 100.0 100.1 100.9
1894...................... 100.0 100.1 100.9
1895...................... 100.0 100.1 100.3
1896...................... 100.0 100.1 98.6
1897....................... 100.0 100.1 101.9
1898...................... 100.0 100.1 100.9
1899....................... 100.0 98.9 104.4
1900....................... 100.0 95.7 107.6
1901...................... 100.0 94.6 113.8
1902...................... 100.0 93.1 124.1
1903....................... 100.0 93.1 124.1
1904....................... 100.0 92.3 132.5
1905....................... 100.0 92.0 133.1
1906....................... 100.0 91.0 131.2

1898.
1899.
1900.
1901.
1902.
1903.
1904.
1905.
1906.

110.0
113.6
114.5
108.2
110.0
120.0
121.4
125.5
125.9

100.3
100.8
99.9
99.3
98.9 
99.1 
98.5
98.4 
98.0

98.4
99.2

102.9
107.1
111.4
113.4
113.9 
117.6
122.1

U PH O L ST ER E R S, M ale.

[Data from 11 establishments 1890-1903; 18,1904; 
24,1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.7 100.5 99.4
1891..................... 99.3 100.3 101.4
1892..................... 107.4 99.9 100.2
1893..................... 100.0 100.3 98.2
1894..................... 98.7 100.2 100.6
1895..................... 93.3 100.1 99.9
1896..................... 98.0 99.7 98.1
1897..................... 98.0 99.7 97.6
1898..................... 100.7 99.7 100.6
1899..................... 106.0 99.6 104.0
1900..................... 106.7 98.3 106.0
1901..................... 113.4 94.4 121.1
1902..................... 113.4 94.9 125.2
1903..................... 112.1 92.1 125.3
1904..................... 114.3 91.3 125.1
1905..................... 124.3 91.7 126.2
1906..................... 126.8 91.5 130.0

GAS.

LABORERS, M ale.

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 23, 1904; 
61,1905; 60,1906.]

P IP E  F IT T E R S , M ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 21,1904; 
54,1905; 60,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 104.3 100.0 98.7
1 8 9 1 .................... 68.6 100.0 98.1
1892....................... 65.7 100.0 94.1
1893...................... 57.1 100.0 99.8
1894...................... 120.0 100.0 103.9
1895...................... 82.9 100.0 98.1
1896...................... 67.1 100.0 103.3
1897...................... 164.3 100.0 103.5
1898...................... 174.3 100.0 98.7
1899....-................ 101.4 100.0 101.7
1900...................... 138.6 100.0 96.6
1901...................... 111.4 100.0 105.5
1902...................... 135.7 100.0 99.7
1903...................... 182.9 100.0 99.1
1904...................... 216.2 99.5 101.9
190 5 ....,.............. 234.1 100.2 102.3
1906...................... 270.2 100.6 105.5

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 68.9 100.0 102.3
1891..................... 60.7 100.0 102.4
1892..................... 72.1 100.0 101.7
1893..................... 86.9 100.0 102.5
1894..................... 95.1 100.0 101.6
1895..................... 111.5 100.0 101.7
1896..................... 104.9 100.0 101.3
1897..................... 91.8 100.0 99.6
1898..................... 200.0 100.0 91.5
1899..................... 114.8 100.0 95.4
1900..................... 109.8 100.0 iflb.i
1901..................... 109.8 100.0 94.8
1902..................... 188.5 100.0 98.3
1903..................... 132.8 97.5 103.0
1904..................... 165.9 97.9 101.9
1905..................... 172.9 07.7 160.9
1906..................... 183.0 98.1 102.8
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

BATCH M AKERS, H a le.

[Data from $ establishments 1890-1903; 14,1904; 24, 
1905; 25,1906.]

BLO W ERS, FLINT GLASS, M ale.

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 7,1904; 13, 
1905; 14,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative Relative 
hours per wages per 

week. hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 107.1 99.8 97.2
1891..................... 123.6 99.7 98.4
1892..................... 97.3 99.9 96.9
1893..................... 68.9 100.2 98.6
1894..................... 100.4 100.1 105.6
1895..................... 94.7 100.1 98.9
1896..................... 107.6 100.0 102.3
1897..................... 94.2 100.1 103.4
1898..................... 96.9 100.0 96.5
1899..................... 109.3 100.1 102.3
1900..................... 100.9 100.0 101.4
1901..........r......... 140.9 99.7 106.1
1902..................... 148.0 99.6 105.5
1903..................... 160.4 99.5 106.8
1904..................... 184.5 99.3 106.0
1905..................... 163.6 99.2 103.3
1906..................... 161.0 98.9 106.8

Average
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................
1898 ..................
1899 ..................
1900 ..................
1901 ..................
1902 ..................
1903 ..................
1904 ..................
1905 ..................
1906 ..................

100.0
89.7

103.4
103.4
103.4
89.7
89.7
89.7

103.4
103.4
110.3
103.4
103.4 
106.9 
100.0 
102.1 
102.1 
108.3

100.0
101.4
100.4
100.4
100.4
98.8
98.8
98.8

100.4
100.4
100.1
100.4
100.4 
99.7

100.1
99.9 

100.2
99.9

100.0
98.6
98.6
98.6
99.4

101.9
101.7
101.9
99.4 
99.9

100.2
100.5
100.2
100.6 
103.0 
103.4
104.8
105.8

BLO W ERS, GREEN GLASS, M ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1904; 5,1905; 6, 
1906.]

BLOW ERS, WINDOW GLASS, M ale.

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1903; 3, 1904; 8, 
1905; 7, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.
1890 ............. .
1891 ............. .
1892 ............. .
1893 ............. .
1894 ............. .
1895 ............. .
1896 .......... .
1897 ..............
1898 ............. .
1899 ..............
1900 ..............
1901 ............. .
1902 ..............
1903 ............. .
1904 ............. .
1905 ..............
1906 .............

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
61.3 101.3 101.1 1890..................... 100.0 99.9 110.8

109.5 99.5 98.7 1891..................... 120.8 100.0 104.5
73.0 100.2 106.4 1892..................... 108.3 100.0 109.8
59.9 101.8 99.4 1893..................... 104.2 100.1 104.0
65.3 99.7 100.2 1894..................... 104.2 99.9 94.6
76.6 99.3 97.9 1895..................... 95.8 100.1 75.1

115.3 99.4 99.3 1896..................... 87.5 100.1 88.3
134.7 99.7 96.0 1897..................... 83.3 100.1 93.8
135.6 101.5 94.7 1898..................... 104.2 99.9 110.1
168.9 97.7 106.4 1899..................... 104.2 99.9 109.0
195.9 98.1 117.3 1900..................... 100.0 99.9 131.4
175.2 98.1 125.2 1901..................... 104.2 99.9 111.6
173.0 98.1 118.1 1902..................... 108.3 100.1 144.9
191.4 98.1 120.2 1903..................... 95.8 100.3 158.5
231.0 98.1 132.2 1904..................... 97.6 100.1 111.2
213.0 98.0 124.9 1905..................... 104.9 99.6 134.0
221.4 94.5 135.7 1906..................... 104.9 100.1 146.3

CUTTERS, WINDOW GLASS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 1 establishment 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 2 estab
lishments 1890-1899; 1,1900; 2,1901-1903. Data 
from 3 establishments 1904; 8,1905; 7,1906.]

FLA TTEN ER S, WINDOW GLASS, 
M ale.

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1903; 3, 1904; 8, 
1905; 7,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 100.0 98.8 110.8
1891....................... 100.0 99.5 106.5
1892....................... 100.0 99.5 107.6
1893....................... 100.0 98.8 101.8
1894....................... 100.0 100.2 103.3
1895....................... 100.0 101.1 80.0
1896....................... 100.0 101.1 91.5
1897....................... 100.0 101.1 91.2
1898....................... 100.0 98.8 100.3
1899....................... 100.0 101.1 106.8
1900.......... ;........... 100.0 102.2 100.9
1901....................... 112.5 100.4 114.1
1902....................... 112.5 100.4 119.3
1903....................... 100.0 98.8 123.9
1904....................... 95.5 99.2 96.5
1905....................... 107.3 97.2 116.5
1906....................... 107.3 97.2 120.0

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 99.3. 108.1
1891..................... 100.0 99.3 106.4
1892..................... 100.0 99.3 105.4
1893............. « . . . 100.0 99.3 106.8
1894..................... 100.0 99.3 97.1
1895..................... 83.3 101.6 74.2
1896..................... 83.3 101.6 85.9
1897..................... 83.3 101.6 95.9
1898..................... 100.0 99.3 108.3
1899..................... 100.0 99.3 111.9
1900..................... 83.3 101.6 125.0
1901..................... 100.0 99.3 116.4
1902..................... 100.0 99.3 141.9
1903..................... 100.0 99.3 143.9
1904..................... 100.0 99.3 117.8
1905..................... 104.2 100.3 145.3
1906..................... ! 108.5 94.2 181.3
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G L A S S —Continued.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

G A FFE B S, FLINT GLASS, M ale.

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1903; 5, 1904; 6, 
1905; 7,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 112.8 100.1 97.4
1891...................... 110.3 100.0 99.7
1892....................... 115.4 100.0 98.0
1 8 9 3 .................... 118.0 100.0 98. &
1894................... ;. 94.9 100.0 99.9
1895...................... 92.3 100.0 101.0
1896...................... 89.7 100.0 101.6
1897...................... 89.7 100.0 101.7
1898...................... 92.3 100.0 101.0
1899...................... 89.7 100.0 101.0
1900....................... 92.3 100.0 101.9
1901....................... 100.0 100.0 103.4
1902............. ........ 110.3 100.0 105.3
1903....................... 112.8 100.0 105.6
1904....................... 114.1 100.0 106.6
1905....................... 99.2 100.2 106.5
1906....................... 91.3 99.6 106.9

G A T H E R E R S, FLINT GLASS, M ale.

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 5, 1904; 8, 
1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 ...................
1896 ...................
1897 .......
1898 ...................
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

100.0
125.9
125.0 
96.4
92.0 
83.9
92.0
92.0
92.0

100.0
103.6
134.8 
146.4
161.6
208.9
182.9
193.1
182.1

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.2
99.9
99.7

100.0
96.3
97.1
97.7
98.4

101.0
99.8

100.4
102.8
102.5 
103.9
104.1
105.3
109.7
114.4
112.2
109.5
109.8

G A T H E R E R S, WINDOW GLASS, 
M ale*

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1903; 3, 1904; 8, 
1905; 7,1906.]

LABORERS, M ale.

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1903; 12, 1904; 
24,1905; 26, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 96.0 100.0 104.9
1891....................... 116.0 100.0 98.3
1892....................... 108.0 100.0 103.3
1893...................... 104.0 100.0 100.6
1894....................... 104.0 100.0 92.7
1895....................... 96.0 100.0 76.8
1896....................... 88.0 100.0 92.0
1897....................... 84.0 100.0 100.7
1898....................... 108.0 100.0 115.3
1899....................... 108.0 100.0 115.4
1900....................... 88.0 100.0 134.0
1901...................... 100.0 100.0 122.5
1902...................... 104.0 100.0 165.1
1903....................... 96.0 100.0 179.0
1904....................... 96.0 100.0 123.3
1905....................... 103.2 99.5 148.9
1906....................... 103 7 100.0 160.7

L E IR SM E N , M ale*

[Data from 10 establishments 1890-1903; H , 1904; 
27,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 85.7 100.0 93.2
1891..................... 85.7 100.0 93.2
1892..................... 85.7 100.0 93.2
1893..................... 85.7 100.0 93.2
1894..................... 71.4 100.0 92.1
1895..................... 77.6 100.0 89.8
1896..................... 91.8 100.0 90.1
1897..................... 102.0 100.0 93.4
1898..................... 161.2 100.0 92.8
1899..................... 161.2 100.0 92.8
1900..................... 175.5 100.0 93.6
1901..................... 114.3 100.0 97.7
1902..................... 108.2 100.0 98.0
1903........ ........... 108.2 100.0 109.1
1904..................... 104.6 100.0 107.8
1905..................... 121.6 100.0 110.0
1906..................... 134.9 99.9 110.4

PACK ERS, Male*

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 14, 1904; 
22,1905; 23,1906.]

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
108.8 100.1 100.4 1890..................... 102.0 101.0 99.8
108.8 100.1 100.4 1891..................... 103.0 100.0 99.6
114 0 100.2 100.4 1892..................... 107.0 100.1 100.4
108.8 100.1 99.8 1893..................... 108 0 100.0 100.7
87.7 99.8 99.9 1894..................... 98.0 100.3 99.7
93.0 99.9 100.1 1895..................... 85 0 98 3 102.6
93.0 99.9 99.8 1896..................... 88.0 99.2 100.8
94.7 99.9 99.4 1897..................... 102.0 100.5 98.5
96.5 100.0 99.9 1898..................... 100.0 100.2 99.1
89.5 99.8 99.8 1899..................... 106 0 100.4 98.5

100.0 100.0 98.2 1900..................... 103.0 100.7 98.2
110.5 100.2 99.9 1901..................... 102 0 100.6 101.0
107.0 99.6 101.1 1902..................... 100.0 100.6 100.4
103.5 99.5 103.1 1903..................... 91.0 99.5 106.3
99.8 99 3 103.6 1904..................... 87.7 98.8 109.3

104 3 99.2 102.7 1905..................... 97.2 99.2 109.5
107.5 99.1 102.3 1906..................... 108.0 99.4 112.1

Average 1890-99.
1890 ...............
1891 ...............
1892 ...............
1893 ...............
1894 ..............
1895 ...............
1896 ..............
1897 ...............
1898 ...............
1899 ..............
1900 ...............
1901 ...............
1902 ...............
1903 ...............
1904 ...............
1905 ...............
1906 ...............
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TEA SERS) M ale.

[Data from 9 establishments 1890-1903; 12,1904; 23,1905; 24,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 89,8 99.3 95.3
1890...................... 101.7 100.1 103.3 1899..................... 100.0 100.0 97.6
1891....................... 108.5 100.5 101.5 1900..................... 96.6 99.8 99.3
1892...................... 108.5 100.5 101.5 1901..................... 96.6 99.8 99.3
1893...................... 106.8 100.4 102.3 1902..................... 100.0 100.0 98.5
1894...................... 96.6 99.8 100.3 1903..................... 94.9 99.7 103.3
1895...................... 98.3 99.9 100.1 1904..................... 88.6 99.4 105.0
1896...................... 94.9 99.7 99.2 1905..................... 93.4 99.7 104.2
1897...................... 96.6 99.8 98.7 1906..................... 96.4 98.7 107.0

H A R N E S S .

COLLAR M AKERS, M ale.

[Data from 17 establishments 1890-1903; 23, 1904; 
30,1905; 32,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 92.4 100.4 100.8
1891...................... 91.0 100.4 100.4
1892...................... 92.4 100.2 101.4
1893...................... 95.8 99.7 100.7
1894...................... 93.8 99.9 100.0
1895...................... 102.1 100.0 98.6
1896...................... 109.7 99.9 99.8
1897...................... 108.3 100.0 99.2
1898...................... 109.0 100.0 99.2
1899....................... 103.5 99.5 100.0
1900...................... 115.3 99.7 102.1
1901....................... 111.1 99.4 107.6
1902...................... 115.3 99.2 109.3
1903...................... 111.8 98.3 115.3
1904...................... 113.4 97.6 117.5
1905...................... 114.8 96.8 119.3
1906...................... 116.5 96.5 120.0

F IT T E R S  AND FIN ISH E R S, M ale.

[Data from 14 establishments 1890-1903; 22,1904; 
26, 1905; 27, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 87.3 100.8 99.9
1891...................... 94.5 100.9 101.9
1892...................... 90.9 100.9 101.3
1893...................... 88.2 100.9 100.6
1894....................... 85.5 100.6 98.3
1895....................... 99.1 99.4 98.4
1896....................... 110.9 98.9 96.1
1897....................... 111.8 99.2 97.4
1898....................... 108.2 99.5 102.1
1899...................... 127.3 98.8 103.7
1900....................... 120.9 99.1 104.0
1901....................... 130.0 98.5 110.4
1902....................... 151.8 97.8 114.6
1903....................... 161.8 95.8 124.5
1904....................... 155.6 95.7 128.0
1905....................... 154.3 95.9 129.0
1906....................... 164.1 95.7 130.7

CUTTERS, M ale.

[Data from 21 establishments 1890-1903; 33,1904; 
49, 1905; 51, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 92.0 100.2 100.9
1891..................... 93.1 100.2 100.4
1892..................... 97.7 100.3 99.6
1893..................... 97.7 100.0 100.3
1894..................... 98.9 99.9 99.5
1895..................... 95.4 99.9 100.5
1896.................... 101.1 99.9 99.7
1897..................... 104.6 100.0 98.9
1898..................... 106.9 99.8 100.1
1899..................... 117.2 99.7 99.9
1900..................... 116.1 99.9 101.4
1901..................... 116.1 99.7 104.3
1902..................... 124.1 98.7 106.0
1903..................... 121.8 97.8 118.6
1904..................... 128.0 97.8 122.7
1905..................... 129.6 96.7 124.3
1906..................... 138.2 95.9 127.0

HARNESS M A K ERS, M ale.

[Data from 14 establishments 1890-1903; 29,1904; 
35, 1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890 ................... 89.8 100.4 99.1
1891..................... 91.6 100.4 99.6
1892..................... 87.4 100.1 99.8
1893..................... 90.2 99.9 100.7
1894..................... 88.8 99.9 99.2
1895..................... 97.2 99.8 98.7
1896..................... 105.1 99.7 99.5
1897..................... 110.7 99.8 99.9
1898..................... 115.3 99.8 102.1
1899..................... 124.7 100.0 101.4
1900..................... 129.3 100.0 10L9
1901..................... 128.4 99.8 102.2
1902..................... 128.4 99.4 102.7
1903..................... 133.0 99.5 105.9
1904..................... 133.0 99.0 107.4
1905..................... 141.1 98.2 108.6
1906..................... 143.2 97.1 112.5
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

STITCH ER S, H A N D, M ale.

[Data from 9 establishments 1890-1903; 14,1904; 16, 
1906; 17,1906.]

STITCH ERS, MACHINE, M ale.

[Data from 20 establishments 1890-1903; 29, 1904; 
40,1905; 42,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 90.6 100.0 100.5
1891...................... 90.6 100.0 100.5
1892...................... 96.9 100.0 101.4
1893...................... 103.1 100.0 101.7
1894...................... 103.1 99.7 98.1
1895.............:....... 100.0 100.0 97.4
1896...................... 93.8 100.0 98.8
1897...................... 96.9 100.0 101.8
1898...................... 112.5 100.1 100.1
1899....................... 125.0 100.1 99.4
1900...................... 134.4 100.1 100.1
1901...................... 153.1 100.1 101.3
1902...................... 162.5 100.1 108.9
1903...................... 159.4 99.2 116.1
1904...................... 146.7 97.6 116.2
1905...................... 136.4 97.1 114.9
1906...................... 155.9 97.4 120.0

Year. •
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 94.0 100.5 99.9
1891..................... 90.0 100.4 100.8
1892..................... 99.0 99.9 99.8
1893..................... 90.0 99.8 102.2
1894..................... 97.0 99.8 99.1
1895..................... 102.0 99.8 97.3
1896..................... 105.0 99.9 98.1
1897..................... 103.0 99.8 99.6
1898..................... 109.0 99.9 100.3
1899..................... 108.0 99.9 102.9
1900..................... 131.0 99.9 102.6
1901..................... 132.0 99.5 107.9
1902..................... 132.0 98.8 110.4
1903..................... 145.0 97.6 114.2
1904..................... 148.6 97.7 116.1
1905..................... 138.5 97.1 115.6
1906..................... 139.9 96.5 118.9

H ATS, FUR.

BLOCKERS, M ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1904; 13,1905, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 75.0 101.8 106.4
1891....................... 80.8 101.6 97.9
1892....................... 86.5 100.7 100.3
1893...................... 92.3 101.5 92.9
1894....................... 113.5 100.9 98.8
1895....................... 98.1 101.0 91.9
1896....................... 96.2 101.5 93.4
1897....................... 101.9 101.5 95.5
1898...................... 115.4 94.5 110.0
1899...................... 134.6 94.9 112.8
1900...................... 111.5 94.7 113.6
1901...................... 121.2 94.6 106.9
1902...................... 117.3 93.2 113.2
1903...................... 119.2 92.1 111.2
1904....................... 105.7 92.2 111.8
1905....................... 125.3 90.6 117.7
1906....................... 126.6 90.7 116.5

C O L O R E R S , M a le .

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1904; 12,1905:14, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 100.0 102.7
1891..................... 112.5 100.4 98.1
1892..................... 95.8 100.4 95.8
1893..................... 129.2 100.1 96.4
1894..................... 133.3 99.4 98.9
1895..................... 79.2 99.7 100.6
1896..................... 79.2 100.0 106.3
1897..................... 79.2 100.0 101.4
1898..................... 87.5 100.1 100.8
1899..................... 104.2 100.0 99.0
1900..................... 87.5 99.7 100.4
1901..................... 112.5 99.5 100.6
1902..................... 116.7 92.2 109.6
1903..................... 129.2 90.6 112.1
1904..................... 141.7 90.7 115.5
1905..................... 158.4 90.5 119.0
1906..................... 138.3 90.6 119.8

C U R L E R S , M a le .

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1904; 11,1905,
1906.1

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 76.2 100.1 110.9
1891..................... 76.2 100.3 116.8
1892..................... 81.0 100.1 113.0
1893..................... 85.7 100.2 101.5
1894..................... 109.5 99.9 98.4
1895..................... 95.2 99.9 93.2
1896..................... 104.8 100.0 93.2
1897..................... 114.3 99.9 90.5
1898..................... 109.5 100.1 92.1
1899..................... 142.9 99.5 90.4
1900..................... 123.8 99.6 90.1
1901..................... 123.8 99.9 101.8
1902..................... 100.0 99.3 106.5
1903..................... 133.3 99.4 107.3
1904..................... 147.1 99.4 109.7
1905........... ........ 165.5 99.1 117.3
1906..................... 182.9 98.9 121.1

CONE2RS, M ale.

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1904; 15,1905; 14, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 86.4 100.6 99.7
1891....................... 100.0 100.7 99.5
1892....................... 100.0 100.7 99.5
1893...................... 109.1 100.4 100.9
1894...................... 104 5 100.4 99.2
1895....................... 86.4 100.1 99.6
1896...................... 86.4 100.6 94  3
1897...................... 100.0 99.6 106.2
1898...................... 104.5 99.7 99.9
1899....................... 118.2 97.3 101.3
1900...................... 136.4 97.1 102.7
1901...................... 154.5 97.4 103.1
1902....................... 140.9 92.6 120.1
1903...................... 140.9 90.8 130.3
1904...................... 145.9 90.7 136.0
1905...................... 161.9 88.3 140.5
1906...................... 156.5 88.2 137.1
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T a b l e  I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY 
~ OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

H A T S , F U R —Continued.

F E E D B R S , FcmftlCi

[Data lor employees from 3 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data lor hours and wages Irom 3 estab
lishments 1890-1892,1894,1897-1903; 4,1893,1895, 
1896. Data Irom 3 establishments 1904; 9,1905, 
1906.]

F IN ISH E R S, M ale.

[Data Irom 6 establishments 1890-1903; 5, 1904; 
13,1905,1906.]

Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative
Year. number ol hours per wages per Year. number ol hours per wages per

employees. week. hour. employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 89.5 100.4 100.8 1890..................... 105.8 100.4 103.2
1891....................... 105.3 100.4 99.1 1891..................... 95.7 99.3 97.6
1892....................... 105.3 100.4 99.1 1892..................... 94.2 99.8 99.1
1893....................... 105.3 100.1 99.1 1893..................... 91.7 99.8 98.4
1894...................... 110.5 100.4 98.7 1894..................... 85.2 100.4 100.7
1895........ ............. 84.2 100.0 100.8 1895..................... 85.9 100.0 101.3
1896....................... 89.5 100.0 99.6 1896..................... 92.8 100.1 99.g
1897....................... 89.5 100 4 100.2 1897..................... 104.3 99.6 98.0
1898....................... 105.3 100.3 100.2 1898..................... 109.4 100.2 98.7
1899....................... 94.7 97.5 102.6 1899..................... 134.7 100.5 103.4
1900....................... 89.5 97.8 101.7 1900..................... 141.5 100.2 102.9
1901....................... 105.3 98.2 99.9 1901..................... 149.5 100.5 106.4
1902....................... 121.1 91.2 113.1 1902..................... 170.0 98.5 114.6
1903....................... 115.8 89.2 115.6 1903..................... 183.4 95.7 116.8
1904...................... 136.9 88.8 121.8 1904..................... 148.1 97.9 110.8
1905...................... 160.9 88.9 120.6 1905..................... 146.3 97.7 115.5
1906....................... 178.0 88.9 130.4 1906..................... 144.2 97.4 124.3

F li ANGERS, m ale. F U R  BLO W ERS, Male.

[Data Irom 3 establishments 1890-1903; 4, 1904; [Data Irom 3 establishments 1890-1903; 4, 1904;
13i, 1905; 12,1906.] 13,1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 92.9 100.8 124.0 1890..................... 90.0 100.2 103.9
1891....................... 78.6 100.4 101.8 1891 .............. 100.0 100.2 96.1
1892....................... 78.6 100.4 109.5 1892..................... 120.0 100.3 96.4
1893....................... 71.4 99.4 91.8 1893 ............... 100.0 100.2 100.0
1894....................... 92.9 99.5 113.7 1894..................... 80.0 100.1 95.9
1895....................... 78.6 99.6 88.2 1895..................... 90.0 100.2 101.0
1896....................... 85.7 99.9 97.5 1896..................... 90.0 100.2 101.0
1897..................... *. 78.6 100.4 92.5 1897 ................... 80.0 100.1 100. 7
1898....................... 142.9 100.3 89.4 1898..................... 90.0 100.2 96.7
1899....................... 178.6 99.3 91.6 1899 .............. 130.0 •98.4 108.4
1900....................... 250.0" 99.9 90.6 1900..................... 190.0 98.6 107.2
1901...................... 300.0 98.6 91.9 1901..................... 200.0 98.7 106.4
1902...................... 250.0 95.7 108.9 1902 ................ 190.0 91.2 119.6
1903...................... 242.9 92.4 95.3 1903..................... 200.0 89.5 131.1
1904...................... 219.2 93.5 96.4 1904..................... 219.0 89.3 141.1
1905...................... 223.6 b3.5 101.5 1905................ 230.5 89.2 155.5
1906...................... 217.7 93.5 109.5 1906 ................ . 204.3 89.2 188.2

HA R DEN  E R S , Nlale. POUNCERS, M ale.

[Data Irom 5 establishments 1890-1904; 14, 1905; [Data Irom 4 establishments 1890-1904; 11,1905,
13,1906.] 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 90.5 100.5 107.0 1890..................... 104.2 100.2 104.6
189 1 .................... 104.8 100.6 100.6 1891..................... 100.0 100.1 106.2
1892....................... 104.8 100.6 102.6 1892..................... 91.7 100.4 86.6
1893....................... 104.8 100.6 100.3 1893..................... 112.5 100.3 95.6
1894................. 104.8 100.6 100.0 1894..................... 112.5 100.3 92.1
1895....................... 85.7 100.4 103.1 1895..................... 91.7 100.1 93.8
1896....................... 100.0 100.2 97.4 1896..................... 83.3 99.8 106.9
1897....................... 104.8 99.5 99.9 1897..................... 70.8 99.7 105.6
1898....................... 109.5 99.6 95.3 1 1898..................... 108.3 99.5 111.0
1899....................... 109.5 97.4 93.7 1899..................... 137.5 99.6 97.4
1900....................... 109.5 97.3 94.5 1900 .................. 212.5 100.2 100.0
1901....................... 123.8 97.9 96.7 ! 1901 .......... 275.0 100.3 90.6
1902...................... 119.0 92.3 109.0 1902..................... 383.3 91.4 88.7
1903....................... 119.0 92.3 110.0 1903..................... 379.2 89.8 96.4
1904....................... 142.8 92.3 115.0 379.2 90.5 91.5
1905.......................1 153.2 90.4 117.0 ! 1905 .................. 459.1 90.3 87.8
1906...................... 153.2 90.7 113.2 1906 .................. 443.1 90.5 93.8
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90  BULLETIN OP THE BUREAU OP LABOR.

H A T S , F U R —Concluded.

S I Z E R S , M a le .

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1904;
14,1906.]

13, 1905;

S T I F F E N S  I t S ,  M a le .

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 4,1904; 14, 
1905, 1906.]

Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour. employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 89.1 101.9 109.7 1890..................... 80.0 100.6 91.4
1891....................... 97.7 101.4 105.0 1891..................... 80.0 100.6 85.8
1892....................... 71.3 101.3 110.9 1892..................... 80.0 100.6 92.8
1893....................... 88.4 101.1 96.4 1893..................... 120.0 99.6 9 4 1
1894....................... 106.6 100.4 102.5 1894..................... 80.0 100.6 101.7
1895....................... 100.0 100.3 98.7 1895..................... 100.0 100.1 103.9
1896....................... 104.3 101.0 89.3 1896..................... 140.0 99.4 108.1
1897....................... 102.6 101.0 91.3 1897..................... 140.0 99.4 106.7
1898....................... 116.8 95.9 96.5 1898..................... 120.0 99.6 108.3
1899....................... 124.4 95.8 99.9 1899..................... 120.0 99.6 107.3
1900....................... 150.5 96.6 108.3 1900..................... 120.0 99.6 113.0
1901....................... 155.4 96.9 111.1 1901..................... 60.0 101.9 1247
1902....................... 141.9 94.0 114.1 1902..................... 100.0 96.6 1041
1903....................... 152.5 92.1 128.1 1903..................... 100.0 9 4 9 120.8
1904....................... 157.7 93.3 125.8 1904..................... 110.0 94.9 122.6
1905....................... 171.5 93.0 124.1 1905..................... 1148 93.3 121.8
1906....................... 181.3 93.1 133.0 1906..................... 109.7 92.7 129.9

T R I M M E R S , F e m a l e . W E I G H E R S , F e m a le *

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903;; 5, 1904; [Data from 3 establishments 1890-1904; 11. 1905;
14,1905; 13,1906.] 8, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 63.9 101.1 108.0 1890..................... 83.3 100.3 102.5
1891....................... 78.7 101.5 105.0 1891..................... 116.7 100.4 102.0
1892....................... 71.0 101.0 105.9 1892..................... 100.0 100.4 98.3
1893....................... 90.3 99.6 102.2 1893..................... 116.7 100.4 99.8
1894....................... 114.2 99.4 97.3 1894..................... 100.0 100.4 95.8
1895....................... 93.5 99.6 89.7 1895..:................ 100.0 100.4 98.3
1896....................... 98.7 98.7 97.5 1896..................... 100.0 100.4 100.9
1897,..................... 116.1 99.4 97.5 1897..................... 100.0 100.4 98.3
1898....................... 123.2 99.9 97.4 1898..................... 116.7 100.4 99.8
1899....................... 151.6 99.8 99.6 1899..................... 116.7 96.8 1040
1900....................... 165.2 100.0 103.9 1900..................... 116.7 96.8 106.2
1901................ r... 165.8 100.1 98,3 1901..................... 150.0 96.7 106.1
1902....................... 151.6 96.2 100.1 1902..................... 166.7 91.2 112.7
1903....................... 146.5 93.8 98.4 1903..................... 166.7 88.7 114 5
1904....................... 150.2 94.4 104.2 1904..................... 166.7 89.4 113.7
1905....................... 158.8 94.2 113.6 1905..................... 1846 89.5 1145
1906....................... 173.1 93.9 114.3 1906..................... 1641 88.9 122.4

HOSIERY A N D  K N IT  GOODS.

ISO-ilRINESRS) M a le *

[Data lor employees from 5 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 establishments 
1890-1901; 6, 1902,1903. Data from 8 establishments 1904; 20,1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1898.................... 109.2 99.7 99.3
1890....................... 98.7 101.3 107.9 1 8 9 9 ................ 106.6 99.8 9 4 2
1891....................... 103.9 101.3 100.3 1900..................... 111.8 99.6 91.9
1892....................... 105.3 101.3 90.3 1901..................... 105.3 99.2 116.2
1893....................... 119.7 99.7 106.8 1902..................... 11&4 99.2 107.8
1894....................... 76.3 98.2 91.5 1903..................... 102.6 98.2 125.4
1895....................... 107.9 99.4 110.8 1904 ................ 114 8 98.4 123.5
1896....................... 93.4 99.7 99.9 1905..................... 127.5 98.3 127! 9
1897....................... 84 2 99.7 99.0 1906................ 143.9 9a 4 132.6
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H OSIERY A N D  K N IT  GOODS—Continued.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

FIN ISH E R S, F em ale.

[Data lor employees from 5 establishments 1890-
1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 estab
lishments 1890-1901; 6, 1902, 1903. Data from 8 
establishments 1904; 19,1905; 22,1906.]

K N IT T E R S, m ale.

{Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 3 estab
lishments 1890-1901; 4, 1902, 1903. Data from 4 
establishments 1904; 14,1905; 15,1906.]

Year.

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................
1898 ..................
1899 ..................
1900 ..................
1901 ..................
1902 ..................
1903 ..................
1904 ..................
1905 ..................
1906 ..................

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
76.0 101.3 106.6 1890..................... 47.7 102.8 107.7
91.8 101.3 113.2 1891..................... 59.1 102.8 118.6

137.2 101.3 105.2 1892..................... 84.1 102.8 99.8
100.5 101.0 97.4 1893..................... 75.0 100.5 113.4
79.1 91.3 92.4 1894..................... 56.8 91.3 110.0
98.5 101.1 93.4 1895..................... 81.8 100.3 112.2

105.1 100.8 100.9 1896..................... 115.9 100.1 90.4
99.5 100.8 98.8 1897..................... 138.6 99.9 81.8

109.2 100.6 100.7 1898..................... 177.3 99.8 85.4
101.0 100.6 92,3 1899..................... 165.9 99.8 80.7
121.9 98.1 99.3 1900..................... 181.8 98.7 90.9
115.8 97.8 103.4 1901..................... 220.5 98.7 92.3
114 8 98.1 118.7 1902..................... 202.3 98.7 95.7
122.4 96.0 121.3 1903..................... 193.2 97.4 123.9
97.0 96.7 119.7 1904..................... 1540 97.6 115.4

114 9 96.2 128.0 1905..................... 171.4 97.3 119.2
132.2 94  4 137.0 1906..................... 200.9 99.0 126.2

K N IT T E R S, F em ale. LOOPERS, F em ale.

[Data for employees from 5 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 7 estab
lishments 1890-1895; 6, 1896, 1897, 1902, 1903; 5, 
1898-1901. Data from 9 establishments 1904; 17, 
1905; 19,1906.]

[Data for employees from 4 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 4 estab
lishments 1890-1893; 5, 1894-1902; 6, 1903. Data 
from 5 establishments 1904; 16,1905; 17,1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................

1900.
1901.
1902.
1903.
1904.
1905.
1906.

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
82.1 100.5 104 9 1890..................... 94  8 101.9 99.8

109.7 100.6 104 8 1891..................... 139.7 102.0 103.3
107.6 100.6 99.0 1892..................... 143.1 102.0 100.0
124 8 100.5 97.4 1893..................... 132.8 101.6 104 2
90.0 95.7 101.1 1894..................... 70.7 91.5 95.9
97.9 100.4 104 6 1895..................... 75.9 101.3 106.7
96.6 100.5 98.5 1896..................... 69.0 99.9 117.4
86.6 100.5 98.7 1897..................... 82.8 99.9 91.0
98.3 100.5 96.2 1898..................... 87.9 99.9 93.3

105.5 100.5 94 5 1899..................... 96.6 99.9 88.5
106.2 99.3 91.5 1900..................... 115.5 98.3 80.7
100.3 99.6 103.1 1901..................... 87.9 98.2 94.3
109.7 99.3 112.4 1902..................... 82.8 98.2 92.9
121.4 98.6 116.6 1903..................... 96.6 98.2 106.1
99.0 98.2 111.4 1904..................... 93.8 98.1 93.3

121.4 98.1 1241 1905..................... 106.1 98.4 99.4
133.7 97.6 130.8 1906..................... 113.1 97.8 105.5

R E N D E R S, F em a le.

[Data for employees from 5 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 establishments 
1890-1901; 6,1902,1903. Data from 6 establishments 1904; 18,1905; 22,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 120.5 100.2 95.8
1890....................... 85.5 101.8 108.9 1899..................... 84 3 99.8 93.8
1891....................... 95.2 101.8 105.5 1900..................... 106.0 99.2 104.1
1892....................... 166.3 101.8 99.6 1901..................... 116.9 98.8 92.3
1893....................... 109.6 99.5 100.8 1902. 120.5 99.0 112.2
1894....................... 110.8 95.9 92.4 1903..................... 110.8 98.6 110.5
1895....................... 89.2 99.4 113.4 1904..................... 127.9 98.6 106.1
1896....................... 74 7 99.7 97.8 1905. . 152.6 98.2 113.7
1897....................... 68.7 100.1 92.1 1906..................... 157.0 98.0 117.2
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

P R E S S E B S , M ale.

[Data lor employees from 3 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data lor hours and wages from 3 estab
lishments 1890,1891,1902,1903; 4,1892-1901. Data 
from 5 establishments 1904; 14,1905; 15,1906.]

P R E SSE R Sf F em a le.

[Data irom 2 establishments 1890-1904; 3, 1905; 7, 
1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number oi 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 94.1 101.1 107.4
1891....................... 76.5 101.1 105.2
1892....................... 117.6 101.1 92.6
1893....................... 117.6 100.8 98.9
1894....................... 111.8 92.3 94.6
1895....................... 94.1 100.7 94.4
1896....................... 105.9 100.7 100.9
1897....................... 100.0 100.7 100.8
1898....................... 94.1 100.7 103.9
1899....................... 105.9 100.7 101.4
1900....................... 111.8 98.3 106.6
1901....................... 94.1 97.4 103.6
1902....................... 117.6 99.0 107.1
1903....................... 141.2 99.3 116.2
1904....................... 207.6 99.5 112.9
1905....................... 222.4 99.6 120.5
1906....................... 248.6 99.4 123.7

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 45.0 102.4 110.8
1891..................... 25.0 102.4 102.3
1892..................... 130.0 102.4 101.5
1893..................... 160.0 99.0 99.8
1894..................... 55.0 99.0 109.6
1895..................... 155.0 99.0 91.4
1896...:............... 85.0 99.0 105.4
1897..................... 80.0 99.0 97.9
1898..................... 115.0 99.0 88.8
1899..................... 125.0 99.0 92.9
1900..................... 135.0 99.0 107.1
1901..................... 250.0 99.0 104.0
1902..................... 135.0 99.0 110.3
1903..................... 135.0 99*0 100.9
1904..................... 125.0 97.2 122.3
1905..................... 365.4 98.5 131.7
1906..................... 498.6 98.6 137.6

B IB B E R S ) F em a le.

[Data Irom 2 establishments 1890-1904; 6,1905; 7,1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ................ \

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 90.0 100.0 96.4
107.5 100.0 100.5 1899..................... 80.0 100.0 114.4
102.5 100.0 112.3 1900..................... 97.5 100.0 110.1
112.5 100.0 103.1 1901..................... 95.0 100.0 112.8
107.5 100.0 103.4 1902..................... 96.0 100.0 120.9
102.5 100.0 91.8 1903..................... 107.5 100.0 119.0
97.5 100.0 98.8 1904..................... 110.9 100.0 117.3
92.5 100.0 87.2 1905..................... 121.6 100.0 122.6
97.5 100.0 92.0 1906..................... 125.1 100.0 127.0

IRON A N D  STEED, BAR.

CATCHERS) Male, H E A T E R S ) M ale.

[Data lor employees irom 12 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data lor hours and wages Irom 13 estab
lishments 1890,1894,1895; 14,1891-1893,1896-1898; 
15, 1899; 16, 1900-1903. Data Irom 17 establish
ments 1904; 23,1905; 24,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 93.8 102.8 116.1
1891....................... 93.8 101.4. 104.8
1892....................... 96.9 101.4 99.8
1893....................... 112.5 100.8 91.8
1894....................... 103.1 101.3 87.4
1895....................... 109.4 100.0 87.8
1896....................... 87.5 100.8 101.7
1897....................... 96.9 97.8 98.4
1898....................... 100.0 97.6 94.0
1899....................... 103.1 96.2 118.4
1900....................... 103.1 97.0 121.2
1901....................... 103.1 96.9 120.7
1902....................... 112.5 98.4 137.4
1903....................... 118.8 98.3 144.7
1904....................... 106.6 97.0 131.4
1905.......... ' .......... 108.7 97.3 134.7
1906....................... 101.1 97.1 150.5

[Data lor employees Irom 12 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data lor hours and wages Irom 13 estab

lishments 1890, 1894,1895; 14,1891-1893,1896-1898; 
15, 1899; 16, 1900-1903. Data Irom 19 establish
ments 1904; 22,1905; 24,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 95.9 103.3 116.9
1891..................... 100.0 101.8 106.5
1892.................... 98.0 102.2 98.0
1893..................... 100.0 101.7 92.1
1894..................... 91.8 101.8 94.2
1895..................... 104.1 101.0 88.0
1896..................... 93.9 101.3 95.4
1897..................... 106.1 95.7 97.6
1898..................... 100.0 96.0 98.5
1899..................... 102.0 95.1 112.6
1900..................... 110.2 96.3 119.7
1901..................... 93.9 99.7 109.8
1902..................... 95.9 99.9 116.9
1903..................... 108.2 99.2 121.1
1904..................... 105.6 98.7 111.3
1905..................... 104.7 99.0 106.0
1906..................... 102.9 99.6 113.6
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

I R O N  A N D  S T E E D , B A R —Concluded.

H E A T E R S ’ H E L P E R S , M ale.

[Data for employees from 11 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 12 estab
lishments 1890,1894,1895; 13,1891-1893,1896-1898; 
14, 1899; 15, 1900-1903. Data from 18 establish
ments 1904; 21, 1905; 24, 1906.J

HOT STRAICrHTENEBS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 11 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 11 estab
lishments 1890; 12,1891-1899; 13,1900-1903. Data 
from 16 establishments 1904; 21, 1905; 22, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 100.0 103.9 118.2
1891....................... 105.7 102.4 101.7
1892....................... 103.8 102.6 99.1 i
1893...................... 107.5 102.5 96.6
1894....................... 103.8 100.3 90.9
1895....................... 96.2 100.9 93.5
1896....................... 92.5 100.1 96.2
1897....................... 96.2 96.1 94.9'
1898....................... 96.2 96.0 96.9
1899....................... 98.1 95.3 111.8
1900....................... 101.9 98.3 119.0
1901....................... 86.8 101.1 116.6
1902....................... 90.6 101.0 127.8
1903....................... 92.5 100.7 135.8
1904....................... 83.5 100.9 127.0
1905...................... 84.1 101.2 124.9
1906...................... 79.9 101.6 133.6

ROLLERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 12 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 13 estab
lishments 1890,1894,1895; 14,1891-1893,1890-1899; 
15,1900-1903. Data from 16 establishments 1904; 
20, 1905; 23, 1906.]

Average1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 103.4 101.5 102.8
1891....................... 93.1 101.3 105.1
1892....................... 96.6 101.6 99.6
1893....................... 117.2 100.0 92.6
1894 ..................... 103.4 101.1 89.0
1895....................... 103.4 100.5 89.7
1896....................... 93.1 100.9 98.8
1897....................... 96.6 97.7 106.0
1898....................... 96.6 97.7 102.0
1899....................... 100.0 97.6 114.5
1900....................... 113.8 98.6 119.5
1901....................... 103.4 99.0 124.0
1902....................... 110.3 99.0 134.0
1903...................... 113.8 98.9 136.8
1904....................... 101.8 98.9 129.5
1905....................... 108.4 99.4 135.2
1906...................... 104.5 98.9 139.3

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 lQO.O
1890..................... 101.5 102.8 102.0
1891..................... 101.5 101.4 102.6
1892..................... 101.5 101.5 96.9
1893..................... 101.5 101.5 98.9
1894..................... 97.0 101.8 87.1
1895..................... 100.0 101.0 103.7
1896..................... 100.0 101.2 108.2
1897..................... 95.5 98.1 91.7
1898..................... 98.5 95.4 96.2
1899..................... 103.0 95.4 112.9
1900..................... 111.9 96.1 110.7
1901..................... 111.9 96.2 120.0
1902..................... 113.4 96.6 140.3
1903..................... 114.9 95.5 136.1
1904..................... 105.0 94.3 120.4
1905..................... 112.6 93.8 123.4
1906..................... 93.3 92.4 132.6

R O t)G E E R S , M ale.

[Data for employees from 12 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 13 estab
lishments 1890,1894,1895; 14,1891-1893,1896-1898; 
15, 1899; 16, 1900-1903. Data from 20 establish
ments 1904; 25, 1905; 26, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 101.8 101.9 105.6
1891..................... 96.5 101.3 108.9
1892..................... 93.0 101.5 106.5
1893..................... 96.5 101.6 102.2
1894..................... 101.8 101.3 92.0
1895..................... 108.8 100.9 87.5
1896..................... 96.5 101.5 95.6
1897..................... 94.7 97.3 99.5
1898..................... 107.0 96.8 90.0
1899..................... 103.5 95.9 112.1
1900..................... 112.3 97.3 119.3
1901..................... 105.3 97.6 126.1
1902..................... 101.8 97.8 140.6
1903..................... 107.0 97.5 144.4
1904..................... 98.6 97.3 134.2
1905..................... 103.3 97.9 136.9
1906..................... 99.4 97.8 143.8

IRON A N D  STEED, BESSEMER CONVERTING.
BLO W ERS, M ale.

Data for emplovees from 6 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 establishments 
1890; 7,1891,1894-1896; 8,1892,1893,1897-1900; 9,1901-1903. Data from 10establishments 1904; 16,1905; 
17, 1906.J

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 100.0 99.6 104.0
91.7 104.3 85.3 1899..................... 100.0 99.6 110.8

100.0 97.3 101.3 1900..................... 116.7 88.5 121.4
100.0 101.6 92.4 1901..................... 116.7 90.4 129.6
100.0 99.2 98.1 1902..................... 116.7 90.4 134.7
100.0 99.3 97.7 1903..................... 125.0 89.5 144.4
100.0 99.9 102.0 1904..................... 141.3 82.2 133.1
100.0 99.9 108.3 1905..................... 141.3 82.4 137.9
100.0 99.6 101.1 1906..................... 141.3 82.8 146.0
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IRON' A N O  STEEL, BESSEMER CONVERTING—Concluded.

Table I I ,—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

BOTTOM M AKERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 5 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 estab
lishments 1890; 7, 1891-1893, 1897-1900; 6, 1894- 
1896; 8,1901-1903. Data from 10 establishments
1904; 16,1905; 17,1906.]

Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 91.7 103.7 126.0
1891...................... 100.0 99.8 117.7
1892....................... 100.0 101.6 120.3
1893....................... 100.0 100.7 105.8
1894....................... 100.0 99.3 98.6
1895....................... 100.0 99.3 100.4
1896....................... 100.0 99.3 95.2
1897....................... 100.0 98.7 78.2
1898....................... 100.0 98.9 79.8
1899....................... 100.0 98.7 78.0
1900....................... 100.0 94.0 90.2
1901....................... 100.0 94.9 105.5
1902...................... 100.0 94.9 115.4
1903....................... 91.7 99.7 122.2
1904....................... 88.9 98.8 101.7
1905....................... 88.9 98.8 107.3
1906...................... 87.0 98.3 116.0

M E L T E R S , M a le .

[Data for employees from 5 establishments 1890-
1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 estab
lishments 1890; 6, 1891, 1894-1896; 7, 1892, 1893,
1897-1900; 8,1901-1903. Data from 10 establish-
ments 1904; 13, 1905; 14, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 100.0 93.9 117.4
1891...................... 121.4 95.1 121.6
1892...................... 100.0 104.9 112.8
1893...................... 100.0 101.5 102.5
1894...................... 100.0 100.1 93.2
1895...................... 100.0 100.1 94.1
1896....*................ 100.0 100.1 85.4
1897...................... 100.0 101.4 87.0
1898...................... 100.0 101.4 92.4
1899....................... 100.0 101.4 93.8
1900....................... 150.0 92.7 106.8
1901....................... 121.4 105.4 97.4
1902...................... 121.4 105.4 109.7
1903....................... 121.4 105.4 122.3
1904...................... 148.7 93.4 98.2
1905....................... 153.4 92.3 104.8
1906....................... 156.2 92.9 114.2

LADLE LINERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab
lishments 1890; 7, 1891, 1894-1896; 8, 1892, 1893, 
1897-1900; 9, 1901-1903. Data from 10 establish
ments 1904; 16, 1905; 17, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 106.7 91.5 122.4
1891..................... 100.0 101.1 111.4
1892..................... 100.0 100.7 117.7
1893..................... 106.7 97.6 113.7
1894..................... 100.0 103.4 92.4
1895..................... 100.0 103.4 95.1
1896..................... 100.0 103.4 89.5

*1897..................... 106.7 98.0 86.4
1898..................... 100.0 102.9 81.2
1899..................... 106.7 98.0 90.0
1900..................... 113.3 93.8 101.0
1901..................... 113.3 95.1 108.4
1902..................... 113.3 95.1 116.4
1903..................... 120.0 99.8 127.6
1904..................... 106.7 97.7 106.8
1905..................... 106.7 98.1 116.8
1906..................... 101.6 98.8 128.1

S T E E L  P O U R E R S ,  M a le .

[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890-
1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab-
lishments 1890; 7, 1891, 1894-1896; 8, 1892, i m ,
1897-1900; 9, 1901-1903. Data from 10 establish
ments 1904; 14,1905; 16, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 96.1 112.0
1891..................... 100.0 97.7 123.1
1892..................... 100.0 101.2 118.2
1893..................... 100.0 97.8 106.8
1894..................... 100.0 97.7 94.9
1895..................... 100.0 97.7 94.4
1896..................... 94.1 103.1 81.7
1897..................... 94.1 102.9 86.6
1898..................... 94.1 102.9 88.0
1899..................... 94.1 102.9 94.3
1900..................... 117.6 85.8 109.0
1901..................... 117.6 87.7 122.2
1902..................... 117.6 87.7 133.6
1903..................... 117.6 87.7 137.8
1904..................... 114.1 86.5 121.2
1905..................... 121.7 88.1 137.2
1906..................... 119.4 88.1 149.5

VESSEL MEN, M ale.

[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 0 establishments 
1890; 7, 1891, 1894-1896; 8, 1892, 1893, 1897-1900; 9,1901-1903. Data from 10 establishments 1904; 16, 
1905; 17, 1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 100.0 100.4 83.3
107.1 100.1 116.9 1899..................... 100.0 100.4 89.6
107.1 9V.7 120.1 1900..................... 114.3 92.7 108.7
107.1 100.7 112.6 1901..................... 114.3 93.9 115.7
107.1 98.2 106.3 1902..................... 114.3 93.9 126.0
100.0 100.7 100.0 1903..................... 114.3 93.9 136.3
100.0 100.7 98.0 1904..................... 99. t 87.8 127.1

.100.0 100.7 94.8 1905..................... 97.9 87.5 135.9
100.0 100.4 78.3 1906..................... 97.9 88.1 148.7
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IRON A N D  STEEL, BLAST FURNACE.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

CINDER SN A PPE R S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 18 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 19 estab
lishments 1890-1893, 1896-1903; 18, 1894, 1895. 
Data from 22 establishments 1904; 23, 1905; 25, 
1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 103.8 100.0 102.6
1891....................... 100.0 100.0 102.7
1892....................... 102.5 100.0 105.7
1893...................... 97.5 100.0 102.9
1894...................... 96.9 100.0 90.8
1895...................... 100.6 100.0 98.3
1896....................... 99.4 100.0 102.5
1897....................... 98.1 100.0 9a 4
1898....................... 99.4 100.0 95.3
1899....................... 100.6 100.0 106.1
1900....................... 101.9 100.0 109.9
1901....................... 107.5 100.0 112.9
1902....................... 97.5 100.0 l ia o
1903....................... 98.1 100.0 116.9
1904....................... 98.6 98.6 114 2
1905....................... 100.5 98.6 120.5
1906....................... 105.0 98.6 122.0 ;

HO T BLAST MEN, M ale.

[Data for employees from 17 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 18 estab
lishments 1890-1893, 1896-1903; 17, 1894, 1895, 
Data from 22 establishments 1904; 23, 1905; 25. 
1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

K E E P E R S , M ale.

[Data for employees from 18 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 19 estab
lishments 1890-1893, 1896-1903; 18, 1894, 1895. 
Data from 22 establishments 1904; 23, 1905; 25, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

100.0
97.0
98.5 

104 5
101.5
98.5
97.0

101.5
98.5

101.5
101.5 
104 5 
106.1 
112.1
113.6
116.7
127.5
135.6

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
1040
1041
105.8 
104 2
92.5 
94 8 
99.1
96.3
96.4

102.9
109.0
109.1 
113.8 
118.0 
1140  
118.5 
121.0

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 92.7 100.0 106.3
1891...................... 95.1 100.0 108. 5
1892....................... 106.1 100.0 108.8
1893...................... 98.8 100.0 106.5
1894...................... 100.0 100.0 92.5
1895...................... 100.0 100.0 97.3
1896...................... 96.3 100.0 99.0
1897...................... 96.3 100.0 91.2
1898...................... 104 9 100.0 91.1
1899...................... 106.1 100.0 98.7
1900...................... 1049 100.0 103.6
1901...................... 109.8 100.0 1041
1902...................... 114 6 100.0 108.9
1903...................... 113.4 100.0 111.8
1904...................... 114 4 100.0 105.4
1905...................... 119.0 100.0 110.3
1906...................... 125.9 100.0 111.9

K E E P E R S ’ H E L P E R S , M ale.

[Data for employees from 18 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 19 estab
lishments 1890-1893, 1896-1903; 18, 1894, 1895. 
Data from 22 establishments 1904; 23, 1905; 25, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

100.0
89.7
89.7

108.1
99.1
99.6
98.2
98.7
99.6

105.8
109.4
107.6
113.9 
114 8
107.2
103.0
111.4
119.5

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
105.1
107.1
108.3
106.9
88.6
98.6

100.9
90.9
92.2

101.4
105.3
105.6
109.8
113.4 
106.0
110.7
112.9

TOP FIL L E R S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 16 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 17 establish
ments 1890-1893, 1896-1903; 16, 1894,1895. Data from 19 establishments 1904r-1906.]

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 101.2 100.0 94.7
87.5 100.0 103.8 1899..................... 103.0 100.0 105.1
92.3 100.0 103.9 1900..................... 101.8 100.0 108.7

109.5 100.0 106.8 1901..................... 95.2 100.0 108.6
101.8 100.0 105.4 1902..................... 82.1 100.0 110.3
1042 100.0 92.5 1903..................... 76.2 100.0 112.0
105.4 100.0 93.7 1904..................... 68.2 99.2 108.2
98.8 100.0 99.1 1905..................... 65.2 104 2 103.2
98.8 100.0 95.1 1906..................... 63.0 104.1 103.1

Average 1890-99.
1890 ...............
1891 ...............
1892 ...............
1893 ...............
1894 ...............
1895 ...............
1896 ...............
1897 ...............
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LEATHER.

Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OP LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

COLOfMBRS, M ale.

[Data from 14 establishments 1890-1903; 23, 1904; 
27,1905; 30,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 94.3 100.1 95.4
1891....................... 91.5 100.0 97.1
1892...................... 111.3 99.7 98.2
1893...................... 74.5 100.2 99.7
1894....................... 118.9 99.9 98.4
1895....................... 110.4 99.9 99.2
1896...................... 81.1 100.1 102.9
1897....................... 88.7 100.1 105.4
1898....................... 101.9 100.1 102.4
1899....................... 126.4 99.9 101.2
1900....................... 119.8 100.0 103.6
1901...................... 104.7 99.7 105.6
1902...................... 95.3 99.5 109.0
1903....................... 104.7 99.6 110.6
1904....................... 94.7 100.0 111.0
1905....................... 94.3 100.1 108.7
1906....................... 102.8 100.2 110.0

GLAZERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 9 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 10 estab
lishments 1890, 1891, 1894-1903; 9, 1892, 1893. 
Data from 18 establishments 1904; 20, 1905; 19, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99..
1890 .........
1891 .........
1892 .........

1894..
1895..
1896..
1897..
1898..
1899..
1900.. 
1901.
1902.
1903.
1904.
1905.
1906.

100.0
58.7
77.8
86.8
74.6

103.2
101.1
128.6
126.5
110.1
134.4
142.3
133.3
127.5
171.4
160.9
164.9 
185.3

100.0
99.9
99.9
99.8
99.8
99.9

100.1
100.2
100.2
100.2
100.0
100.0
100.2
100.1
100.2
100.1
100.2
100.2

100.0
97.8
96.4
98.4
91.3 
96.0

106.2
100.9
101.1
105.6
106.5
105.1
114.5
117.5
130.1
125.5
124.8
120.3

F l iE S R E R S )  M a le .

[Data for employees from 31 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 31 estab
lishments 1890,1891; 32,1892-1903. D ata from 38 
establishments 1904; 49, 1905; 54,1906.]

Year.

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

Relative 
number of 
employees.

100.0
103.8
98.9 

106.0
98.9
98.4

103.3
94.5
93.4
94.5

109.9 
106.6
104.9 
111.5 
122.0 
109.1 
113.0
102.3

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

100.0
100.0
99.9
99.9 

100.0 
100.0 
100.1 
100.1 
100.1 
100.1
99.9
99.9 

100.0 
100.0 
100.7
99.4

100.1
100.0

100.0
105.8 
104.6
104.4
103.8
97.2 
95.7
98.2
96.1
97.2
97.3

101.0
102.4
103.4
105.3
107.5 
103.1
107.3

GLAZERS, Fem ale*

[Data for employees from 1 establishment 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 1 estab
lishment 1890, 1891; 2, 1892-1894; 3, 1895-1903. 
Data from 6 establishments 1904; 7, 1905; 9, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 17.1 100.1 101.1
1891..................... 46.3 100.1 98.5
1892..................... 48.8 100.1 94.6
1893..................... 12.2 100.1 92.5
1894..................... 24.4 100.1 98.1
1895..................... 85.4 99.9 97.8
1896..................... 68.3 99.9 106.4
1897..................... 109.8 99.9 108.9
1898..................... 363.4 100.0 97.5
1899..................... 231.7 99.9 104.4
1900..................... 261.0 100.0 107.2
1901..................... 212.2 100.0 116.5
1902..................... 168.3 100.0 126.6
1903..................... 241.5 100.0 125.1
1904..................... 405.8 100.0 133.6
1905..................... 389.1 100.0 132.6
1906..................... 387.4 100.0 133.6

LIM ERS, Male*

[Data for employees from 29 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 29 estab
lishments 1890, 1891; 30, 1892-1903. Data from 
38 establishments 1904; 44,1905; 46,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 91.9 99.6 105.5
1891....................... 95.7 99.6 103.5
1892...................... 102.7 99.7 104.3
1893...................... 87.1 99.6 102.8
1894...................... 94.6 99.8 98.4
1895...................... 98.4 100.1 97.9
1896...................... 96.2 100.1 96.1
1897...................... 105.9 100.6 95.5
1898...................... 103.8 100.5 95.8
1899...................... 123.1 100.5 99.9
1900...................... 120.4 100.5 101.9
1901...................... 125.8 100.6 101.4
1902...................... 133.9 100.6 105.1
1903...................... 148.4 100.3 106.4
1904...................... 145.2 99.6 106.1
1905...................... 150.9 99.9 106.6
1906...................... 163.7 100.0 109.6

ROLLERS, M ale.

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 14, 1904; 
22,1905; 24, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1891..................... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1892..................... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1893..................... 100.0 100.0 99.6
1894..................... 100.0 100.0 99.6
1895..................... 105.3 99.9 101.1
1896..................... 100.0 100.0 99.6
1897..................... 100.0 100.0 99.6
1898..................... 100.0 100.0 99.6
1899..................... 105.3 99.9 101.1
1900..................... 110.5 100.0 100.2
1901..................... 121.1 100.0 103.5
1902..................... 121.1 100.0 106.1
1903..................... 121.1 100.0 106.1
1904..................... 121.1 95.5 113.6
1905..................... 123.9 95.8 116.1
1906..................... 134.1 96.1 115.6
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Table I I . —RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

SE T T E R S OUT, M ale. SH A V ER S, M ale.

[Data from 15 establishments 1890-1903; 28, 1904; 
31, 1905; 34,1906.]

[Data from 16 establishments 1890-1903; 24, 1904; 
32, 1905; 33, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 84.0 100.2 103.6
1891....................... 91.8 100.1 103.0
1892....................... 117.2 100.0 98.6
1893....................... 66.8 100.5 107.8
1894....................... 116.4 99.9 96.5
1895....................... 106.7 100.0 96.5
1896....................... 63.4 100.1 99.9
1897...................... 118.3 99.8 96.9
1898...................... 107.5 99.9 95.4
1899....................... 127.2 99.4 101.9
1900...................... 124.3 99.5 101.5
1901....................... 131.0 99.6 103.0
1902....................... 122.0 99.6 102.7
1903...................... 114.9 99.6 105.5
1904....................... 103.3 99.2 108.3
1905....................... 102.7 99.8 111.1
1906....................... 112.9 99.8 111.4

ST A K E R S, M ale.

[Data from 8 establishments 1890-1903; 17, 1904; 
20, 1905; 21,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 69.5 100.1 92.1
1891....................... 89.2 99.9 100.8
1892...................... 112.6 99.9 105.3
1893....................... 106.6 99.9 105.0
1894...................... 104.2 100.0 102.1
1895...................... 111.4 100.0 102.4
1896....................... 89.8 100.0 100.0
1897....................... 96.4 100.1 96.0
1898....................... 107.2 100.2 94.9
1899...................... 114.4 100.0 101.6
1900...................... 86.2 100.1 71.6
1901...................... 123.4 100.1 76.5
1902...................... 77.8 100.2 74.1
1903...................... 83.8 100.3 73.4
1904...................... 83.5 100.0 75.1
1905...................... 91.2 100.7 75.4
1906...................... 102.8 100.7 75.8

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 95.6 100.4 112.2
1891..................... 115.6 100.5 114.0
1892..................... 114.4 100.4 111.9
1893..................... 96.7 99.6 115.0
1894..................... 97.8 99.5 101.0
1895........ :........... 94.4 99.5 97.2
1896..................... 78.9 99.2 89.0
1897..................... 87.8 100.3 86.5
1898..................... 111.1 300.4 84.7
1899..................... 104.4 100.2 88.2
1900..................... 112.2 100.3 87.5
1901..................... 113.3 100.2 89.4
1902..................... 97.8 100.3 92.3
1903..................... 108.9 100.3 94.3
1904..................... 115.2 101.0 96.9
1905..................... 136.7 101.7 96.0
1906..................... 142.4 101.7 95.2

TANYARR HANDS, M ale.

[Data from 19 establishments 1890-1903; 37, 1904; 
52,1905; 55,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 
1890.....................

100.0
91.7

100.0
99.5

100.0
103.5

1891..................... 92.6 99.2 105.1
1892..................... 101.8 99.4 105.3
1893..................... 102.5 99.6 103.8
1894................  . 97.7 99.7 98.2
1895..................... 98.6 100.0 96.6
1896..................... 92.8 100.2 97.0
1897..................... 98.0 100.6 97.8
1898 111.3 101.1 95.5
1899..................... 112.4 100.5 97.0
1900..................... 108.8 100.5 100.2
1901..................... 114.0 100.5 101.0
1902..................... 109.0 100.5 104.5
1903..................... 113.7 100.3 107.1
1904..................... 125.5 99.8 108.2
1905..................... 135.0 100.0 109.2
1906..................... 144.2 100.0 111.2

U N H A IR E R S, M ale.

[Data from 11 establishments 1890-1903; 30,1904; 45,1905; .50,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 112.3 100.8 97.2
1890...................... 91.6 99.5 105.6 1899..................... 108.9 100.8 96.0
1891................... ; 89.4 99.6 104.4 1900..................... 114.5 100.7 99.1
1892...................... 95.5 99.4 104.4 1901..................... 124.0 100.8 101.2
1893...................... 103.4 99.4 102.0 1902..................... 129.1 100.7 105.6
1894 ................... 95.0 99.6 95.6 1903..................... 126.8 99.8 105.8
1895...................... 94.4 100.2 96.6 1904..................... 108.7 99.9 104.1
1896....................... 102.2 99.9 98.4 1905..................... 119.1 100.4 108.2
1897. 106.7 100.8 99.7 1906............. ....... 106.0 100.2 111.3
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T a b l e  I I .- -RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

LIQUORS, MALT.

BO TTLER S, M ale.

[Data from 23 establishments 1890-1903; 40,1904; 
35,1905; 38,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 95.0 100.1 98.3
1891...................... 90.4 100.1 102.7
1892...................... 96.0 100.1 99.5
1893...................... 99.8 100.1 98.2
1894....................... 100.7 100.1 100.6
1895....................... 87.2 100.1 101.6
1896....................... 100.5 100.1 99.4
1897....................... 103.2 100.0 99.8
1898...................... 105.4 99.1 99.9
1899...................... 121.6 100.1 99.9
1900...................... 321.1 92.8 117.9
1901...................... 187.8 93.2 115.8
1902...................... 208.6 91.2 124.4
1903...................... 243.6 91.6 127.3
1904...................... 244.6 90.6 131.3
1905...................... 249.5 89.9 133.0
1906...................... 279.0 88.8 132.9

C O O P E R S , M a le .

[Data from 32 establishments 1890-1903;: 41, 1904;
40, 1905; 41, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 69.6 101.1 99.0
1891....................... 70.6 100.6 100.2
1892...................... 75.9 101.0 98.6
1893...................... 110.2 101.5 98.1
1894....................... 114.9 101.5 99.4
1895....................... 116.8 101.3 100.2
1896....................... 108.3 97.2 100.1
1897....................... 119.1 101.1 99.8
1898...................... 103.3 97.2 102.7
1899...................... 110.9 97.5 101.6
1900...................... 94.7 98.2 107.4
1901...................... 102.0 91.8 115.1
1902...................... 103.0 85.9 125.7
1903...................... 106.6 85.7 126.8
1904...................... 103.4 85.3 127.4
1905...................... 93.3 85.6 132.0
1906....'............... 96.0 84.3 136.9

F E R iJ IE N T E R S , M a le .

[Data from 32 establishments 1890-1903;; 45,1904;
46, 1905; 45,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 86.6 102.2 97.9
1891...................... 94.9 100.5 96.3
1892...................... 92.4 100.5 98.2
1893....................... 105.1 100.2 99.1
1894....................... 107.6 100.3 99.4
1895....................... 107.0 99.9 100.3
1896....................... 100.6 99.9 100.5
1897....................... 101.9 99.4 101.4
1898....................... 101.3 98.6 103.4
1899...................... 103.8 98.6 103.4
1900...................... 108.3 96.2 106.8
1901...................... 105.7 93.6 110.3
1902...................... 110.2 90.2 116.2
1903...................... 117.2 88.8 119.7
1904...................... 120.6 88.4 121.7
1905....................... 123.0 88.5 123.8
1906....................... 130.9 86.5 127.7

CELLAR MEM, M ale.

[Data from 47 establishments 1890-1903; 57,1904; 
51,1905; 5 2 ,1906.|

Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 97.2 100.6 96.5
1891..................... 96.6 100.3 97.9
1892..................... 101.0 100.4 98.2
1893..................... 101.0 100.2 99.7
1894..................... 98.2 100.2 100.3
1895..................... 98.4 100.2 100.5
1896..................... 99.1 100.1 101.3
1897..................... 104.2 99.8 101.3
1898..................... 102.1 99.2 101.9
1899..................... 101.5 98.9 102.4
1900..................... 105.2 97.4 104.7
1901..................... 104.2 95.4 107.6
1902..................... 106.4 92.4 113.6
1903..................... 109.2 90.2 117.0
1904..................... 114.2 89.4 118.7
1905..................... 117.0 89.7 120.1
1906..................... 116.1 86.7 125.0

D R IV E R S, M ale.

[Data from 46 establishments 1890-1903; 58,1904;
52,1905; 53,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 89.4 100.3 99.0
1891..................... 93.6 100.1 99.9
1892..................... 94.9 100.1 99.3
1893..................... 99.1 100.0 100.0
1894..................... 96.4 100.0 100.3
1895..................... 101.9 100.1 100.2
1896..................... 105.0 100.1 100.2
1897..................... 107.1 99.8 100.3
1898..................... 105.0 99.7 100.2
1899..................... 108.0 99.7 100.5
1900..................... 108.5 99.2 102.3
1901..................... 112.4 98.1 104.3
1902..................... 113.6 97.2 107.0
1903..................... 117.4 96.9 107.5
1904..................... 120.7 98.3 107.2
1905..................... 123.9 97.2 109.3
1906..................... 134.1 95.2 112.9

K E T T LE  MEN , M ale.

[Data from 43 establishments 1890-1903 ; 56,1904;
51,1905; 52,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 96.6 101.2 96.0
1891..................... 96.6 100.5 97.6
1892..................... 100.6 100.5 97.8
1893..................... 100.6 100.3 97.9
1894..................... 103.4 100.4 ' 98.9
1895..................... 101.7 100.1 100.4
1896..................... 99.4 100.0 101.0
1897..................... 99.4 99.3 102.6
1898..................... 102.9 98.9 103.8
1899..................... 100.6 98.9 103.8
1900..................... 105.7 97.7 105.1
1901..................... 104.6 95.7 108.6
1902..................... 108.6 90.8 115.4
1903..................... 114.9 88.9 119.2
1904..................... 114.4 88.3 122.1
1905..................... 113.9 87.5 123.9
1906..................... 118.9 85.6 127.7
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LIQUORS, M ALT—Concluded.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

H A LT BO U SE MEN. WASHERS, Male.
[Data from 21 establishments 1890-1903, 1905; 25, 

1904; 19,1906.1
[Data from 46 establishments 1890-1903; 56, 1904; 

50,1905; 51,1906.3

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 107.9 100.0 98.0
1891....................... 99.0 99.9 99.5
1892....................... 95.4 101.0 96.6
1893....................... 97.4 100.7 98.7
1894....................... 107.3 100.8 98.2
1895....................... 99.7 100.9 98.7
1896....................... 102.3 100.8 100.1
1897....................... 97.7 99.9 101.8
1898....................... 94.1 98.2 103.7
1899....................... 99.0 97.9 104.7
1900....................... 103.6 92.9 111.4
190 1 ................... 105.0 91.8 114.3
1902...................... 92.1 90.2 117.5
1903....................... 95.7 88.6 120.7
1904...................... 101.5 88.3 122.3
1905....................... 100.6 88.7 123.6
1906....................... 102.1 89.2 125.3

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 100.5 96.5
1891..................... 101.6 100.3 96.6
1892..................... 103.3 100.5 98.1
1893..................... 112.6 100.7 98.5
1894..................... 107.7 100.6 98.7
1895..................... 103.1 100.3 99.8
1896..................... 94.2 100.2 101.1
1897..................... 92.0 99.8 101.4
1898..................... 94.6 98.7 104.1
1899..................... 90.6 98.4 105.0
1900..................... 87.9 96.6 108.0
1901..................... 101.7 93.7 113.2
1902..................... 102.5 90.3 120.5
1903..................... 104.3 88.6 124.4
1904..................... 98.1 88.9 126.6
1905..................... 104.4 88.5 129.4
1906..................... 107.6 86.2 133.6

LUMBER.

BAND SE T T E R S, Male* CANT SE T T E R S, GANG, M ale.

[Data from 22 establishments 1890-1903; 26, 1904; 
42,1905; 49,1906.]

[Data from 10 establishments 1890-1903; 14,1904- 
1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 100.0 100.2 102.5
1891....................... 100.0 100.1 102.8
1892...................... 101.8 100.2 103.7
1893....................... 98.2 100.1 101.4
1894....................... 96.5 100.0 96.2
1895....................... 101.8 100.0 94.7
1896....................... 96.5 99.7 96.6
1897....................... 98.2 99.6 98.5
1898....................... 103.5 100.0 99.7
1899...................... 105.3 100.1 103.9
1900...................... 103.5 100.0 104.5
1901...................... 100.0 98.4 104.5
1902...................... 114.0 99.1 113.9
1903...................... 103.5 99.5 115.5
1904...................... 100.7 98.0 115.0
1905...................... 108.0 97.9 117.9
1906...................... 108.9 97.1 121.5

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 100.2 101.3
1891..................... 100.0 100.2 101.4
1892..................... 100.0 100.2 101.6
1893..................... 100.0 100.2 101.5
1894..................... 100.0 100.2 101.4
1895 ................... 100.0 100.2 99.6
1896..................... 103.2 100.0 95.4
1897..................... 103.2 100.0 95.4
1898..................... 90.3 99.4 99.2
1899..................... 90.3 99.4 103.4
1900..................... 90.3 99.4 104.3
1901..................... 90.3 99.4 104.7
1902..................... 90.3 97.8 106.7
1903..................... 87.1 95.8 113.1
1904..................... 90.2 96.1 113.7
1905..................... 90.2 96.1 116.6
1906..................... 90.2 94.7 122.1

CARRIAGE MEN, Male. CHOPPERS AND SA W Y ER S, IN  
WOODS, M ale.

[Data from 7 establishments 1890-1903; 30, 1904; 
48,1905; 56,1906.]

[Data from 16 establishments 1890-1903; 24, 1904; 
32,1905; 33,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 100.0 100.0 98.5
1891....................... 100.0 100.0 99.4
1892...................... 100.0 100.0 99.4
1893....................... 100.0 100.0 99.4
1894...................... 100.0 100.0 99.5
1895....................... 91.7 99.8 97.3
1896...................... 100.0 100.0 98.8
1897....................... 100.0 100.0 99.1
1898....................... 100.0 100.0 100.4
1899....................... 100.0 100.0 107.8
1900....................... 100.0 100.0 107.1
1901....................... 100.0 98.5 112.3
1902....................... 100.0 97.3 117.9
1903....................... 100.0 97.3 122.8
1904....................... 96.6 97.8 121.8
1905....................... 103.4 97.8 123.1
1906....................... 102.8 96.3 129.5

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 98.2 100.4 98.6
1891..................... 100.6 100.4 97.8
1892..................... 100.8 100.0 99.3
1893..................... 95.0 99.9 95.9
1894..................... 95.9 99.9 94.7
1895..................... 97.0 99.8 98.5
1896..................... 97.5 100.0 98.3
1897..................... 103.1 99.8 101.0
1898..................... 103.3 99.6 106.5
1899..................... 108.1 100.2 109.4
1900..................... 114.8 100.0 109.5
1901..................... 115.1 99.9 113.2
1902..................... 121.4 100.0 115.7
1903..................... 135.2 99.8 116.3
1904..................... 183.2 99.4 109.9
1905..................... 190.1 99.4 115.4
1906..................... 210.7 99.3 120.8
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LUMBER—Continued.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

CIRCULAR SE T T E R S, M ale.

[Data from 15 establishments 1890-1903; 19, 1904; 
23,1905; 26, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... * 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 89.3 101.0 105.7
1891...................... 92.9 100.4 102.8
1892...................... 92.9 100.4 103.3
1893...................... 92.9 98.6 102.5
1894....................... 92.9 98.6 98.7
1895...................... 92.9 100.4 97.8
1896...................... 96.4 100.6 07.7
1897...................... 107.1 100.2 95.8
1898...................... 114.3 100.0 98.2
1899....................... 125.0 99.7 97.5
1900...................... 125.0 98.8 100.9
1901....................... 132.1 98.7 101.5
1902...................... 146.4 98.0 101.4
1903....................... 14a 4 98.0 106.7
1904....................... 136.2 98.1 115.1
1905...................... 121.7 97.8 126.2
1906....................... 109.8 97.0 134.7

E D 6 E R  MEN, M ale.

[Data from 23 establishments 1890-1903; 43, 1904: 
65,1905, 1906.]

Year
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 94.2 100.8 104.8
1891..................... 96.2 100.3 104.9
1892..................... 96.2 100.3 106.1
1893..................... 100.0 99.3 104.4
1894..................... 92.3 99.3 97.7
1895..................... 94.2 100.4 94.6
1896..................... 98.1 100.3 97.6
1897..................... 105.8 100.0 95.5
1898..................... 107.7 99.8 96.2
1899..................... 111.5 99.5 98.3
1900..................... 119.2 99.2 102.9
1901..................... 125.0 98.9 105.8
1902..................... 128.8 98.4 105.9
1903..................... 132.7 98.7 110.2
1904..................... 132.7 98.2 110.5
1905..................... 140.3 98.1 112.9
1906..................... 141.2 97.1 117.3

F IL E R S, Male. LABO R ERS, M ale.

[Data from 36 establishments 1890-1903; 37, 1904; 
59,1905; 61,1906.]

Average 1890-99-.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 95.9 100.5 100.6
1891....................... 97.3 100.2 101.2
1892....................... 98.6 100.1 100.1
1893....................... 97.3 99.5 102.0
1894....................... 98.6 99.4 97.6
1895....................... 95.9 100.2 96.4
1896....................... 94.5 100.3 98.9
1897....................... 102.7 100.1 98.8
1898....................... 106.8 100.0 100.4
1899....................... 105.5 99.9 104.1
1900....................... 105.5 99.7 107.0
1901....................... 113.7 99.5 108.2
1902...................... 124.7 98.8 108.2
1903...................... 124.7 98.4 112.8
1904.'..................... 120.3 98.7 114.8
1905....................... 120.3 98.6 117.8
1906....................... 127.0 97.6 121.0

SA W Y E R S, BAND, M ale.

[Data from 24 establishments 1890-1903; 30, 1904; 
50,1905; 52,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 98.1 100.3 101.0
1891....................... 96.2 99.9 101.9
1892....................... 96.2 100.1 101.5
1893....................... 94.2 100.2 102.5
1894...................... 98.1 100.1 97.8
1895...................... 101.9 100.0 99.8
1896....................... 98.1 99.9 98.6
1897....................... 98.1 99.9 99.5
1898...................... 109.6 99.8 98.6
1899....................... 111.5 99.9 101.0
1900...................... 121.2 99.5 105.0
1901....................... 121.2 99.5 107.7
1902....................... 128.8 98.8 114.8
1903...................... 128.8 98.7 122.0
1904....................... 125.1 98.0 119.9
1905....................... 130.7 97.9 123.7
1906....................... 132.9 97.1 129.7

[Data from 17 establishments 1890-1903; 42, 1904; 
64,1905; 66, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 93.3 100.3 104.8
1891..................... 98.5 100.1 104.4
1892..................... 94.9 100.3 103.3
1893..................... 95.5 100.1 102.8
1894..................... 101.3 100.2 98.1
1895..................... 101.0 100.0 95.6
1896..................... 97.3 100.1 96.7
1897..................... 100.7 100.0 94.8
1898..................... 108.4 99.4 97.9
1899..................... 109.1 99.5 101.2
1900..................... 120.1 99.1 102.3
1901..................... 129.6 98.8 105.8
1902..................... 136.7 97.5 110.6
1903..................... 140.7 96.8 113.1
1904..................... 146.1 97.0 113.2
1905..................... 160.8 96.9 116.6
1906..................... 178.5 95.5 126.1

SA W YERS, CIRCULAR, M ale.

[Data from 17 establishments 1890-1903; 18, 1904; 
25,1905; 29,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 92.0 101.0 104.9
1891..................... 92.0 100.6 105.4
1892..................... 88.0 100.8 102.8
1893..................... 88.0 98.6 102.9
1894..................... 88.0 98.6 101.2
1895..................... 92.0 100.6 100.0
1896..................... 100.0 100.5 99.5
1897..................... 108.0 100.1 95.0
1898..................... 116.0 99.7 94.9
1899..................... 124.0 99.4 93.7
1900..................... 132.0 98.6 96.3
1901..................... 132.0 98.2 99.6
1902..................... 140.0 96.9 103.5
1903..................... 140.0 96.9 107.2
1904..................... 115.3 97.8 113.9
1905..................... 121.4 97.7 118.0
1906..................... 110.4 97.0 128.0
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LUMBER—Concluded.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

SAW YERS, GANG, H a le.

[Data from 17 establishments 1890-1903; 18, 1904; 
19,1905; 20,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 96.3 100.0 97.7
1891...................... 96.3 100.0 97.7
1892...................... 96.3 100.0 98.5
1893...................... 100.0 100.2 98.3
1894...................... 100.0 100.2 93.5
1895...................... 107.4 100.0 95.2
1896...................... 107.4 100.0 95.5
1897...................... 100.0 99.9 107.0
1898...................... 100.0 99.9 106.7
1899...................... 100.0 99.9 110.0
1900...................... 100.0 99.5 113.6
1901...................... 100.0 99.5 115.4
1902...................... 100.0 98.8 119.3
1903...................... 103.7 99.1 122.1
1904...................... 107.3 98.7 120.1
1905...................... 103.7 98.8 119.7
1906...................... 107.0 97.2 124.4

T RIM M ER S, M ale.

[Data from 7 establishments 1890-1903; 36, 1904; 
58, 1905; 61,1906.3

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

we^k.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 73.4 100.4 113.7
1891..................... 78.1 100.3 108.9
1892..................... 87.5 100.1 106.1
1893..................... 85.9 100.2 107.2
1894..................... 79.7 100.1 . 97.2
1895..................... 79.7 100.1 97.4
1896..................... 100.0 99.9 90.5
1897..................... 132.8 99.7 88.9
1898..................... 131.3 99.7 94.5
1899..................... 145.3 99.7 95.5
1900..................... 154.7 99.7 98.9
1901..................... 165.6 99.7 99.2
1902..................... 151.6 99.7 96.2
1903..................... 156.3 100.7 98.1
1904..................... 174.1 99.8 104.4
1905..................... 185.2 99.7 106.0
1906..................... 187.0 98.9 109.7

M ARBLE A N D  STOKE W ORK.

R ED  R U B B E R S , M ale.

[Data from 29 establishments 1890-1903; 50, 1904; 
57,1905; 59,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 104.8 101.6 96.8
1891...................... 101.4 100.6 99.1
1892...................... 104.8 100.6 97.8
1893...................... 107.6 100.7 98.9
1894...................... 92.4 100.2 99.5
1895...................... 100.0 100.6 97.7
1896...................... 90.3 99.4 102.0
1897...................... 98.6 99.8 100.2
1898...................... 99.3 99.9 99.4
1899...................... 97.2 96.7 108.5
1900...................... 97.9 96.9 108.8
1901...................... 111.0 95.1 117.6
1902...................... 117.9 94.0 124.6
1903...................... 113.8 90.6 125.6
1904...................... 110.5 89.9 126.1
1905...................... 112.9 90.0 127.0
1906...................... 109.8 91.0 125.6

LABO R ERS, M ale.

CARVERS, M ale.

[Data from 28 establishments 1890-1903; 39, 1904; 
52,1905; 55,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 95.8 100.1 99.2
1891..................... 89.2 101.2 95.4
1892..................... 93.3 98.5 99.8
1893..................... 95.0 99.2 99.2
1894..................... 114.2 102.8 96.3.
1895..................... 100.8 102.7 93.0
1896..................... 99.2 101.2 103.8
1897..................... 85.8 99.5 103.7
1898..................... 95.0 100.0 102.4
1899..................... 127.5 94.7 107.3
1900..................... 139.2 94.1 108.0
1901..................... 138.3 93.8 116.1
1902..................... 121.7 92.7 125.0
1903..................... 104.2 93.0 124.8
1904..................... 100.1 92.9 123.9
1905..................... 93.0 93.0 124.3
1906..................... 108.4 92.4 125.7

L E T T E R E R S , M ale.

[Data from 18 establishments 1890-1903; 62, 1904; 
91,1905; 101,1906.]

[Data from 42 establishments 1890-1903; 38, 1904; 
48,1905; 53,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 105.9 103.0 99.9
1891...................... 103.0 102.1 96.6
1892...................... 109.4 101.6 100.4
1893...................... 104.5 101.2 102.9
1894...................... 94.1 99.7 100.1
1895...................... 94.1 99.9 99.4
1896...................... 97.0 99.9 99.7
1897....................... 99.5 98.9 102.1
1898....................... 98.5 99.1 102.1
1899...................... 94.1 94.6 96.5
1900....................... 85.6 100.4 99.4
1901...................... 106.9 99.6 105.1
1902...................... 107.9 98.9 108.6
1903...................... 95.0 99.1 112.4
1904...................... 101.8 99.5 111.9
1905...................... 107.4 99.8 111.8
1906...................... 108.7 98.5 113.3

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0.
1890..................... 97.4 101.3 97.6
1891..................... 98.7 100.4 98.0
1892..................... 96.1 99.3 99.0
1893..................... 100.0 99.4 97.8
1894..................... 94.7 100.4 99.1
1895..................... 101.3 100.3 99.5
1896..................... 94.7 100.0 102.0
1897..................... 101.3 100.2 101.9
1898..................... 103.9 99.5 102.3
1899..................... 105.3 99.3 102.7
1900..................... 106.6 96.5 106.1
1901..................... 111.8 96.0 108.8
1902..................... 113.2 95.4 112.8
1903..................... 110.5 91.6 118.0
1904..................... 112.7 91.1 121.7
1905..................... 117.5 90.9 126.0
1906..................... 117.5 89.9 129.9
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATION S—Continued.

P A P E R  A N D  W O O D  P U L P .

BACK TEN D ER S, M ale.

[Data from 11 establishments 1890-1903; 15, 1904; 
25, 1905; 24, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 85.4 100.4 97.1
1891....................... 94.8 100.2 97.4
1892....................... 91.7 100.3 98.1
1893....................... 100.0 100.3 97.5
1894............. ;....... 93.8 100.0 98.9
1895....................... 101.0 100.4 99.9
1896....................... 102.1 100.4 98.5
1897....................... 106.3 100.8 101.8
1898...................... 117.7 101.2 101.9
1899...................... 108.3 96.0 109.1
1900....................... 119.8 95.0 110.0
1901....................... 117.7 94.5 110.2
1902....................... 120.8 92.6 111.7
1903....................... 121.9 93.0 120.2
1904....................... 123.4 90.6 125.1
1905....................... 127.1 91.9 125.5
1906....................... 129.0 91.8 125.7

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... * 97.9 100.5 95.4
1891..................... 102.6 100.3 98.9
1892..................... 101.6 100.4 98.6
1893..................... 99.5 100.9 98.5
1894..................... 97.9 100.6 100.1
1895..................... 95.2 100.6 99.9
1896..................... 100.5 99.5 100.7
1897..................... 100.5 100.6 100.4
1898..................... 98.4 100.5 99.8
1899..................... 104.8 96.2 107.5
1900..................... 107.9 95.8 108.7
1901..................... 108.5 92.2 114.1
1902..................... 112.2 90.7 116.8
1903..................... 120.1 89.2 123.2
1904..................... 134.5 86.7 126.1
1905..................... 137.1 88.0 127.9
1906..................... 140.6 88.3 127.2

BLEACHERS*i M ale*

H EA TER S, M ale.

[Data from 14 establishments 1890-1903; 18, 1904; 
28,1905; 27, 1906.]

BLACK ASM B U R N E R S, M ale.

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1904; 3,1905,1906.] [Data from 7 establishments 1890-1903; 8,1904; 12, 
1905; 13, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 119.1 99.1 96.0
1891..................... 122.1 99.3 96.9
1892..................... 129.4 99.3 98.8
1893..................... 111.8 100.0 98.6
1894..................... 104.4 99.4 98.1
1895..................... 86.8 100.5 101.1
1896..................... 92.6 101.1 100.1
1897..................... 75.0 103.6 100.5
1898..................... 72.1 103.9 99.9
1899..................... 79.4 93.7 109.9
1900..................... 86.8 101.6 106.6
1901..................... 86.8 101.6 106.4
1902..................... 91.2 94.5 108.6
1903..................... 89.7 94.8 110.4
1904..................... 101.7 94.3 111.0
1905..................... 94.7 97.5 109.6
1906..................... 98.1 97.1 109.3

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

100.0
111.8
76.5

100.0
88.2

111.8
111.8
105.9
147.1
88.2
70.6

129.4
64.7
64.7
94.1

111.7
111.7
142.5

100.0
101.3
102.3
101.6
101.9
101.3
101.3
101.5
100.8
101.9
86.0
83.0
86.6
86.6
84.4
83.6
86.9
92.6

100.0
90.6
99.7
95.3
95.5
97.1
94.2

102.0
102.5
100.1
122.9
113.0
121.0
121.0
135.7
136.7
129.2
117.0

CALENDRERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 4 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 estab
lishments 1890-1892, 1894-1903; 4, 1893. Data 
from 7 establishments 1904; 15,1905,1906.]

CALENDRERS, F em a le.

[Data from 1 establishment 1890-1904; 2,1905,1906.]

Average
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................
1898 ..................
1899 ..................
1900 ..................
1901 ..................
1902 ..................
1903 ..................
1904 ..................
1905 ..................
1906 ..................

100.0
80.0
92.7

100.0
110.9
100.0
100.0
92.7
89.1

120.0
114.5
140.0
169.1
172.7
190.9
201.0
236.8
271.6

100.0
102.4
101.7
101.3
99.9

101.3
101.3
101.7
102.2100.8
87.5
87.1
85.5
84.5
85.1
86.0
84.0
85.3

100.0
94.2
93.2
92.7
98.9
97.2

102.6
103.3
101.9
98.7

117.0
117.7
122.5
122.9
127.6
127.9
132.7
129.9

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 105.3 100.0 96.0
1891..................... 105.3 100.0 107.3
1892..................... 126.3 100.0 102.3
1893..................... 126.3 100.0 109.7
1894..................... 84.2 100.0 93.6
1895..................... 105.3 100.0 91.0
1896..................... 100.0 100.0 108.4
1897..................... 94.7 100.0 95.9
1898..................... 94.7 100.0 94.4
1899..................... 68.4 100.0 101.1
1900..................... 78,9 100.0 105.9
1901..................... 78.9 100.0 101.0
1902..................... 84.2 94.8 99.3
1903..................... 100.0 94.8 97.7
1904..................... 131.6 94.8 104.5
1905..................... 118.0 94.8 107.2
1906..................... - 102.5 94.8 104.9
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

P A P E R  A N D  W O O D  P U L P —Continued.

CO LO R M I X E R S , M a le .

[Data for employees from 1 establishment 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 2 estab
lishments 1890-1892, 1894-1903; 1, 1893. Data 
from 1 establishment 1904; 2,1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per s 

hour, j

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 83.3 102.7 90.2
1891...................... 83.3 102.7 90.4
1892....................... 83.3 102.7 92.5
1893...................... 66.7 97.2 96.8
1894....................... 83.3 102.7 99.4
1895...................... 100.0 102.0 99.7
1896...................... 116.7 101.5 105.0
1897....................... 116.7 101.5 105.0
1898...................... 116.7 101.5 105.0
1899...................... 133.3 85.5 115.8
1900...................... 150.0 84.8 113.2
1901...................... 150.0 84.8 114.8
1902....................... 133.3 85.5 113.7
1903...................... 150.0 84.8 123.6
1904....................... 216.7 84.8 121.1
1905...................... 276.9 84.0 120.4
1906....................... 397.3 87.2 112.0

C U T T E R S , M a le .

1 [Data for employees from 5 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab- 

! lishments 1890-1892,1894-1903; 5, 1893. Data 
I from 10 establishments 1904; 18,1905; 19,1906.]

j Year.

|  .

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 74.6 101.6 99.8
1891..................... 78.0 101.6 100.8
1892..................... 84.7 101.6 100.4
1893..................... 96.6 101.5 96.2
1894..................... 113.6 101.5 98.1
1895..................... 113.6 101.7 96.8
1896..................... 110.2 101.7 96.6
1897..................... 108.5 101.7 97.4
1898..................... 111.9 101.7 97.6
1899.................... 113.6 85.4 116.4
1900..................... 116.9 85.0 116.7
1901..................... 130.5 84.9 115.0
1902..................... 132.2 84.9 118.2
1903..................... 154.2 84.4 122.9
1904..................... 137.9 81.5 131.8
1905..................... 133.1 83.1 128.0
1906..................... 136.0 84.8 126.7

E N A M E L E R S , M a le *C U T T E R S , F e m a le .

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 13, 1904; 
20,1905; 19,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 107.6 102.7 99.2
1891....................... 127.2 101.7 99.0
1892....................... 96.7 101.8 99.2
1893....................... 103.3 99.2 101.9
1894....................... 88.0 100.3 98.8
1895...................... 96.7 99.6 99.2
1896....................... 98.9 99.5 99.1
1897...................... 97.8 99.6 99.4
1898...................... 92.4 99.9 99.6
1899...................... 89.1 95.9 105.0
1900....................... 93.5 95.3 104.2
1901....................... 97.8 94.5 105.0
1902...................... 106.5 94.6 102.0
1903...................... 110.9 93.9 109.0
1904....................... 111.8 94.2 110.8
1905....................... 113.8 94.4 114.7
1906....................... 116.0 94.5 115.6

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1904; 3,1905, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 55.6 101.9 95.2
1891..................... 77.8 101.9 96.3
1892..................... 80.6 101.9 95.6
1893..................... 116.7 101.9 98.2
1894..................... 122.2 101.9 96.4
1895..................... 105.6 101.9 97.2
1896..................... 122.2 101.9 97.2
1897..................... 113.9 101.9 97.2
1898..................... 105.6 101.9 100.1
1899..................... 88.9 82.8 126.8
1900..................... 86.1 82.8 128.9
1901..................... 94.4 82.7 134.8
1902..................... 138.9 82.3 135.3
1903..................... 152.8 82.3 142.1
1904..................... 175.0 82.5 141.5
1905..................... 189.6 82.2 140.9
1906..................... 216.3 84.9 131.8

F I N I S H E R S , F e m a le *

[Data for employees from 4 establishments 1890-
1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 estab
lishments 1890-1892, 1894-1903; 4, 1893. Data
from 6 establishments 1904; 11, 1905; 12,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 87.5 100.5 93.9
1891..................... 112.5 100.2 105.2
1892..................... 130.0 100.1 103.0
1893..................... 122.5 99.6 105.0
1894..................... 77.5 100.2 94.8
1895..................... 92.5 99.8 99.6
1896..................... 95.0 99.8 103.9
1897..................... 92.5 99.8 98.5
1898..................... 97.5 99.9 94.5
1899..................... 90.0 100.1 101.2
1900..................... 107.5 99.9 103.4
1901..................... 105.0 100.0 100.6
1902..................... 90.0 97.4 105.0
1903..................... 107.5 96.9 107.4
1904..................... 93.6 97.6 129.3
1905..................... 95.5 97.1 133.3
1906..................... 120.8 98.2 125.6

F I N I S H E R S , M a le .

[Data from 14 establishments 1890-1903;
25, 1905; 23, 1906.]

8, 1904;

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 84.4 100.5 100.2
1891....................... 87.5 100.4 101.9
1892..................... 90.6 100.2 100.5
1893...................... 101.6 99.0 103.7
1894...................... 100.0 99.8 101.6
1895....................... 93.8 100.0 100.9
1896....................... 95.3 100.0 99.8
1897...................... 112.5 99.6 97.3
1898....................... 114.1 100.2 96.7
1899....................... 115.6 100.2 97.4
1900....................... 128.1 100.2 98.2
1901....................... 128.1 100.3 98.8
1902....................... 125.0 99.1 101.4
1903....................... 150.0 98.1 105.8
1904....................... 152.8 98.6 105.3
1905....................... 153.6 98.9 107.0
1906....................... 190.9 98.5 106.0
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

P A P E R  A N D  W O O D  P U L P —Continued.

LABO R ERS, M ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 16, 1904; 
28, 1905; 27, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 
1890.......................

100.0
113.6

100.0
98.4

100.0
97.9

1891....................... 109.0 98.9 98.7
1892....................... 98.9 100.5 98.8
1893....................... 100.0 100.8 97.5
1894....................... 96.6 100.3 97.8
1895....................... 103.4 101.4 99.5
1896...................... 90.4 102.1 99.2
1897...................... 93.8 101.5 99.9
1898....................... 84.7 102.3 98.7
1899....................... 108.5 93.8 112.2
1900....................... 102.3 96.1 111.0
1901....................... 134.5 91.7 115.5
1902....................... 118.1 96.6 109.1
1903....................... 127.1 96.2 118.5
1904....................... 134.5 96.1 118.1
1905....................... 142.3 96.4 119.5
1906....................... 137.6 95.3 122.2

MACHINE T EN D ER S, H a le .

[Data for employees from 15 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 16 estab
lishments 1890-1892, 1894-1903; 15, 1893. Data 
from 17 establishments 1904; 27, 1905, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

100.0 100.0 100.0
89.9 100.6 97.1
97.7 100.6 99.5
97.7 100.0 100.0

104.7 99,6 100.4
97.7 99.9 99.7

101.6 100.2 99.3
102.3 100.3 98.6
100.0 100.8 99.5
101.6 101.0 100.0
106.2 97.0 105.7
118.6 97.9 104.1
124.0 91.3 111.6
124.8 88.9 113.4
133.3 87.9 116.6
141.4 84.7 120.1
139.4 86.6 123.1
142.3 86.3 123.7

P R E SS T EN D ER S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 3 estab- 

' ..............  ' .............. Data from 3
establishments 1904; 8,1905; 7,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 116.7 100.0 97.9
1891....................... 116.7 100.0 97.9
1892....................... 116.7 100.0 97.9
1893....................... 100.0 100.0 96.5
1894....................... 91.7 100.0 101.5
1895....................... 100.0 100.0 101.6
1896....................... 100.0 100.0 101.6
1897....................... 100.0 100.0 101.6
1898....................... 91.7 100.0 101.5
1899....................... 100.0 100.0 101.6
1900....................... 108.3 100.0 104.0
1901....................... 108.3 100.0 106.2
1902...................... 125.0 100.0 106.2
1903....................... 100.0 100.0 132.1
1904....................... 90.0 100.0 132.9
1905...................... 80.5 100.2 132.0
1906...................... 97.9 99.6 132.3

R A G  S O R T E R S , M a le .

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1905; 3,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 102.0 98.6 94.5
1891 90.0 99.5 97.4
1892....................... 110.0 98.1 99.8
1893....................... 104.0 98.9 101.1
1894....................... 92.0 99.8 103.1
1895....................... 98.0 99.8 102.4
1896....................... 104.0 100.2 99.2
1897....................... 118.0 98.5 101.9
1898....................... 98.0 103.3 98.0
1899....................... 88.0 103.3 102.3
1900....................... 114.0 102.3 101.2
1901....................... 88.0 96.2 103.1
1902....................... 110.0 103.5 101.0
1903....................... 134.0 103.2 103.8
1904...................... 159.4 102.9 103.5
1905....................... 91.1 112.5 97.4
1906...................... 89.0 112.4 97.9

Average 1890-99.
1890 ..............
1891 ..............
1892 ..............
1893 ..............
1894 ..............
1895 ..............
1896 ..............
1897 ..............
1898 ..............
1899 ..............
1900 ..............
1901 ..............
1902 ..............
1903 ..............
1904 ..............
1905 ..............
1906 ..............

P U L P  G R IN D E R S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 4 estab
lishments 1890-1892, 1894-1903; 3, 1893. Data 
from 5 establishments 1904; 10, 1905; 9,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 93.5 100.0 99.8
1891..................... 93.5 100.0 99.8
1892..................... 93.5 100.0 99.8
1893..................... 103.2 100.0 96.4
1894..................... 103.2 100.0 99.9
1895..................... 96.8 100.0 100.3
1896..................... 103.2 100.0 101.1
1897..................... 96.8 100.0 101.1
1898..................... 96.8 100.0 101.1
1899..................... 103.2 100.0 100.7
1900..................... 103.2 100.0 100.7
1901..................... 103.2 100.0 101.5
1902..................... 103.2 100.0 101.5
1903..................... 93.5 100.0 115.4
1904..................... 114.9 83.7 127.8
1905..................... 106.6 92.3 121.4
1906..................... 108.1 92.2 121.8

R A G  S O R T E R S , F e m a le *

fData from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 7,1904; 11,
1905; 12,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 94.2 101.2 97.6
1891..................... 108.3 99.9 100.2
1892..................... 109.6 101.0 99.8
1893..................... 112.8 99.5 99.5
1894..................... 90.4 98.6 102.3
1895..................... 104.5 99.3 101.5
1896..................... 108.3 98.9 100.3
1897..................... 86.5 100.1 99.2
1898..................... 86.5 101.0 101.4
1899..................... 100.6 100.5 97.6
1900..................... 117.9 100.5 99.8
1901..................... 92.3 102.6 100.1
1902..................... 87.2 101.1 96.7
1903..................... 111.5 101.6 97.6
1904..................... 127.8 101.8 103.5
1905..................... 123.7 104.6 100.1
1906..................... 125.5 102.0 105.6

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



106 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

P A P E R  A N D  W O O D  P U L P — Concluded.

WOOD COOKERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 1 establishment 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 1 estab
lishment 1890-1893; 2, 1894-1903 Data from 4 
establishments 1904; 9, 1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 75.0 97.5 95.3
1891....................... 68.8 97.5 94.7
1892....................... 56.3 97.5 98.3
1893....................... 43.8 97.5 99.8
1894....................... 25.0 110.5 97.7
1895....................... 100.0 104.0 99.7
1896....................... 100.0 104.0 99.6
1897....................... 175.0 101.8 96.2
1898....................... 187.5 101.6 99.2
1899....................... 137.5 88.4 119.3
1900....................... 162.5 87.2 122.3
1901....................... 200.0 85.8 121.4
1902....................... 200.0 85.8 119.3
1903....................... 118.8 87.3 131.1
1904....................... 129.9 84.0 135.2
1905....................... 132.0 85.0 142.3
1906....................... 119.2 84.7 145.4

WOOD P R E P A R E R S , M ale.

[Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 4 estab
lishments 1890-1892, 1901-1903; 3, 1893; 5, 1894- 
1900. Data from 7 establishments 1904; 12,1905; 
11,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 63.2 99.3 101.4
1891..................... 63.2 99.3 100.6
1892..................... 73.7 100.3 100.4
1893..................... 100.0 100.8 103.1
1894..................... 94.7 100.6 97.7
1895..................... 105.3 100.3 98.4
1896..................... 131.6 100.3 98.7
1897..................... 121.1 100.2 98.8
1898..................... 136.8 100.4 98.7
1899..................... 131.6 98.5 102.0
1900..................... 126.3 98.2 103.8
1901..................... 126.3 96.7 114.2
1902..................... 126.3 96.7 118.1
1903..................... 110.5 95.3 133.6
1904..................... 124.8 93.6 134.3
1905..................... 130.8 94.4 135.6
1906..................... 107.5 95.0 138.1

PIAJNIlSrG M llili.

C ARPENTERS, M ale FR A M E R S, M ale.

[Data from 65 establishments 1890-1903; 96, 1904; 
93, 1905; 97, 1906.]

[Data from 26 establishments 1890-1903; 35, 1904; 
33,1905; 34,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 94.7 101.9 98.7
1891..................... . 94.3 101.1 100.0
1892....................... 100.3 101.3 99.2
1893....................... 98.7 100.2 100.2
1894....................... 92.1 100.1 96.7
1895....................... 92.7 99.8 98.0
1896....................... 104.7 98.0 100.8
1897....................... 101.7 99.1 101.1
1898....................... 103.4 99.4 102.3
1899....................... 116.9 99.0 102.8
1900....................... 122.5 98.4 106.7
1901....................... 129.9 98.2 108,0
1902................ 132.8 97.0 113.6
1903....................... 135.9 96.5 119.3
1904....................... 138.4 96.3 122.4
1905....................... 144.0 96.3 123.4
1906....................... 144.8 96.0 126.6

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100-0
1890..................... 87.2 100.5 100.3
1891..................... 91.0 100.0 101.5
1892..................... 96.3 100.0 103.0
1893..................... 95.2 99.8 102.3
1894..................... 89.9 100.5 98.1
1895..................... 105.9 99.8 97.0
1896..................... 102.7 100.2 95.9
1897..................... 105.9 100.2 97.6
1898..................... 110.6 100.0 100.2
1899..................... 113.3 98.9 104.0
1900..................... 111.2 99.2 105.2
1901..................... 119.1 98.6 108.6
1902..................... 115.4 97.9 111.3
1903..................... 123.4 97.9 114.2
1904..................... 126.9 98.0 113.7
1905..................... 133.5 98.2 116.2
1906..................... 134.0 97.9 117.9

GLAZIERS, M ale.

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 34, 1904; 
40,1905; 43,1906.]

LABO R ERS, M ale.

[Data from 13 establishments 1890-1903; 80, 1904; 
91,1905; 98, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... ioap 100.0 100,0
1890...................... 81,8 100.5 95.7
1891....................... 81.8 100.5 9910
1892....................... 81.8 100.5 100.5
1893....................... 81.8 100.5 104.7
1894....................... 90.9 99.5 102.8
1895....................... 100.0 99.6 97.7
1896....................... 100.0 99.6 96.8
1897........... :......... 100.0 99.6 100.7
1898...................... 100.0 99.6 99.8
1899...................... 136.4 100.0 102.4
1900...................... 145,5 98.3 106.7
1901....................... 181.8 98.3 105.7
1902...................... 200.0 98.6 103.1
1903.......... .•........... 254.5 99.1 107.0
1904....................... 240.9 98.4 111.0
1905...................... 287.2 98.1 113.2
1906...................... 322.7 95.7 121.6

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 85.9 100.1 102.4
1891..................... 89.8 100.1 105.3
1892..................... 88.7 100.1 101.5
1893..................... 87.1 99.9 98.3
1894..................... 93.8 100.0 94.1
1895..................... 102.0 100.0 95.9
1896..................... 105.1 99.8 96.5
1897..................... 103.5 99.9 96.0
1898..................... 107.0 ioao 101.5
1899..................... 135.9 100.2 108.5
1900..................... 110.2 99.9 102.8
1901..................... 134.4 100.0 110.8
1902..................... 127.7 100.0 110.8
1903..................... 115.6 99.9 113.3
1904..................... 121.4 100.4 110.4
1905..................... 129.4 100.0 112.7
1906..................... 139.2 97.9 117.7

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



WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, 107

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOTXRS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

PLAN TIN G  M IL L —Concluded.

MACHINE: W OODW ORKERS, M ale. SA W YERS, RAND, M ale.

rData from 92 establishments 1890-1903; 110,1904; 
112,1905; 116,1906.]

[Data from 31 establishments 1890-1903; 53, 1904; 
59,1905; 66,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 97.3 101.2 98.4
1891....................... 97.4 100.6 99.2
1892....................... 98.4 100.6 99.7
1893....................... 97.9 100.1 99.6
1894....................... 96.0 100.4 97.4
1895....................... 97.8 99.6 98.8
1896..-•................ 99.8 99.4 99.7
1897...................... 101.9 99.7 101.0
1898...................... 105.8 99.2 102.0
1899....................... 107.3 99.0 104.0
1900....................... 111.4 98.9 106.6
1901....................... 113.7 98.7 108.7
1902....................... 120.8 97.3 113.0
1903....................... 122.2 96.7 116.3
1904....................... 128.6 96.7 115.7
1905....................... 133.2 96.7 117.4
1906....................... 136.3 95.6 ' 121.2

S A W Y E R S, CIRC Cl* A R , M ale.

[Data from 45 establishments 1890-1903; 65, 1904; 
73,1905; 79,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 92.1 100.8 100.2
1891...................... 93.8 100.4 100.5
1892...................... 93.3 100.4 100.4
1893....................... 93.8 100.1 101.2
1894...................... 98.3 100.5 98.8
1895....................... 98.3 99.5 98.8
1896....................... 101.7 99.1 98.1
1897....................... 102.8 99.9 98.5
1898....................... 111.8 99.6 99.7
1899...................... 116.3 99.5 103.6
1900...................... 120.8 99.5 105.0
1901....................... 128.7 99.1 108.5
1902...................... 131.5 99.0 110.8
1903...................... 137.1 98.3 114.1
1904...................... 134.1 98.0 114.1
1905...................... 144.9 98.4 114.8
1906...................... 150.7 97.2 120.0

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 95.9 101.7 100.7
1891..................... 95.9 100.2 101.5
1892..................... 98.0 100.0 100.9
1893..................... 95.9 100.2 100.0
1894..................... 95.9 101.5 97.6
1895..................... 95.9 98.4 99.3
1896..................... 102.0 99.8 98.6
1897..................... 104.1 99.6 99.9
1898..................... 106.1 99.5 100.6
1899..................... 106.1 99.2 101.2
1900..................... 110.2 100.5 102.1
1901..................... 112.2 100.5 103.6
1902..................... 116.3 99.7 106.6
1903..................... 122.4 99.5 110.4
1904..................... 128.7 98.9 112.0
1905..................... 140.0 98.5 115.1
1906..................... 142.2 97.4 117.1

SA W YERS, JIG , M ale.

[Data from 19 establishments 1890-1903; 27,1904; 
23, 1905; 22,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 102.6 98.2
1891..................... 100.0 100.2 100.4
1892..................... 100.0 100.2 100.1
1893..................... 103.8 100.0 99.5
1894..................... 103.8 102.3 97.3
1895..................... 103.8 96.9 101.0
1896..................... 100.0 99.8 98.3
1897..................... 100.0 99.4 99.7
1898..................... 100.0 99.4 100.9
1899..................... 103.8 98.9 104.5
1900..................... 107.7 101.4 103.7
1901..................... 107.7 101.6 106.1
1902..................... 103.8 100.4 107.9
1903..................... 107.7 99.8 110.0
1904..................... 111.0 99.0 112.5
1905..................... 108.9 99.1 112.2
1906..................... 113.4 98.0 116.8

SA W Y ER S, NOT SPEC IFIED , M ale.

[Data from 17 establishments 1890^1903; 22,1904; 21, 1905; 17,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 96.7 98.6 101.0
1890 ................... 96.7 101.3 99.0 1899..................... 103.3 98.4 103.2
1891....................... 96.7 100.9 99.5 1900.................... 100.0 97.6 105.3
1892 ..................... 103.3 101.1 101.5 1901..................... 100.0 96.3 110.9
1893 ................... 100.0 100.3 100.8 1902..................... 103.3 93.6 120.2
1894....................... 93.3 100.6 96.2 1903..................... 100.0 93.9 117.9
1895....................... 96.7 100.4 97.4 1904..................... 105.1 92.7 121.2
1896....................... 96.7 98.7 100.7 I 1905..................... 100.2 92.4 124.4
1897....................... 100.0 99.5 100.8 1906..................... 119.6 92.1 126.3
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POTTERY.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

D IP P E R S ) m ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1904; 6, 1905; 12 
1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 100.0 97.6 95.1
1891...................... 100.0 97.6 95.1
1892...................... 100.0 97.6 96.3
1893...................... 100.0 97.6 106.2
1894...................... 100.0 97.6 103.7
1895...................... 80.0 99.7 97.4
1896...................... 80.0 99.7 88.9
1897...................... 80.0 104.2 104.9
1898...................... 80.0 104.2 104.9
1899...................... 80.0 104.2 107.4
1900...................... 80.0 99.7 101.1
1901...................... 80.0 101.9 109.6
1902...................... 80.0 101.9 109.6
1903...................... 80.0 101.9 113.5
1904...................... 80.0 101.9 116.5
1905....................... 80.0 101.9 123.8
1906....................... 89.6 101.2 121.7

JIG G E R  MEN, M ale.

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 4,1904; 6, 
1905; 12, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 107.1 99.7 100.7
1891..................... 107.1 99.7 101.2
1892..................... 92.9 100.1 97.8
1893..................... 121.4 99.4 104.7
1894..................... 114.3 99.6 99.0
1895..................... 78.6 100.7 93.6
1896..................... 100.0 99.9 97.1
1897..................... 85.7 100.4 92.2
1898..................... 92.9 100.1 102.1
1899..................... 85.7 100.4 111.6
1900..................... 85.7 101.4 101.9
1901.................... 85.7 100.4 108.8
1902..................... 85.7 100.4 110.9
1903..................... 107.1 96.1 113.2
1904..................... 85.7 97.2 118.8
1905..................... 89.8 97.2 122.3
1906..................... 94.7 96.5 118.5

KILN FIR EM EN , Male. KILN MEN, M ale.

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903, 4, 1904; 
1905; 13,1906.]

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1904; 7,1905; 13, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 100.0 100.0 91.5
1891...................... 100.0 100.0 91.5
1892...................... 100.0 100.0 101.0
1893...................... 100.0 100.0 101.0
1894...................... 100.0 100.0 101.0
1895...................... 100.0 100.0 95.3
1896...................... 100.0 100.0 95.3
1897...................... 100.0 100.0 114.2
1898...................... 100.0 100.0 114.2
1899...................... 100.0 100.0 95.3
1900...................... 100.0 100.0 95.3
1901...................... 100.0 100.0 95.3
1902...................... 100.0 100.0 104.7
1903...................... 100.0 100.0 110.4
1904....................... 100.0 100.0 112.3
1905....................... 113.0 102.7 108.4
1906...................... 106.7 102.3 109.8

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 93.2 99.8 101.3
1891..................... 104.5 99.2 104.2
1892..................... 102.3 99.3 103.8
1893..................... 102.3 99.3 104.0
1894..................... 102.3 99.3 101.5
1895..................... 100.0 99.4 102.2
1896..................... 88.6 101.3 94.0
1897..................... 97.7 100.6 96.2
1898..................... 95.5 100.8 95.6
1899..................... 106.8 101.1 97.3
1900..................... 113.6 100.7 98.7
1901..................... 102.3 101.4 95.7
1902..................... 104.5 101.3 98.6
1903..................... 102.3 100.9 98.4
1904..................... 99.5 100.7 99.6
1905..................... 97.9 100.8 101.1
1906..................... 96.1 101.3 104.3

MOLD M AKERS, Male. PJHtlSS SHEARS, M ale.

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1904; 7, 1905; 12, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 100.0 100.3 99.7
1891...................... 100.0 100.3 99.3
1892...................... 100.0 100.3 99.1
1893....................... 100.0 100.3 94.1
1894...................... 100.0 100.3 97.8
1895...................... 100.0 100.3 97.5
1896...................... 100.0 100.3 97.3
1897...................... 116.7 99.5 96.0
1898...................... 116.7 99.5 114.1
1899....................... 133.3 98.9 105.0
1900....................... 133.3 98.9 101.2
1901....................... 133.3 98.9 104.2
1902...................... 133.3 98.9 105.5
1903...................... 133.3 97.6 114.3
1904....................... 216.6 100.6 103.3
1905....................... 254.8 101.0 102.0
1906................ . 240.3 100.9 104.8

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1904; 7,1905: 13, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 97.0 99.5 101.7
1891..................... 110.4 99.6 105.6
1892..................... 94.8 99.9 103.0
1893..................... 100.7 99.8 110.7
1894..................... 92.6 100.1 94.9
1895..................... 88.1 100.1 87.9
1896..................... 91.1 100.2 92.7
1897..................... 108.9 99.9 99.9
1898..................... 111.1 100.1 101.2
1899..................... 108.1 100.6 102.4
1900..................... 103.7 100.5 94.4
1901..................... 104.4 100.3 102.1
1902..................... 92.6 100.9 99.5
1903..................... 105.2 100.2 103.6
1904..................... 97.0 99.8 116.4
1905..................... 91.1 100.0 114.3
1906..................... 95.2 99.3 115.1
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Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

P O T T E R Y —Concluded.

SAGGER M AKERS, M ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1904; 6,1905; 12, 
1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 116.7 100.7 99.7
1891....................... 116.7 100.7 99.6
1892....................... 116.7 100.7 99.4
1893....................... 100.0 100.0 98.0
1894....................... 100.0 100.0 99.1
1895....................... 100.0 100.0 97.4
1896....................... 100.0 100.0 97.6
1897....................... 100.0 100.0 96.6
1898....................... 66.7 99.7 107.6
1899....................... 83.3 98.3 105.0
1900....................... 100.0 99.3 105.2
1901....................... 100.0 99.3 103.5
1902....................... 100.0 99.3 106.5
1903....................... 100.0 98.0 107.6
1904....................... 100.0 98.0 108.4
1905....................... 100.0 97.3 117.7
1906....................... 103.9 97.5 121.1

SE T T E R S OUT, M ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1904; 6,1905; 12 
1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 .......
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
300.0
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
103.2

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
98.8
98.8
98.8 
99.1

100.0
100.7
100.7
100.3 
100.9
99.5
99.5 
99.1
99.5 
99.4

100.1
100.4 100.2 
101.3
100.7
101.5
101.2
105.7

PR IN TIN G  A N D  PU BLISH IN G , BOOK A N D  JOB.

BOOKBINDERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 32 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 32 estab
lishments 1890-1894; 33, 1895-1903. Data from 
55 establishments 1904; 110,1905;-112,1906.]

COMPOSITORS, M ale.

[Data from 85 establishments 1890-1903; 96, 1904; 
152,1905; 155,1906.]

Average 1890-99..
1890 ................
1891 ................
1892 ................
1893 ................
1894 ................
1895 ................

1897.

1900..
1901..
1902..
1903..
1904..
1905..
1906..

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
87.6 101.1 96.1 1890..................... 92.9 101.0 97.7
89.1 101.0 96.2 1891..................... 93.1 101.0 98.8
92.2 100.8 98.1 1892..................... 94.4 •100.9 98.9
95.3 100.3 100.0 1893..................... 95.3 100.4 99.6
93.0 100.2 99.3 1894..................... 97.5 100.3 100.3
91.5 100.6 99.5 1895..................... 99.6 100.2 99.9
99.6 100.4 100.2 1896..................... 99.4 100.0 99.4

112.0 99.5 102.5 1897..................... 105.9 99.9 100.3
117.8 98.8 103.6 1898..................... 107.9 99.5 101.0
121.7 97.2 104.8 1899..................... 113.6 96.9 104.3
129.1 96.2 104.9 1900..................... 122.2 94.6 107.3
131.8 95.6 108.9 1901..................... 120.8 93.7 109.6
134.1 94.8 111.1 1902..................... 116.7 92.4 113.7
136.8 94.5 111.9 1903..................... 120.0 92.4 115.7
141.9 94.2 115.0 1904..................... 118.3 91.5 119.6
150.0 93.9 115.9 *1905..................... 122.8 91.1 122.3
155.2 93.4 119.2 1906..................... 126.1 88.0 128.0

COMPOSITORS, F em ale.

[Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 establishments 
1890, 1891, 1893-1896, 1898, 1899; 6, 1892, 1897; 4, 1900; 3, 1901-1903. Data from 6 establishments 1904; 
18,1905; 21,1906.]

Average 1890-99.
1890 ...............
1891 ...............
1892 ...............
1893 ...............
1894 ...............
1895 ...............
1896 ...............
1897 ...............

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898................ . 100 0 99.4
100.0 103.3 95.0 1899..................... 96.0 98.8
100.0 103.6 94.9 1900..................... 100.0 99.2
96.0 100.4 98.9 1901........... .*....... 112.0 96.2

104.0 99.8 101.2 1902..................... 112.0 96.2
100.0 98.7 100.2 1903.................. 124.0 96.2
96.0 98.5 105.0 1904..................... 127.0 92.0

108.0 98.8 101.4 1905.................... 139.5 91.8
116.0 98.7 102.7 1906..................... 136.9 91.1

99.2
101.5 
107.8
109.2
109.2 
116.0 122.1
134.6
152.2

8891—No. 71—07----8

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



110 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR

PR IN TIN G  A N D  PU BLISH ING , BOOK A N D  JOB—Continued.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

ELEC TR O TY PER S, M ale.
[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 15, 1904; 

22, 1905; 21, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 97.4 100.3 100. Y
1891...................... 97.4 100.3 100.7
1892...................... 94.7 100.4 100.6
1893....................... 92.1 100.1 101.4
1894....................... 97.4 100.3 100.2
1895....................... 100.0 100.5 98.8
1896....................... 100.0 100.5 99.1
1897....................... 110.5 100.7 99.0
1898....................... 107.9 99.7 99.8
1899....................... 105.3 97.1 99.7
1900....................... 97.4 97.2 100.1
1901....................... 100.0 96.4 106.4
1902....................... 105.3 96.4 105.1
1903....................... 102.6 96.4 105.2
1904....................... 105.8 95.5 108.2
1905....................... 104.4 93.8 109.4
1906....................... 122.9 92.7 113.5

P R E SS F E E D E R S , F em a le.
[Data for employees from 4 establishments 1890-

1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 estab-
lishments 1890-1897,1900,1901; 6,1898,1L899,1902,
1903. Data from 19 establishments 1904; 38, 
1905; 42, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 94.1 100.6 99.3
1891...................... 94.1 100.6 99.3
1892...................... 88.2 100.6 100.0
1893...................... 97.1 100.6 9a 5
1894....................... 91.2 100.6 oa 3
1895....................... 91.2 100.5 97.5
1896....................... 91.2 100.6 99.9
1897....................... 102.9 100.6 99.6
1898....................... 102.9 oa 6 102.5
1899....................... 147.1 96.6 105.3
1900....................... 129.4 92.2 io a 9
1901....................... 132.4 92.2 111.5
1902....................... 126.5 92.1 114.4
1903....................... 117.6 91.8 116.9
1904....................... 140.1 91.8 127.7
1905....................... 137.5 92.3 128.8
1906....................... 150.0 92.2 133.4

PROOF R E A D E R S, M ale.
[Data for employees from 11 establishments 1890-

1903. Data for hours and wages from 13 estab
lishments 1890, 1891; 12, 1892-1894, 1902,1903; 11,
1895-1901. Data from 33 establishments 1904; 
56, 1905; 51,1906.]

Average 1890-09... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 103.6 100.6 100.6
1891....................... 103.6 100.6 101.1
1892....................... 103.6 100.6 9a 9
1893....................... 103.6 100.6 100.0
1894....................... 96.4 100.6 99.4
1895....................... 92.9 100.7 100.8
1896....................... 100.0 100.7 99.9
1897....................... 100.0 100.7 100.1
1898....................... 100.0 100.1 101.0
1899..,.................. 107.1 94.8 98.1
1900....................... 114.3 92.3 107.3
1901....................... 121.4 92.4 109.4
1902....................... 125.0 88.5 119.2
1903....................... 132.1 88.3 121.3
1904....................... 152.8 87.9 119.5
1905....................... 162.0 87.9 121.3
1906....................... 163.2 84.4 130.9

P R E SS F E E D E R S , M ale.
[Data from 23 establishments 1890-1903; 65, 1904; 

132, 1905; 139, 1906.]

Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 84.1 100.8 97.9
1891..................... 85.0 100.3 100.0
1892..................... 89.0 100.3 99.0
1893..................... 9a 1 100.1 98.5
1894..................... 92.3 99.9 100.1
1895..................... 102.0 100.3 101.1
1896..................... 104.5 100.4 99.2
1897..................... 109.8 100.4 99.2
1898..................... 117.9 9& 9 101.6
1899..................... 122.4 9a 6 103.5
1900..................... 130.5 95.3 119.8
1901..................... 124.8 95.5 120.1
1902..................... 136.6 94.2 121.5
1903..................... 134.1 94.0 124.8
1904..................... 136.6 93.6 126.7
1905..................... 140.0 93.3 129.7
1906..................... 147.0 92.5 135.0

PRESSM EN, M ale.

[Data from 64 establishments 1890-1903:; 87,1904;
153, 1905; 158, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 90.6 100.7 97.8
1891..................... 9a 0 100.5 99.0
1892..................... 94.0 100.5 99.4
1893..................... 95.8 100.5 98.9
1894..................... 95.3 100.2 99.3
1895..................... 96.9 100.2 99.6
1896..................... 101.6 100.3 99.5
1897..................... 105.0 100.3 100.8
1898..................... 112.5 99.6 101.0
1899..................... 115.7 97.3 104.7
1900..................... 117.8 95.5 107.3
1901..................... 120.1 93.9 111.1
1902..................... 118.8 92.8 112.5
1903..................... 120.6 92.8 114.7
1904..................... 126.5 92.4 117.0
1905..................... 12& 5 92.0 118.9
1906..................... 134.2 91.4 122.1

PROOF R E A D E R S, F em ale.
[Data for employees from 5 establishments 1890-

1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab-
lishments 1890, 1891; 7, 1892-1894, 1902, 1903; 8,
1895-1901. Data from 15 establishments 1904; 36, 
1905; 27, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 110.0 101.4 100.8
1891..................... 140.0 102.2 107.6
1892..................... 100.0 99.7 106.3
1893..................... 110.0 100.5 101.1
1894..................... 100.0 99.7 99.6
1895..................... 110.0 100.3 92.9
1896..................... 80.0 99.2 99.3
1897..................... 120.0 100.9 88.8
1898..................... 80.0 99.1 97.5
1899..................... 90.0 97.1 106.1
1900..................... 100.0 94.4 116.2
1901..................... 100.0 9a  1 107.9
1902..................... 110.0 93.1 115.7
1903..................... 110.0 93.1 115.7
1904..................... 118.2 92.5 118.2
1905..................... 120.1 92.0 118.9
1906..................... 144.1 90.7 121.6
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

P R I N T I N G  A N D  P U B L I S H I N G , B O O K  A N D  J O B —Concluded.

SE W E R S, BOOK, F em a le. STITCH ER S, BOOK, F em a le.

[Data from 10 establishments 1890-1903; 38, 1904; 
79, 1905; 93, 1906.]

[Data from 10 establishments 1890-1903; 21, 1904; 
48, 1905; 52,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 111.9 100.7 91.2 1890..................... 95.7 100.4 97.2
1891....................... 92.9 100.4 99.2 1891..................... 93.6 100.4 98.3
1892....................... 100.0 100.7 99.3 1892..................... 110.6 100.4 91.3
1893....................... 78.6 100.3 102.5 1893..................... 97.9 100.4 100.8
1894....................... 85.7 100.2 101.0 1894..................... 91.5 100.4 98.5
1895....................... 90.5 100.0 100.3 1895..................... 93.6 100.4 98.8
1896....................... 100.0 99.8 104.0 1896..................... 93.6 100.4 101.8
1897....................... 102.4 99.9 101.1 1897..................... 100.0 100.4 97.2
1898...................... 114.3 99.1 102.0 1898..................... 112.8 98.8 105.6
1899....................... 121.4 98.9 99.5 1899..................... 106.4 98.0 110.3
1900....................... 119.0 96.8 102.5 1900..................... 144.7 93.3 124.3
1901....................... 150.0 96.8 95.9 1901..................... 151.1 92.3 131.9
1902....................... 126.2 95.4 102.0 1902..................... 168.1 92.2 134.0
1903....................... 150.0 95.2 98.5 1903..................... 163.8 91.6 137.8
1904....................... 160.4 94.3 100.9 1904..................... 156.3 91.6 137.2
1905....................... 164.7 94.0 104.2 1905..................... 171.5 91.3 134.8
1906....................... 177.9 93.0 106.2 1906..................... 192.8 90.8 139.2

PR IN TIN G  A N D  PU BLISH IN G , N EW SPAPER.

COMPOSITORS, m ale.

[Data for employees from 91 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 91 estab
lishments 1890; 92, 1891,1892; 93, 1893; 94, 1894; 
95, 1895-1903. Data from 135 establishments 
1904; 148,1905; 149,1906.]

.LINOTYPE OPERATORS, M ale.

[Data for hours and wages from 1 establishment 
1890; 5,1891; 16,1892; 32,1893; 54,1894; 69,1895; 
80, 1896; 88, 1897; 94, 1898; 99, 1899; 100, 1900; 
102,1901; 103,1902; 104,1903; 135,1904; 147,1905, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892.....................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................
1898 ..................
1899 ..................
1900 ..................
1901 ..................
1902 ..................
1903 ..................
1904 ..................
1905 ..................
1906 ..................

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. (a) 100.0 100.0
131.4 101.2 101.0 1890..................... Vy 100.1 110.8
133.3 100.2 101.5 1891..................... (a) 98.6 106.2
130.1 100.1 101.9 1892..................... YY 101.4 91.9
115.6 101.1 99.8 1893..................... ?a) 102.5 97.5
91.9 100.4 96.4 1894..................... raj 100.6 99.9
79.7 100.4 97.2 1895..................... ?a) 99.4 99.4
76.9 100.1 98.9 1896..................... YY 99.2 99.1
80.8 99.9 99.6 1897..................... YY 99.3 98.7
78.2 99.1 99.9 1898..................... YY 99.5 98.2
82.2 97.6 103.7 1899..................... ?a) 99.5 98.2
84.4 97.3 103.4 1900..................... (a) 99.4 99.6
83.5 95.9 107.9 1901..................... (aj 99.9 99.6
83.1 95.1 110.5 1902..................... YY 99.4 101.0
87.9 94.8 113.4 1903..................... YY 99.6 104.0
92.4 93.9 115.6 1904..................... 99.4 105.9

100.7 93.4 118.3 1905..................... YY 99.2 106.5
108.7 92.8 120.3 1906..................... (a) 98.8 108.5

PRESSM EN, M ale.

[Data for employees from 106 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 106 establish
ments 1890; 107,1891-1894; 108,1895-1903. Data from 135 establishments 1904; 143,1905; 147,1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 1145 98.7 102.9
86.6 101.1 97.9 1899..................... 119.0 98.2 104.2
88.5 101.0 97.7 1900..................... 123.2 97.8 1049
92.5 100.9 97.6 1901..................... 127.9 97.5 106.1
94.7 101.0 98.3 1902..................... 133.8 97.3 109.1
95.5 100.5 98.9 1903..................... 138.5 97.1 112.6
95.3 100.1 99.5 1904..................... 148.4 96.3 114.5

105.9 99.6 101.5 1905..................... 152.7 97.0 116.4
107.3 98.8 101.8 1906..................... 165.4 95.3 119.6

a No relative numbers shown, as reports were secured from but one establishment employing linotype 
operators as early as 1890.
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T a b l e  I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY 
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

PR IN TIN G  A N D  PU BLISH ING , NEW SPAPER—Concluded.
ST E R E O T Y P E R S, H a le .

[Data lor employees from 76 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 76 establish
ments 1890; 77, 1891-1893; 78, 1894, 1895; 79, 1896-1903. Data from 109 establishments 1904; 133, 1905;
137,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 
1890.......................

100.0
84.4
84.7
90.7 
97.0 
97.3
99.7

109.6
109.6

100.0
100.3
100.6
100.7
100.5
100.5
100.5 
100.0
99.4

100.0 
- 95.3

95.3 
98.1
99.3 
98.6 
99.0

101.8
102.3

1898..................... 111.6
115.0
115.0
119.3 
122.6 
122.9
129.0
133.4
141.1

99.0
98.6
98.7
98.4
98.5
98.5 
97.2
96.5
96.1

104.6
105.5 
104.9
106.5
107.3
108.4
111.5 
114.3 
116.2

1899.....................
1891....................... 1900.....................
1892....................... 1901.....................
1893....................... 1902.....................
1894...................... 1903................... .
1895....................... 1904.....................
1896....................... 1905.....................
1897....................... 1906.....................

SH IPBUILDING.

BLACKSMITHS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 11 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 11 estab
lishments 1890; 12, 1891-1895; 13, 1896-1898; 14, 
1899-1903. Data from 17 establishments 1904; 
27, 1905; 28, 1906.]

B O IL E R  M AKERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 5 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab
lishments 1890,1894,1895; 7,1891-1893,1896-1898;
8,1899-1903. Data from 12 establishments 1904; 
20, 1905; 23, 1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 .............
1891 .............
1892 .............
1893 .............
1894 .............
1895 .............
1896 .............
1897 .............
1898 .............
1899 .............
1900 .............
1 9 0 1  ...............................
1902 .............
1903 .............
1904 .............
1905 .............
1 9 0 6  ...............................

100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
65.5 100.5 97.0 1890..................... 55.3 99.9 98.2
74.8 100.5 100.2 1891..................... 44.7 100.1 98.6
84.0 100.5 99.7 1892..................... 62.4 100.2 100.6
81.5 99.9 99.3 1893..................... 90.1 100.3 99.2
99.2 100.0 96.8 1894..................... 95.7 100.2 95.3

137.8 100.2 97.8 1895..................... 107.1 100.0 100.0
96.6 99.4 304.7 3896..................... 90.1 99.7 104.4

100.8 99.5 104.0 1897..................... 87.9 99.7 101.8
140.3 99.9 99.4 1898..................... 209.9 100.1 100.5
121.8 99.6 101.0 1899..................... 153.9 99.9 101.5
116.8 99.7 101.1 1900..................... 207.1 100.0 99.6
122.7 99.6 100.6 1901..................... 175.9 99.8 101.5
142.0 99.2 103.8 1902..................... 185.8 99.7 102.6
131.1 98.9 105.6 1903..................... 372.3 99.3 101.8
110.1 96.5 109.4 1904..................... 175.3 . 98.2 103.0
99.7 96.2 109.4 1905..................... 172.7 98.3 303.9
90.7 96.2 113.4 1906..................... 199.2 99.0 106.2

CALKERS, IRON, H a le . CALKERS, WOOD, M ale.

[Data for employees from 4 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 4 estab
lishments 1890, 1895; 5, 1891-1894, 1896-1898; 6, 
3899-1902; 7, 1903. Data from 7 establishments 
ld04; 15, 1905; 16, 1906.]

[Data from 9 establishments 1890-1903; 15,1904; 23, 
1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 85.3 100.5 92.3
1891....................... 179.4 101.3 84.7
1892....................... 76.5 100.3 93.7
1893....................... 55.9 99.3 103.0
1894...................... 52.9 98.7 100.3
1895....................... 50.0 98.8 103.5
1896....................... 117.6 100.6 107.0
1897....................... 100.0 99.6 103.1
1898...................... 126.5 100.6 309.6
1899...................... 152.9 100.3 102.9
1900....................... 120.6 99.9 108.1
1901....................... 182.4 96.1 109.4
1902....................... 200.0 94.3 124.2
3903...................... 155.9 97.7 347.8
1904....................... 164.0 93.4 148.1
1905....................... 141.4 95.3 145.2
1906....................... 140.3 94.7 149.0

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 92.3 100.4 99.4
1891..................... 92.3 100.6 99.2
1892..................... 89.5 100.2 98.8
1893..................... 111.2 100.0 99.3
1894..................... 83.2 99.9 98.4
1895..................... 92.3 99.6 98.3
1896..................... 91.6 100.0 98.5
1897..................... 101.4 99.7 100.3
1898..................... 125.2 99.7 103.8
3899..................... 121.7 99.9 104.0
1900.............. 123.1 99.7 105.6
1901..................w 155.2 99.8 110.1
1902..................... 155.9 99.6 108.4
1903..................... 165.0 93.7 109.6
1904..................... 146.7 92.9 115.5
1905..................... 135.4 92.4 115.7
1906..................... 142.3 92.0 117.8
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, B Y
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

CARPENTERS, JHale.

[Data for employees from 18 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 19 estab
lishments 1890-1892,1894,1895; 20,1893,1890-1898; 
21, 1899-1903. Data from 24 establishments 
1904; 36, 1905; 37, 1906.]

D R IL L E R S) M ale.

[Data for employees from 2 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 2 estab
lishments 1890,1895; 3,1891,1892,1894,1896-1898; 
4, 1893, 1899-1903. Data from 9 establishments 
1904; 18, 1905; 19,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 83.4 101.1 98.6
1801....................... 93.9 100.4 99.8
1892....................... 85.4 99.9 98.9
1893....................... 84.2 99.8 99.8
1894....................... 82.7 99.7 100.6
1895....................... 99.7 99.8 100.3
1896....................... 97.6 100.1 99.0
1897....................... 106.2 99.8 100.5
1898....................... 119.1 99.5 100.5
1899....................... 147.3 100.0 102.1
1900....................... 144.2 99.8 104.4
1901....................... 145.3 98.5 105.9
1902....................... 140.0 97.8 109.4
1903....................... 153.4 96.9 110.1
1904....................... 151.2 96.2 110.6
1905....................... 161.3 96.8 112.3
1906...................... 162.7 95.8 114.8

F IT T E R S , M ale.

[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab
lishments 1890; 7,1891-1895; 8,1896,1897; 9,1898;
10.1899-1903. Data from 11 establishments 1904; 
20; 1905; 21, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 60.5 99.0 96.7
1891...................... 95.3 100.2 92.8
1892....................... 90.7 100.1 98.3
1893...................... 89.1 99.8 99.3
1894...................... 141.9 100.2 92.4
1895...................... 107.0 100.7 99.4
1896................. 103.9 100.6 102.1
1897...................... 87.6 99.9 105.5
1898...................... 86.8 99.9 109.4
1899...................... 133.3 99.6 104.2
1900...................... 217.8 100.4 100.4
1901...................... 191.5 9a 6 103.5
1902...................... 165.1 99.6 105.7
1903...................... 162.0 99.5 107.0
1904...................... 143.2 98.7 105.7
1905...................... 156.5 99.0 103.7
1906...................... 145.3 98.6 108.8

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 
1890.....................

100.0
113.3

100.0
100.9

100.0
96.6

1891..................... 66.7 99.3 92.3
1892..................... 100.0 99.0 9 4 8
1893..................... 86.7 99.0 95.0
1894..................... 53.3 98.0 85.6
1895..................... 66.7 100.9 93.2
1896..................... 80.0 100.9 105.7
1897..................... 153.3 100.9 107.1
1898..................... 93.3 100.9 1147
1899..................... 180.0 99.9 1147
1900..................... 133.3 98.6 110.6
1901..................... 140.0 95.1 110.8
1902..................... 146.7 9 4 5 125.6
1903..................... 173.3 91.9 122.1
1904..................... 146.9 91.7 125.3
1905..................... 243.0 91.7 125.8
1906..................... 203.4 91.7 132.2

JOINERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 11 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 12 estab
lishments 1890-1892,1894,1895; 13,1893,1896-1898;
14,1899-1903. Data from 16 establishments 1904; 
25, 1905; 26, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 87.9 101.1 96.3
1891..................... 68.6 99.4 99.5
1892..................... 96.5 99.9 99.2
1893..................... 91.6 99.7 100.9
1894..................... 97.1 100.3 99.1
1895..................... 210.7 101.9 95.9
1896..................... 95.1 99.9 100.8
1897..................... 46.7 97.4 106.8
1898..................... 93.4 100.4 103.3
1899..................... 111.0 100.1 98.3
1900..................... 147.8 101.1 101.2
1901..................... 144.4 100.3 101.4
1902..................... 149.9 100.0 102.7
1903..................... 135.4 98.8 106.2
1904..................... 139.5 97.6 108.2
1905..................... 155.2 98.1 109.6
1906..................... 130.7 9 a 2 119.2

LABORERS, M ale.

Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 3 establishments 
1890-1894; 4,1895-1903. Data from 17 establishments 1904; 33, 1905; 35, 1906.]

A v e r a g e  1890- 99. . . 100.0 ■ 100.0 100.0 1898........................... 1042 100.7 100.4
1890............................. 205.6 101.5 84.7 1899........................... 169.4 101.4 100.1
1891............................. 72.2 98.1 103.8 1900.......................... 287.5 101.2 99.8
1892............................. 84  7 99.1 97.3 1901........................... 248.6 101.6 100.5
1893............................. 69.4 98.1 102.0 1902........................... 234 7 98.9 108.3
1894............................. 73.6 98.4 103.8 1903........................... 194.4 98.9 110.6
1895............................. 70.8 99.9 106.1 1904........................... 236.3 9a  5 109.8
1896............................. 63.9 101.3 101.5 1905........................... 265.6 9a  o 112.6
1897............................. 79.2 101.4 100.4 1906.......... ............... 290.9 97.5 119.2
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

MACHINISTS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 8 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 8 estab
lishments 1890; 9,1891-1898; 10,1899-1903. Data 
from 15 establishments 1904; 24,1905; 25,1906.]

H O LDERS, IRON, M ale.

[Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 3 estab
lishments 1890; 4,1891-1898; 5,1899-1901; 6,1902, 
1903. Data from 9 establishments 1904; 10,1905, 
1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 66.6 100.1 96.8
1891...................... 67.0 100.1 97.7
1892...................... 97.6 100.3 97.9
1893...................... 90.7 100.3 97.5
1894...................... 89.7 100.2 96.2
1895...................... 104.0 100.0 100.1
1896...................... 104.2 99.8 103.4
1897....................... 104.4 99.6 103.4
1898...................... 109.9 99.5 104.3
1899................ . 165.8 100.0 102.5
1900...................... 135.6 99.9 105.8
1901...................... 193.8 99.6 105.1
1902...................... 230.2 98.8 108.2
1903...................... 200.2 98.3 110.1
1904....................... 229.4 96.4 112.2
1905....................... 220.7 96.4 113.4
1906....................... 251.3 96.9 115.8

PA IN T E R S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 9 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 9 estab
lishments 1890; 11, 1891-1894,1899-1903; 10, 1895- 
1898. Data from 14 establishments 1904; 20, 
1905; 23,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 78.4 103.1 95.1
1891....................... 78.4 102.4 93.8
1892....................... 85.1 102.4 95.0
1893....................... 112.5 102.8 99.3
1894....................... 102.4 102.7 98.3
1895....................... 154.8 99.9 105.6
1896....................... 97.1 97.6 105.7
1897....................... 83.7 94.8 105.6
1898....................... 101.0 96.7 102.7
1899....................... 108.7 97.6 99.0
1900....................... 132.2 98.9 101.5
1901....................... 130.8 98.4 101.5
1902....................... 134.1 97.0 103.3
1903....................... 131.7 97.8 102.6
1904....................... 142.5 95.8 108.9
1905....................... 153.6 96.1 105,7
1906....................... 181.9 95.7 109.7

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 96.2 100.2 105.4
1891..................... 98.1 101.0 95.2
1892..................... 98.1 100.6 97.0
1893..................... 84.6 100.5 98.8
1894..................... 73.1 99.7 95.9
1895..................... 94.2 99.8 99.6
1896..................... 111.5 99.8 97.2
1897..................... 98.1 99.3 103.3
1898..................... 115.4 99.8 102.3
1899..................... 123.1 99.6 105.0
1900..................... 109.6 99.7 107.5
1901..................... 117.3 99.6 110.2
1902..................... 126.9 98.2 112.5
1903..................... 121.2 98.1 115.6
1904..................... 102.1 96.6 122.0
1905..................... 102.7 98.0 119.1
1906..................... 113.8 95.1 131.0

P A T T E R N  M A K ERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 8 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 8 estab
lishments 1890; 9,1891-1898; 10,1899-1903. Data 
from 13 establishments 1904; 21, 1905; 20, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 60.5 99.9 102.9
1891..................... 81.6 100.2 97.8
1892..................... 82.9 100.2 97.7
1893..................... 84.2 100.2 97.9
189^..................... 101.3 100.2 95.3
1895..................... 114.5 100.0 100.6
1896..................... 127.6 100.1 99.8
1897..................... 100.0 99.5 102.7
1898..................... 110.5 99.8 100.8
1899..................... 135.5 99.7 104.4
1900..................... 130.3 99.9 107.0
1901..................... 125.0 99.1 109.6
1902..................... 142.1 98.4 112.1
1903..................... 143.4 97.3 114.3
1904..................... 163.7 96.4 117.9
1905..................... 156.9 96.8 117.0
1906..................... 169.1 97.0 126.5

R IG G E R S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 establishments 
1890; 8,1891-1898; 9,1899-1903. Data from 14 establishments 1904; 20,1905; 21,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1898................... 94.0 100.1 104.2
1890....................... 79.0 99.7 112.1 1899..................... 184.0 101.4 91.0
1891....................... 70.0 98.1 106.0 1900..................... 244.0 102.0 89.2
1892....................... 100.0 98.9 101.4 1901..................... 98.0 99.9 99.5
1893...................... 119.0 100.3 95.0 1902..................... 242.0 102.0 94.9
1894....................... 115.0 100.7 86.9 1903..................... 228.0 101.9 99.3
1895....................... 110.0 100.8 92.9 1904..................... 185.5 99.9 102.6
1896....................... 71.0 100.4 102.1 1905..................... 226.2 100.7 102.2
1897....................... 54.0 99.6 108.3 1906..................... 235.5 99.8 109.2
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T a b l e  I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY  
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

SH IPBUILDING—Concluded.
R IV E T E R S , M ale.

[Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 4 establishments 
1890, 1894, 1895; 5, 1891-1893, 1890-1898; 6, 1890-1903. Data from 9 establishments 1904; 17, 1905; 19, 
1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 
1890.......................

100.0
58.0

137.7
155.1
15.9
14.5
11.6 
23.2 
27.5

100.0
101.1
100.6
100.5
98.4
98.5
99.9 

100.1
99.9

100.0
81.9
84.3
92.5
94.2
85.2 

128.1 
107.2 
118.1

1898..................... 247.8 
301.4 
211.6
331.9 
281.2
315.9 
389.6 
349.8 
442.2

.  100.7 
100.2 
100.2
99.7 
98.9 
99.0 
96.6 
98.3
96.8

103.8
104.7
103.7 
94.3

107.2
107.1
106.2
104.9 
109.0

1899.....................
1891....................... 1900.....................
1892....................... 1901.....................
1893....................... 1902.....................
1894....................... 1903.....................
1895....................... 1904.....................
1896....................... 1905.....................
1897....................... 1906.....................

SILK  GOODS.

REAM ERS, Male, DOUBLERS, F em a le.

[Data for employees from 2 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 2 estab
lishments 1890-1896; 3, 1897-1903. Data from 3 
establishments 1904; 6,1905; 7,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 ' 100.0
1890....................... 100.0 104.0 104.5
1891....................... 100.0 104.0 99.8
1892....................... 75.0 104.0 102.1
1893....................... 75.0 98.2 102.1
1894....................... 75.0 98.2 102.1
1895...................... 100.0 97.5 99.8
1896....................... 75.0 98.2 102.1
1897....................... 100.0 98.5 93.0
1898....................... 75.0 99.9 88.0
1899....................... 225.0 97.4 106.6
1900....................... 75.0 99.9 93.2
1901....................... 150.0 98.2 100.6
1902....................... 100.0 99.1 100.2
1903....................... 125.0 98.6 101.3
1904....................... 107.1 98.3 104.5
1905....................... 140.6 98.5 99.5
1906....................... 140.6 98.5 100.7

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1904; 10, 1905;
11,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 77.1 102.8 107.0
1891..................... 78.3 102.8 98.6
1892..................... 98.8 102.2 99.6
1893..................... 114.5 98.7 98.4
1894..................... 108.4 98.3 101.8
1895..................... 92.8 98.7 102.5
1896..................... 101.2 98.7 102.0
1897..................... 106.0 99.3 95.5
1898..................... 112.0 99.1 97.9
1899..................... 107.2 99.4 96.2
1900..................... 100.0 99.3 97.0
1901..................... 100.0 98.9 106.9
1902..................... 89.2 99.0 114.3
1903..................... 90.4 98.0 123.4
1904..................... 88.0 97.5 130.2
1905..................... 107.7 97.7 126.2
1906..................... 103.7 97.7 132.5

D Y E R S, Male, LOOM F IX E R S , M ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1904; 6, 1905, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 73.1 103.1 97.2
1891...................... 92.3 103.1 96.1
1892...................... 101.9 103.1 95.1
1893...................... 87.5 103.1 92.6
1894....................... 85.6 98.7 100.9
1895...................... 97.1 98.2 102.0
1896...................... 98.1 97.9 103.1
1897....................... 131.7 96.9 106.6
1898....................... 119.2 97.9 102.3
1899....................... 117.3 97.8 104.0
1900....................... 109.6 98.1 103.8
1901....................... 137.5 97.4 105.2
1902....................... 384.6 94.8 102.2
1903....................... 351.9 94.8 103.1
1904....................... 464.6 94.8 103.4
1905....................... 487.0 94.8 104.1
1906....................... 453.3 94.9 103.7

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 6,1904; 12, 
1905; 16, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 69.6 104.4 94.7
1891..................... 73.9 104.5 93.8
1892..................... 87.0 101.6 96.4
1893..................... 82.6 98.6 99.0
1894..................... 95.7 98.4 97.7
1895..................... 117.4 98.2 103.7
1896..................... 108.7 98.6 101.0
1897..................... 126.1 98.4 104.2
1898..................... 130.4 98.4 105.1
1899..................... 126.1 98.7 104.3
1900..................... 152.2 98.5 106.2
1901..................... 143.5 98.6 105.3
1902..................... 143.5 98.6 103.0
1903..................... 139.1 98.6 103.3
1904..................... 128.9 98.2 104.0
1905..................... 128.9 98.3 104.4
1906..................... 131.7 98.3 105.6
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Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

SIXiK G O O D S —Continued.

P I C K E R S , F e m a le .

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 5;
1905; 14, 1906.]

, 1904; 11,

Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 48.4 100.0 84.9
1891...................... 61.3 100.0 108.6
1892...................... 71.0 100.0 119.8
1893...................... 67.7 100.0 108.2
1894...................... 83.9 100.0 97.9
1895...................... 103.2 100.0 100.9
1896...................... 106.5 100.0 80.2
1897...................... 135.5 100.0 93.2
1898....................... 145.2 100.0 101.5
1899...................... 167.7 100.0 104 8
1900....................... 154.8 100.0 107.2
1901...................... 177.4 100.0 107.1
1902...................... 190.3 100.0 103.9
1903...................... 161.3 100.0 123.2
1904....................... 137.3 100.5 121.9
1905...................... 142.4 101.7 120.6
1906....................... 146.2 101.7 123.9

S P I N N E R S , M a le .

[Data from 4 establishments 
1906.]

1890-1904; 6, 1905,

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 52.9 102.7 103.2
1891....................... 70.6 102.7 93.9
1892....................... 92.9 100.1 99.9
1893....................... 122.4 99.2 98.5
1894....................... 89.4 99.5 95.9
1895....................... 112.9 98.9 99.7
1896...................... 94.1 99.1 103.4
1897....................... 105.9 99.0 104 4
1898...................... 129.4 99.3 99.7
1899...................... 123.5 99.6 101.5
1900...................... 151.8 99.8 97.2
1901...................... 143.5 99.9 105.3
1902...................... 183.5 99.8 103.3
1903...................... 195.3 99.8 105.3
1904...................... 190.1 97.7 109.5
1905....................... 212.6 98.2 113.4
1906....................... 206.8 98.2 125.0

QEILLERS, F em ale.
[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890- 

1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab
lishments 1890-1896; 7, 1897-1903. Data from 
8 establishments 1904; 14, 1905; 16, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................

.1894.......
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................
1898 ..................
1899 ..................
1900 ..................
1901 ..................
1902 ..................
1903 ..................
1904 ..................
1905 ..................
1906 ..................

100.0
81.3
71.4
83.5 
86.8 
87.9

141.8
85.7

111.0
118.7 
127.5
115.4
133.0
127.5 
126.4
103.7
125.1
110.7

100.0
104.0
103.4
101.9
98.4 
98.1 
97.9
98.5
99.3
99.0
99.4
99.8
99.4 
99.3
98.7
98.9
98.8
99.0

100.0
103.1 

99.5-
94.8

104.7
96.3
97.4

109.8
99.2
99.2
95.6
95.9
96.4
97.6

107.9 
107.7
107.1
111.0

T W I8T E R S-IN , M ale.

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1903; 4,1904; 8, 
1905; 14,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 66.7 106.2 98.2
1891..................... 50.0 106.2 100.2
1892..................... 83.3 106.2 100.5
1893..................... 91.7 97.3 97.7
1894..................... 79.2 97.3 104.2
1895..................... 50.0 97.3 104.8
1896..................... 225.0 97.3 98.9
1897..................... 158.3 97.3 102.3
1898..................... 83.3 97.3 95.2
1899..................... 100.0 97.3 98.0
1900..................... 83.5 97.3 102.6
1901..................... 145.8 97.3 87.4
1902..................... 145.8 97.3 100.2
1903..................... 87.5 97.3 103.4
1904..................... 76.3 97.3 100.3
1905..................... 83.4 97.2 101.9
1906..................... 73.3 97.2 103.2

W A.RPERS, M ale.

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1904; 5, 1905; 7, 
1906.]

W A R P E R S, F em ale.

[Data for employees from 5 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 5 estab
lishments 1890-1896; 6, 1897-1903. Data from 6 
establishments 1904; 12, 1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 86.1 105.3 93.1
1891...................... 91.7 105.4 90.6
1892....................... 97.2 102.9 97.9
1893....................... 75.0 98.1 100.4
1894...................... 116.7 98.1 93.8
1895...................... 133. .3 98.1 110.1
1896...................... 88.9 98.1 96.8
1897...................... 122.2 98.1 110.5
1898...................... 111.1 98.1 105.0
1899...................... 77.8 98.1 101.7
1900...................... 83.3 98.1 111.6
1901...................... 102.8 98.1 116.3
1902....................... 122.2 98.1 122.8
1903...................... 113.9 98.1 112.4
1904...................... 75.0 98.1 124.3
1905....................... 61.4 96.5 135.0
1906....................... 65.5 96.6 132.9

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 90.2 103.1 96.1
1891..................... 100.9 103.1 88.6
1892..................... 101.8 103.1 97.6
1893..................... 83.0 98.4 103.8
1894..................... 86.6 97.8 104.3
1895..................... 100.0 98.6 105.6
1896..................... 101.8 98.4 111.0
1897..................... 113.4 98.6 105.7
1898..................... 118.8 99.3 90.8
1899..................... 102.7 99.3 96.5
1900..................... 105.4 100.1 90.0
1901..................... 105.4 100.2 88.3
1902..................... 1143 99.9 94  4
1903..........v......... 117.0 100.0 90.9
1904..................... 113.2 99.4 97.4
1905..................... 124.9 99.4 96.0
1906..................... 125.1 99.5 100.5
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SILK GOODS—Concluded.

Table II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

W EA V ER S, M ale.

[Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 3 estab
lishments 1890; 4, 1891-1896; 5, 1897-1903. Data 
from 6 establishments 1904; 9,1905; 12,1906.]

W EAVERS, F em a le.

[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab
lishments 1890-1896; 7, 1897-1903. Data from 7 
establishments 1904; 12, 1905; 14, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 139.6 102.9 95.6
1891...................... 81.1 103.7 98.0
1892...................... 97.6 101.1 102.6
1893...................... 84.9 98.2 105.8
1894...................... 92.9 98.2 101.2
1895...................... 102.8 , 98.3 97.3
1896...................... 77.4 98.1 111.2
1897...................... 100.9 99.3 97.9
1898...................... 110.4 100.1 95.5
1899...................... 110.8 100.2 94.6
1900...................... 87.3 100.2 98.9
1901...................... 83.5 100.6 90.8
1902...................... 76.4 100.9 97.4
1903...................... 61.3 100.3 94.3
1904...................... 46.8 100.1 101.4
1905...................... 51.5 100.2 104.1
1906...................... 42.7 99.9 109.9

W EAVERS, RIBBON, M ale.

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1904; 4, 1905, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 104.2 105.0 116.5
1891...................... 80.5 104.0 98.4
1892...................... 95.8 105.3 98.7
1893...................... 89.8 98.0 107.1
1894...................... 129.7 98.0 90.2
1895...................... 122.0 98.0 100.1
1896...................... 78.8 98.0 102.1
1897...................... 100.0 98.0 88.7
1898...................... 129.7 98.0 99.1
1899...................... 67.8 98.0 99.0
1900...................... 98.3 98.0 93.0
1901...................... 56.8 98.0 83.4
1902...................... 49.2 98.0 82.8
1903...................... 82.2 98.0 86.8
1904...................... 92.4 94.4 86.9
1905...................... 114.9 94.8 86.3
1906...................... 113.5 94.6 89.1

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 76.9 100.8 95.6
1891..................... 60.6 102.0 89.9
1892..................... 79.4 100.6 100.6
1893..................... 79.2 98.7 105.2
1894................. 92.1 99.0 111.0
1895..................... 102.7 98.7 101.3
1896..................... 96.2 100.2 113.0
1897..................... 118.1 100.1 96.1
1898..................... 153.8 99.9 94.5
1899..................... 141.2 100.0 92.8
1900..................... 139.8 100.1 96.1
1901..................... 170.1 99.2 94.0
1902..................... 187.1 99.4 100.5
1903..................... 190.3 99.7 99.0
1904..................... 178.3 99.4 92.8
1905..................... 192.8 99.4 94.4
1906..................... 189.9 99.6 97.6

W EAVERS, RIBBO N, F em ale.

[Data for employees from 1 establishment 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 1 estab
lishment 1890-1899; 2, 1900-1903. Data from 2 
establishments 1904; 4, 1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 135.6 100.0 99.3
1891..................... 101.7 100.0 102.0
1892..................... 101.7 100.0 100.2
1893..................... 76.3 100.0 101.4
1894..................... 76.3 100.0 100.2
1895..................... 93.2 100.0 95.6
1896..................... 118.6 100.0 99.7
1897..................... 84.7 100.0 97.7
1898..................... 93.2 100.0 104.0
1899..................... 110.2 100.0 100.0
1900..................... 118.6 100.0 95.2
1901..................... 67.8 100.0 95.4
1902..................... 161.0 100.0 84.6
1903..................... 122.0 100.0 89.7
1904..................... 1*12.9 92.2 83.3
1905..................... 154.3 92.6 89.2
1906..................... 141.7 92.2 90.4

W INDERS, F em ale.

[Data from 9 establishments 1890-1904; 14,1905; 17,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 114.5 98.8 107.4
1890 ..................... 95.3 103.0 95.9 1899..................... 108.6 99.1 103.3
1891...................... 82.8 103.1 84.3 1900..................... 107.8 99.3 105.3
1892 ..................... 96.9 102.2 92.8 1901..................... 109.4 99.1 109.1
1893...................... 102.7 98.4 98.4 1902..................... 110.5 99.2 111.2
1894....................... 93.0 98.7 106.8 1903..................... 113.3 99.3 115.3
1895 ..................... 105.9 98.7 106.2 1904..................... 110.2 98.9 115.2
1896 ..................... 95.7 99.0 103.2 1905..................... 117.6 99.1 116.7
1897...................... 103.1 99.0 101.4 1906..................... 122.2 99.3 115.2
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T a b l e  II.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY  
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

SXiAUGHTERING AND MEAT PACKING.

B A C K  S K I N N E R S , C A T T L E , M a le .

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 8,1904; 12, 
1905, 1906.]

D R Y  S A L T E R S , M a le .

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 
14, 1905,1906.]

13, 1904;

Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour. employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890 ................... 80.0 98.0 102.9 1890..................... 66.3 100.0 105.4
1891 ................... 80.0 98.0 102.9 1891..................... 66.3 100.0 104.5
1892 ................... 80.0 98.0 104.7 1892..................... 68.6 100.0 105.1
1893...................... 100.0 101.5 104.3 1893..................... 73.8 100.0 104.2
1894...................... 100,0 101.5 96.1 1894..................... 90.7 100.0 97.2
1895...................... 106.7 100.6 96.1 1895..................... 108.1 100.0 95.2
1896...................... 106.7 100.6 96.1 1896..................... 119.8 100.0 95.1
1897 ............... 106.7 100.6 96.1 1897..................... 140.1 100.0 93.9
1898...................... 106.7 100.6 97.8 1898..................... 147.1 100.0 97.7
1899...................... 106.7 100.6 102.9 1899..................... 116.9 100.0 101.9
1900 ................... 106.7 100.6 109.8 1900..................... 129.1 100.0 99.1
1901....................... 106.7 100.6 109.8 1901..................... 125.6 100.0 100.5
1902....................... 120.0 97.2 114.8 1902..................... 129.7 100.0 106.1
1903 ............. ... 120.0 97.2 125.4 1903.................... 144.8 100.0 111.5
1904...................... 129.6 97.2 129.0- 1904..................... 131.7 99.5 112.8
1905...................... 102.1 96.4 130.1 1905..................... 160.3 99.5 108.4
1906...................... 102.1 («) 132.6 1906..................... 164.1 99.4 110.0

G U T T E R S , C A T T L E , M a le . G U T T E R S , H O G , M a le .

I [Data from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 9,1904; 12, [Data from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 12,1904; 14
l 1905,1906.] 1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890................... 81.3 98.4 102.8 1890..................... 100.0 99.9 100.1
1891...................... 81.3 98.4 102.8 1891..................... 100.0 99.9 100.1
1892...................... 81.3 98.4 105.4 1892..................... 100.0 99.9 100.1
1893...................... 100.0 101.4 105.1 1893..................... 100.0 99.9 100.1
1894...................... 100.0 101.4 93.6 1894..................... 100.0 99.9 100.1
1895....................... 106.3 100.4 97.6 1895..................... 100.0 99.9 100.1
1896....................... 106.3 100.4 97.6 1896..................... 100.0 99.9 100.1
1897....................... 106.3 100.4 97.6 1897..................... 100.0 99.9 100.1
1898...................... 106.3 100.4 98.9 1898..................... 107.7 100.4 98.6
1899....................... 106.3 100.4 98.9 1899..................... 107.7 100.4 100.3
1900...................... 106.3 100.4 104.3 1900..................... 107.7 100.4 99.4
1901....................... 106.3 100.4 107.0 1901..................... 115.4 100.8 98.1
1902....................... 125.0 98.0 112.3 1902..................... 115.4 100.2 98.1
1903...................... 118.8 97.2 119.9 1903..................... 115.4 100.2 99.3
1904...................... 114.4 97.2 122.2 1904 ................... 140.1 100.4 84.3
1905...................... 99.2 97.6 123.4 1905..................... 136.2 98.8 79.6
1906...................... 99.2 (a) ' 124.3 1906..................... 136.2 (a) 82.0

H E A D E R S, CATTLE, M ale. H E A D E R S, HOG, Male.

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 9,1904; 11, [Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 13, 1904;
1905, 1906.] 15, 1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 105.9 101.4 97.8 1890..................... 114.3 97.0 97.0
1891....................... 105.9 101.4 97.8 1891..................... 114.3 97.0 97.0
1892....................... 105.9 101.4 97.8 1892..................... 114.3 97.0 97.0
1893...................... 100.0 100.7 102.0 1893..................... 114.3 97.0 107.6
1894....................... 100.0 100.7 97.9 1894..................... 114.3 97.0 107.6
1895...................... 100.0 99.1 101.0 1895..................... 85.7 103.0 99.4
1896....................... 100.0 99.1 98.5 1896..................... 85.7 103.0 99.4
1897...................... 100.0 99.1 101.6 1897..................... 85.7 103.0 99.4
1898....................... 94.1 98.2 105.7 1898..................... 85.7 103.0 99.4
1899....................... lOOfO 99.1 99.8 1899..................... 85.7 103.0 96.2
1900....................... 100.0 99.1 107.8 1900..................... 85.7 103.0 99.4
1901....................... 94.1 98.2 107.3 1901..................... 85.7 103.0 99.4
1902....................... 111.8 95.9 113.8 1902..................... 85.7 101.4 97.8
1903....................... 111.8 95.9 123.1 1903..................... 85.7 J01.4 106.6
1904....................... 111.8 95.9 126.6 1904..................... 85.7 101.4 107.3
1905....................... 98.2 96.2 130.3 1905..................... 85.7 101.4 106.7
1906....................... 94.8 (a) 128.0 1906..................... 85.7 (a) 111.4

a Hours not reported.
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WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 119

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

L A R O R ER S, Male, PIC K LER S, M ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 13, 1904; 
15, 1905,1906.]

[Data from 7 establishments 1890-1903; 12, 1904; 
14, 1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours pe»r 

week.

Relative
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative | Relative 
hours per wages per 

week. hour.

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..........
1891 ..........
1892 ..........
1893 ..........
1894 ..........
1895 ..........
1896 ..........
1897 ..........
1898 ..........
1899 ..........
1900 ..........
1901 ..........
1902 ..........
1903 ..........
1904 ..........
1905 ..........
1906 ..........

100.0 100.0
85.1 100.0
87.3 100.0
90.7 100.0
88.9 100.0
99.7 100.0

101.3 100.0
101.3 100.0
108.3 100.0
111.6 100.0
125.7 100.0
130.4 100.0
137.4 100.0
144.3 100.0
143.0 100.0
131.2 100.0
132.1 100.0
134.1 (a)

100.0 Average 1890-99..
105.1 1890.....................
105.0 1891.....................
105.1 1892.....................
105.6 1893.....................
95.4 1894.....................
94.9 1895.....................
94.5 1896.....................
94.9 1897.....................
98.0 1898.....................

101.5 1899.....................
98.0 1900.....................
97.2 1901.....................

101.5 1902.....................
107.8 1903.....................
108.9 1904.....................
104.7 1905.....................
105.9 1906.....................

100.0
60.8
69.0
70.7
74.6
88.7

104.8
115.5
136.1
147.0
132.4
136.6
150.7
153.8
159.4 
14a 9
134.2
154.1

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

100.0
104.0
103.3
103.4
103.4 
96.2
95.1
95.5
96.8
99.8

102.2
100.5
100.8
107.9
114.0
114.7
109.4 
110.3

RUM P SKINNERS, CATTLE, M ale.

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1903; 6, 1904; 
10, 1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 1 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 66.7 ! 100.0 102.9
1891...................... 66.7 j 100.0 102.9
1892...................... 66.7 j 100.0 102.9
1893....................... 100.0 ! 100.0 100.3
1894....................... 100.0 100.0 95.0
1895....................... 100.0 100.0 95.0
1896....................... 100.0 , 100.0 95.0
1897....................... 100.0 100.0 95.0
1898....................... 100.0 | 100.0 100.3
1899....................... 116.7 100.0 110.8
1900....................... 116.7 i 100.0 110.8
1901....................... 116.7 ; 100.0 110.8
1902....................... 116.7 , 100.0 118.7
1903....................... 100.0 100.0 129.3
1904....................... 111.8 100.0 136.0
1905...................... 97.2 100.1 132.3
1906...................... 97.2 (a) 133.9

SCRAPERS, HOG, M ale.

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 12, 1904; 
13, 1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 100.4 104.4
1891..................... 100.0 100.4 104.4

i 1892..................... 100.0 100.4 104.4
1893..................... 100.0 100.4 104.4
1894..................... 100.0 100.4 104.9
1895..................... 100.0 100.4 104.9
1896..................... 100.0 100.4 104.9
1897..................... 100.0 100.4 104.9
1898..................... 100.0 100.4 80.9
1899..................... 84.2 96.0 81.9
1900..................... 57.9 100.8 101.8
1901..................... 57.9 100.8 96.6
1902..................... 57.9 99.9 96.6
1903..................... 57.9 99.9 95.8
1904..................... 60.0 100.0 96.6
1905..................... 62.0 98.2 95.4
1906..................... 63.0 (a) 98.3

SIJDE SKINNERS, CATTLE, Male, SP L IT T E R S, CATTLE, M ale.

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 8, 1904;
12,1905,1906.]

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 9, 1904; 
13, 1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 87.8 98.3 104.3
1891...................... 87.8 98.3 104.3
1892...................... 87.8 98.3 106.9
1893...................... 102.4 101.0 106.9
1894...................... 102.4 101.0 95.1
1895....................... 104.9 100.7 95.1
1896....................... 104.9 100.7 95.1
1897....................... 104.9 100.7 95.1
1898....................... 104.9 100.7 96.7
1899....................... 107.3 100.4 100.5
1900....................... 107.3 100.4 106.9
1901....................... 109.8 100.1 106.9
1902....................... 119.5 99.0 111.3
1903....................... 114.6 98.2 116.4
1904....................... 111.0 98.2 118.8
1905....................... 97.7 98.6 119.5
1906....................... 100.7 (a) 120.1

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 91.3 98.7 104.6
1891..................... 91.3 98.7 104.6
1892..................... 91.3 98.7 106.9
1893..................... 100.0 100.4 106.9
1894..................... 100.0 100.4 95.0
1895..................... 108.7 100.6 95.0
1896..................... 108.7 100.6 95.0
1897..................... 108.7 100.6 95.0
1898..................... 108.7 100.6 96.9
1899..................... 108.7 100.6 100.2
1900..................... 108.7 100.6 106.9
1901..................... 108.7 100.6 106.9
1902..................... 121.7 99.2 111.3
1903..................... 126.1 98.8 116.3
1904..................... 123.2 98.8 118.5
1905..................... 106.3 100.0 117.1
1906..................... 111.1 ( a ) 118.7

a Hours not reported.
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SLAUGHTERING AN D  M EAT PACKING—Concluded.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

SP L IT T E R S, HOG, M ale.

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 13, 1904; 
15, 1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 100.0 100.1 98.4
1891...................... 100.0 100.1 98.4
1892...................... 100.0 100.1 98.4
1893...................... 100.0 100.1 99.0
1894...................... 100.0 100.1 99.0
1895...................... 100.0 100.1 100.9
1896...................... 100.0 100.1 100.9
1897...................... 100.0 100.1 100.9
1898...................... 114.3 99.4 101.2
1899...................... 114.3 99.4 102.9
1900...................... 114.3 99.4 102.9
1901...................... 121.4 100.2 102.0
1902...................... 121.4 99.6 102.0
1903...................... 121.4 99.6 109.4
1904...................... 121.4 99.6 110.1
1905...................... 121.4 98.7 111.5
1906...................... 128.3 (a ) 112.7

STICKERS, CATTLE, M ale.

[Data from 5 establishments 1890-1903; 8, 1904;
11,1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 100.0 103.6
1891..................... 100.0 100.0 103.6
1892..................... 100.0 100.0 103.6
1893..................... m o 100.0 103.6
1894..................... m o 100.0 97.4
1895..................... 100.0 100.0 97.4
1896..................... 100.0 100.0 97.4
1897..................... 100.0 100.0 97.4
1898..................... 100.0 100.0 97.4
1899..................... 100.0 100.0 98.5
1900..................... 100.0 100.0 101.5
1901..................... 100.0 100.0 101.5

| 1902..................... 100.0 100.0 108.7
1903..................... 111.1 100.9 115.3

103.7 100.9 119.3
| 1905..................... 97.9 100.6 119.0

1906..................... 103.7 (°) 119.3

STICKERS, HOG, M ale.

[Data from 6 establishments 1890-1903; 13,1904; 15, 1905,1906.]

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 100.0 100.0 101.1
100.0 100.0 99.5 1899..................... 100.0 100.0 104.2
100.0 100.0 99.5 1900..................... 100.0 100.0 104.2
100.0 100.0 99.5 1901..................... 100.0 100.0 104.2
100.0 100.0 97.9 1902..................... 100.0 98.4 105.8
100.0 100.0 97.9 1903..................... 100.0 98.4 113.7
100.0 100.0 99.5 1904..................... 100.0 98.4 113.7
100.0 100.0 99.5 1905..................... 100.0 98.4 115.4
100.0 100.0 101.1 1906..................... 100.0 (a ) 119.9

Average 1890-99.
1890 ..............
1891 ..............
1892 ..............
1893 ..............
1894 ..............
1895 ..............
1896 ..............
1897 ..............

STREETS A N D  SEW ERS, CONTRACT W ORK.
LABORERS, Male.

[Data from 36 establishments 1890-1903; 70, 1904; 120, 1905; 128,1906.]'

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 81.4 97.5 105.2
102.3 101.2 95.7 1899..................... 89.6 99.0 1049
121.7 101.4 98.1 1900..................... 99.4 98.8 107.1
112.3 101.3 98.2 1901..................... 100.1 96.5 114.9
109.7 101.0 95.9 1902..................... 100.8 95.2 120.2
107.3 101.0 97.0 1903..................... 103.9 95.1 124.3
91.1 100.6 98.5 1904..................... 104.2 95.1 125.3
98.9 99.7 102.9 1905..................... 101.3 94.7 128.6
85.6 97.4 103.7 1906..................... 102.5 93.3 139.8

Average 1890-99.
1890 ..............
1891 ..............
1892 ..............
1893 ..............
1894 ..............
1895 ..............
1896 ...............
1897 ...............

o Hours not reported.
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T a b l e  I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY  
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

STREETS AN D  SEWERS, M UNICIPAL W ORK.
LABORERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 47 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 47 establish
ments 1890-1893; 48,1894-1903. Data from 58 establishments 1904; 70,1905,1906.]

Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour. employees. week. hour.

Average 1890-99... 
1890 .............

100.0
85.8

100.0
101.1

100.0 1898..................... 102.3 98.7 100.9
99.8 1899..................... 108.2 95.7 105.8

1891 ............ 86.2 100.6 99.5 1900..................... 106.6 93.3 110.3
1802 94.6 100.9 98.3 1901..................... 112.0 92.6 110.6
1893 ................ 98.8 - 101.5 98.1 1902..................... 99.4 92.7 111.0
1894 ................ 115.1 100.7 100.9 1903..................... 93.5 91.8 111.8
1895 ............ 106.1 100.0 99.7 1904..................... 100.1 91.1 113.8
1896 ............ 98.4 100.6 98.1 1905..................... 109.3 90.9 113.0
1897 ............ 104.3 100.1 ' 98.7 1906..................... 116.6 91.0 114.9

TOBACCO, CIGARS.

B U N C H  M A K E R S , H A N D , F e m a le .

[Data for employees from 6 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 6 estab
lishments 1890-1895; 7, 1896-1903. Data from 12 
establishments 1904; 19,1905; 21,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 89.6 100.0 97.1
1891..................... 90.4 100.2 100.1
1892..................... 84.3 99.4 98.1
1893..................... 91.2 100.9 99.4
1894..................... 101.2 101.3 99.9
1895..................... 94.8, 101.2 98.0
1896..................... 92.8 99.1 100.8
1897..................... 117.3 98.8 107.8
1898..................... 108.8 99.0 101.7
1899..................... 128.9 99.9 97.3
1900..................... 60.6 93.3 91.9
1901..................... 90.4 97.0 104.3
1902..................... 97.2 99.3 101.2
1903.................... 110.0 100.2 125.3
1904..................... 105.3 98.7 135.7
1905..................... 105.9 98.2 137.8
1906..................... 98.3 97.4 152.2

C IG A R  M A K E R S , M a le .

[Data from 9 establishments 1890-1903 
34,1905; 36,1906.]

;; 22, 1904;

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 83.6 97.9 102.8
1891..................... 101.6 96.4 108.2
1892..................... 105.8 99.3 105.9
1893..................... 145.4 100.8 101.2
1894..................... 120.6 99.5 100.5
1895..................... 110.6 98.9 99.0
1896..................... 90.3 102.7 94.0
1897..................... 69.7 98.7 96.8
1898..................... 70.6 101.4 92.4
1899..................... 102.5 104.3 99.2
1900..................... 136.6 105.1 99.7
1901..................... 174.3 106.4 105.1
1902..................... 125.7 104.8 105.9
1903..................... 127.3 105.4 107.9
1904..................... 146.6 106.6 111.2
1905..................... 159.9 107.3 112.2
1906..................... 164.5 106.7 117.7

BUNCH M AKERS, HAND, M ale.

[Data for employees from 1 establishment 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 2 estab
lishments 1890-1895; 1, 1896-1903. Data from 4 
establishments 1904; 11,1905; 9,1906.]

Average 1890-99.
1890 .......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 ..... .
1895 .......
1896 .................. .................. ..................
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

100.0
74.4
81.4 
65.1
81.4

102.3
86.0
88.4

120.9
127.9
160.5 
27.9 
90.7

102.3
134.9
134.9
176.3
149.6

100.0
99.5
98.3
93.3
96.3
96.5 
96.8

104.8
104.8
104.8
104.8
104.8
104.8
104.8
104.8 
100.6 
102.0 
100.4

100.0
98.9
92.5
84.2 

112.2 
101.9
97.3

100.5
113.5
100.4
98.5 

100.1 
107.2
101.7
117.1
121.8
115.1
125.5

BUNCH M A K ERS, MACHINE, Female-

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 8,1904; 9 
1905; 11,1906.]

Average 1890-99.
1890 ......
1891 .......
1892 .......
1893 .......
1894 ...
1895 .......
1896 .......
1897 .......
1898 .......
1899 .......
1900 .......
1901 .......
1902 .......
1903 .......
1904 .......
1905 .......
1906 .......

100.0
74.8
80.0
87.4
78.5
92.6

134.8
95.6

140.0
100.0 
112.6
134.8
148.9 
163.0
170.4
180.4
168.4 
142.7

100.0
100.7
100.7
100.8
100.7
100.8 
100.8
98.9
99.3 
98.5
98.9
99.1
99.1
99.3
99.3
99.3 
97.7
97.3

100.0
101.8
102.0
103.6
101.1
95.0
95.8
96.8
95.8 

104.0
104.4
108.6
105.2
113.4
113.7
116.3
116.5
138.8
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TOBACCO, CIGARS—Continued.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS—Continued.

CIGAR ROLLERS, HAND, M ale.

[Data for employees from 4 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 7 estab
lishments 1890-1895; 5, 1896, 1897 ; 4, 1898-1903. 
Data from 5 establishments 1904; 9, 1905; 12, 
1906.]

CIGAR R OLLERS, HAND, F em ale.

[Data for employees from 4 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 4 estab
lishments 1890-1895; 6, 1896, 1897; 7, 1898-1903. 
Data from 16 establishments 1904; 18, 1905; 22, 
1906.]

Year. Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 93.0 99.1 101.2
1891....................... 95.0 98.9 98.4
1892....................... 88.9 97.3 96.9
1893....................... 94.5 98.8 102.3
1894....................... 96.5 99.7 99.2
1895....................... 99.0 99.3 100.1
1896....................... 95.5 100.7 100.1
1897....................... 111.6 102.0 98.9
1898....................... 111.1 101.8 100.5
1899....................... 117.1 102.3 102.2
1900....................... 71.9 96.4 102.9
1901....................... 86.9 99.0 113.4
1902....................... 91.0 99.4 117.4
1903....................... 91.5 99.8 113.3
1904....................... 94.9 97.9 114.4
1905...................... 90.5 98.1 113.7
1906...................... 61.2 97.1 126.8

Year. Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.* 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 87.8 101.0 99.7
1891..................... 89.6 101.0 99.7
1892..................... 77.1 100.7 101.3.
1893..................... 91.4 100.8 97.6
1894..................... 105.4 101.2 99.0
1895..................... 97.3 101.2 105.3
1896..................... 88.1 97.8 97.6
1897..................... 122.9 98.6 98.7
1898..................... 116.1 98.7 98.6
1899..................... 125.3 98.9 102.8
1900..................... 48.8 93.6 89.1
1901..................... 74.4 95.8 105.8
1902..................... 82.4 97.0 111.6
1903.................... 87.2 97.6 116.7
1904..................... 98.7 96.9 110.4
1905..................... 95.9 96.4 119.9
1906..................... 105.5 96.1 130.8

CIGAR ROLLERS, MACHINE, 
F em ale.

[Data from 2 establishments 1890-1903; 7, 1904; 10, 
1905; 13, 1906.]

PACKERS, M ale.

[Data for employees from 11 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 11 estab
lishments 1890-1892; 12, 1893-1898; 11, 1899-1903. 
Data from 22 establishments 1904; 35, 1905; 38, 
1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 54.1 100.4 104.5
1891....................... 54.1 100.4 105.5
1892....................... 78.7 100.4 104.3
1893....................... 64.7 100.4 107.7
1894....................... 93.3 100.4 109.2
1895....................... 138.3 100.4 96.4
1896....................... 128.9 99.6 92.0
1897....................... 124.9 99.2 94.8
1898...................... 141.3 99.4 91.9
1899...................... 122.2 99.2 93.8
1900....................... 151.4 99.5 107.5
1901...................... 165.7 99.5 129.5
1902...................... 204.3 99.7 123.0
1903....................... 204.9 99.7 129.2
1904...................... 177.4 99.0 136.4
1905...................... 178.4 99.0 138.0
1906...................... 160.7 99.0 152.3

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 74.4 100.3 91.8
1891..................... 75.2 100.2 100.9
1892..................... 95.3 100.6 99.3
1893..................... 87.6 100.5 98.4
1894............. ....... 103.1 100.4 98.7
1895..................... 102.3 100.5 100.1
1896..................... 93.8 99.2 103.1
1897..................... 117.8 99.6 100.9
1898..................... 121.7 99.3 102.2
1899..................... 131.8 99.4 104.7
1900..................... 72.9 99.6 104.6
1901..................... 76.7 98.9 108.0
1902..................... 94.6 99.9 103.1
1903..................... 83.7 100.8 114.2
1904..................... 80.6 100.5 118.1
1905..................... 74.6 100.1 119.9
1906..................... 83.0 99.6 125.9

PACKERS, F em ale.

[Data for employees from 3 establishments 1890-1903. Data for hours and wages from 3 establishments 
1890-1899; 4,1900-1903. Data from 13 establishments 1904; 17,1905; 19,1906.]

Average 1890-99...
1890 ..................
1891 ..................
1892 ..................
1893 ..................
1894 ..................
1895 ..................
1896 ..................
1897 ..................

100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 92.3 99.7 102.0
61.5 101.7 109.1 1899..................... 84.6 102.1 99.6
92.3 99.7 107.7 1900..................... 115.4 106.6 80.1

107.7 99.2 109.1 1901..................... 100.0 106.7 116.8
130.8 98.6 96.6 1902..................... 138.5 106.1 103.5
115.4 99.0 89.3 1903..................... 123.1 107.0 86.0
115.4 99.0 88.2 1904..................... 123.8 106.2 93.8
61.5 101.7 102.1 1905..................... 144.6 105.9 94.2

100.0 99.4 96.4 1906..................... 120.9 105.4 98.4
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TOBACCO, CIGARS—Concluded.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

STEM M ERS, M ale.

[Data lor employees from 3 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 4 estab
lishments 1890-1897, 1899; 3, 1898, 1900-1903. 
Data from 5 establishments 1904; 13, 1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 52.1 99.9 106.6
1891....................... 75.5 100.0 103.0
1892....................... 109.6 100.0 95.5
1893...................... 144.7 100.0 89.4
1894...................... 104.3 100.0 95.8
1895...................... 124.5 100.0 91.9
1896....................... 120.2 100.0 94.2
1897....................... 56.4 99.9 109.4
1898...................... 91.5 100.1 108.9
1899....................... 121.3 100.1 105.8
1900....................... 114.9 100.1 118.7
1901...................... 60.6 100.1 121.8
1902....................... 72.3 100.1 112.3
1903....................... 73.4 100.1 141.8
1904....................... 48.3 97.3 126.2
1905....................... 47.5 95.0 138.9
1906....................... 50.7 96.4 143.2

STEM M ERS, F em a le.

[Data for employees from 13 establishments 1390- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 14 estab
lishments 1890,1894-1896,1898-1903; 13,1891-1893, 
1897. Data from 33 establishments 1904; 46, 
1905; 49, 1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 91.0 100.9 90.2
1891..................... 102.5 99.8 88.6
1892..................... 93.4 100.2 97.3
1893..................... 94.8 98.5 94.4
1894..................... 104.3 99.9 100.7
18951................... 106.1 99.3 9*.2
1896..................... 92.1 99.9 103.0
3897..................... 100.2 99.8 112.9
1898..................... 103.6 100.7 109.8
1899..................... 112.0 101.0 105.8
1900..................... 97.3 99.8 105.5
1901..................... 98.2 99.3 120.0
1902..................... 105.0 100.0 117.0
1903..................... 100.9 101.0 120.4
1904..................... 107.8 101.4 125.1
1905..................... 116.1 100.9 124.1
1906..................... 120.5 300.1 130.8

WOODEN A N D  W ORSTED GOODS.

B U R L E R S, F em ale.

[Data from 10 establishments 1890-1903; 13, 1904; 
25, 1905; 26, 1906.]

CARDERS, M ale.

[Data from 13 establishments 1890-1903; 14, 1904; 
24, 1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 100.0 103.1 93.3 1890..................... 97.4 101.9 99.1
1891....................... 107.0 103.1 93.7 1891..................... 103.1 101.8 99.6
1892....................... 108.0 102.8 97.5 1892..................... 110.8 101.8 101.7
1893....................... 104.3 99.5 100.5 1893..................... 95.4 100.5 103.4
1894....................... 78.6 92.8 99.2 1894..................... 99.0 100.5 98.5
1895....................... 94.1 101.7 99.6 1895..................... 106.2 100.4 97.7
1896....................... 89.3 103.6 107.9 1896..................... 103.1 100.5 98.1
1897....................... 100.5 92.4 100.4 1897..................... 102.1 91.8 101.7
1898. 108.0 101.7 102.9 1898..................... 94.4 100.4 99.8
1899....................... 112.3 101.2 105.5 1899..................... 88.2 100.3 100.0
1900....................... 120.9 101.4 111.3 1900..................... 99.0 100.2 110.9
1901...................... 155.6 101.5 108.3 1901..................... 115.9 100.3 106.2
1902....................... 164.2 100.1 113.3 1902..................... 115.4 99.9 106.7
1903....................... 175.4 99.6 119.4 1903..................... 135.9 99.5 109.4
1904....................... 184.9 98.1 118.7 1904..................... 125.5 98.6 115.0
1905....................... 179.1 98.9 124.4 1905..................... 122.0 100.0 116.8
1906....................... 191.7 98.6 129.5 1906..................... 113.8 100.0 121.0

CARD S T R IP P E R S , M ale.

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 8,1904; 13, 1905, 1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 1898..................... 123.1 100.0 98.9
1890....................... 92.3 100.0 92.4 1899..................... 100.0 100.0 106.7
1891....................... 100.0 100.0 99.3 1900..................... 107.7 100.0 111.4
1892. 69.2 100.0 103.3 1901..................... 107.7 100.0 112.2
1893....................... 76.9 100.0 99.5 1902..................... 84.6 100.0 116.6
1894....................... 92.3 100.0 99.0 1903..................... 69.2 100.0 117.6
1895. . .. 107.7 100.0 96.5 1904..................... 70.6 98.4 120.5
1896....................... 100.0 100.0 104.0 1905..................... 72.6 98.1 121.8
1897....................... 115.4 100.0 100.2 1906..................... 80.7 97.1 122.6
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W OOLEN AN D  W ORSTED GOODS—Continued.

Table I I .—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
OCCUPATIONS— Continued.

COMBERS) M ale. COMBERS) F em ale.

[Data from 1 establishment 1890-1903; 2, 1904;
1905,1906.]

[Data from 4 establishments 1890-1903; 5, 1904, 
1905; 4,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 33.3 102.4 95.7
1891....................... 122.2 102.4 98.0
1892...................... 100.0 102.4 95.7
1893....................... 77.8 99.0 99.5
1894...................... 77.8 99.0 107.2
1895....................... 100.0 99.0 94.0
1896....................... 100.0 99.0 104.6
1897....................... 155.6 99.0 95.4
1898....................... 155.6 99.0 • 95.9
1899....................... 122.2 99.0 113.3
1900............. ........ 144.4 99.0 106.6
1901....................... 122.2 99.0 107.9
1902...................... 188.9 99.0 103.8
1903....................... 244.4 99.0 102.1
1 9 0 4 ....,............... 366.6 99.6 93.3
1905....................... 378.8 99.3 94.8
1906....................... 433.8 99.5 95.3 ,

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 76.4 100.5 98.3
1891..................... 96.4 100.5 98.8
1892..................... 116.4 100.5 98.5
1893..................... 129.1 99.4 101.3
1894........ *........... 85.5 99.9 93.4
1895..................... 89.1 100.0 96.3
1896..................... 98.2 99.9 103.1
1897..................... 101.8 99.8 102.9
1898..................... 109.1 99.8 104.0
1899..................... 100.0 99.8 103.3
1900..................... 109.1 99.9 110.3
1901..................... 116.4 99.8 111.1
1902..................... 110.9 98.3 112.6
1903..................... 116.4 98.4 110.4
1904..................... 126.5 98.0 105.8
1905..................... 156.9 97.4 101.7
1906..................... 188.5 97.0 105.4

D Y E R S, M ale.

[Data from 13 establishments 1890-1903; 15, 1904; 
24, 1905, 1906.]

A ve ra g e  1890- 99. . . 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890............................. 93.8 99.5 100.2
1891............................. 90.7 99.6 101.5
1892............................. 107.3 99.5 100.7
1893............................. 100.0 98.4 103.1
1894............................. 97.9 101.8 95.5
1895............................. 106.7 101.4 96.5
1896............................. 98.4 100.4 98.5
1897............................. 107.8 97.8 99.4
1898............................. 100.5 100.7 101.4
1899............................. 94.3 100.8 102.6
1900............................. 95.9 100.5 109.3
1901............................. 101.6 100.6 106.8
1902............................. 105.7 99.1 108.4
1903............................. 106.7 99.6 108.2
1904............................. 107.9 98.9 108.9
1905............................. 110.4 99.9 109.3
1906............................. 112.0 i 99.8 114.8

LOOM F IX E R S ) M ale.

[Data from 15 establishments 1890-1903; 16, 1904; 
26, 1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 100.0 100.5 98.3
1891..................... 96.7 100.4 98.2
1892..................... 101.3 100.3 100.2
1893..................... 96.1 99.9 102.0

96.41894..................... 90.1 97.1
1895..................... 93.4 100.4 96.7
1896..................... 98.7 100.4 101.2
1897..................... 103.3 100.4 102.0
1898..................... 111.2 100.2 102.0

1 1899..................... 106.6 100.4 102.8
1900..................... 117.8 100.3 112.5

; 1901..................... 111.8 100.3 112.2
j 1902..................... 115.1 99.1 114.0
! 1903..................... 114.5 99.0 115.9
| 1904..................... 112.5 98.2 112.7
1 1905..................... 120.1 98.8 114.5
1 1906..................... 120.1 98.5 122.7

SPIN NERS, FRAM E) F em ale. SPINNERS, M ULE, M ale.

[Data from 3 establishments 1890-1903; 4,1904; 8,
1905,1906.]

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890....................... 73.7 100.9 96.7
1891....................... 81.8 100.9 97.6
1892....................... 118.7 100.9 98.4
1893....................... 100.0 99.6 103.5
1894....................... 106.7 99.8 94.2
1895....................... 105.7 99.8 95.1
1896....................... 94.3 99.7 101.1
1897....................... 107.2 99.6 102.5
1898....................... 118 7 99.5 104.4
1899....................... 94.7 99.3 106.5
1900....................... 110.5 99.2 118.0
1901....................... 119.1 99.4 115.4
1902...................... 146.9 97.7 122.8
1903...................... 173.7 98.0 123.2
1904...................... 142.6 98.0 120.2
1905....................... 130.9 97.9 121.6
1906....................... 155.0 97.9 125.6

[Data for employees from 9 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 9 estab
lishments 1890-1892; 10, 1893-1896; 11, 1897-1903. 
Data from 14 establishments 1904; 22, 1905, 
19%.]

Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890..................... 99.3 102.7 96.6
1891..................... 104.8 102.7 95.5
1892..................... 97.9 102.6 93.9
1893..................... 90.4 99.2 101.5
1894..................... 84.9 90.4 98.1
1895..................... 105.5 101.6 96.2
1896..................... 102.7 101.6 103.7
1897..................... 102.1 94.6 104.2
1898..................... 110.3 101.6 111.1
1899..................... 101.4 102.9 99.0
1900..................... 107.5 101.8 115.6
1901..................... 105.5 101.7 114.3
1902..................... 139.0 100.9 114.0
1903..................... 150.0 100.4 124.8
1904..................... 148.9 98.8 125.9
1905..................... 145.8 98.6 131.1
1906..................... 124.7 98.7 140.6
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W EAVERS, M ale.

[Data lor employees from 9 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 10 estab
lishments 1890-1900; 11, 1901-1903. Data from 
17 establishments 1904; 26,1905; 27,1906.]

W EAVERS, F em ale.

[Data for employees from 9 establishments 1890- 
1903. Data for hours and wages from 10 estab
lishments 1890-1895,1901-1903; 9,1896-1900. Data 
from 17 establishments 1904; 27,1905,1906.]

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 1 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

Average 1890-99... 100.0 100.0 100.0 Average 1890-99.. 100.0 100.0 100.0
1890...................... 92.1 100.6 101.6 1890..................... 106.4 101.0 100.4
1891....................... 98.8 100.6 102.2 1891..................... 112.7 101.0 99.1
1892...................... 103.9 100.6 103.8 1892..................... 96.1 101.0 100.8
1893...................... 93.6 99.5 109.7 1893..................... 107.2 99.5 106.7
1894...................... 80.9 99.7 92.8 1894..................... 100.5 99.6 94.3
1895...................... 96.7 99.7 94.9 1895..................... 92.9 99.6 93.8
1896...................... 103.0 99.8 94.7 1896..................... 93.5 99.7 96.7
1897...................... 113.6 99.7 98.0 1897..................... 92.5 99.7 100.7
1898...................... 115.7 99.8 101.1 1898..................... 105.2 99.4 104.6
1899 ..................... 101.1 99.8 100.9 1899..................... 93.4 99.4 102.4
1900...................... 138.4 99.6 111.7 1900..................... 105.0 99.4 109.8
1901...................... 142.8 99.6 113.6 1901..................... 107.0 99.4 112.5
1902...................... 139.3 98.7 120.4 1902..................... 106.4 98.2 112.5
1903...................... 171.7 98.4 124.7 1903..................... 108.2 98.2 115.9
1904 ..................... 162.2 98.1 116.6 1904..................... 106.5 97.1 113.4
1905...................... 163.2 98.5 123.8 1905..................... 117.2 98.0 117.1
1906...................... 144.3 98.3 136.0 1906..................... 115.7 98.0 126.4

8891—No. 71—07---- 9
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1 2 6 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

Table III.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
INDUSTRIES.

[Average 1890-1899=*100.0. For explanation of relative figures, see page 22.]

AGRICULTURAL IMPLEM ENTS.

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

1890....................... 86.2 100.3 97.1
1891....................... 88.2 100.3 100.8
1892....................... 95.1 100.3 101.6
1893....................... 105.1 100.3 102.5
1894....................... 95.8 99.2 97.3
1895...................... 98.1 100.3 96.4
1896...................... 94.5 99.9 102.0
1897....................... 95.3 99.0 99.4
1898...................... 120.9 100.2 101.0
1899....................... 120.6 100.2 101.8
1900....................... 130.7 100.2 105.8
1901....................... 105.9 100.2 107.6
1902....................... 115.8 100.2 112.8
1903....................... 124.8 99.4 117.2
1904....................... 108.5 97.3 122.5
1905....................... 123.7 97.1 124.4
1906....................... 133.3 96.6 129.3

BLACK.SMITHING AND H O RSE* 
SHOEING.

1890....................... 101.8 101.1 98.9
1891....................... 100.9 101.1 98.7
1892..................... 102.5 101.0 98.8
1893....................... 101.1 100.2 99.2
1894....................... 98.7 99.7 99.1
1895....................... 96.6 99.6 99.1
1896...................... 98.7 99.5 99.9
1897....................... 97.9 99.4 100.9
1898....................... 101.1 99.3 102.2
1899....................... 101.3 99.0 102.9
1900....................... 102.4 98.4 104.5
1901....................... 105.1 97.7 106.6
1902....................... 101.5 97.0 108.6
1903....................... 101.9 96.4 112.2
1904....................... 100.3 95.5 114.8
1905....................... 101.9 95.2 116.2
1906....................... 105.6 94.6 119.9

B R I C K ,

1890....................... 98.6 99.9 101.0
1891....................... 97.6 99.9 101.3
1892....................... 99.7 100.0 102.7
1893....................... 100.2 100.0 101.8
1894....................... 98.7 100.1 99.1
1895....................... 97.9 100.0 98.5

97.11896....................... 100.4 100.0
1897....................... 100.9 99.9 97.4
1898....................... 101.5 100.1 100.1
1899....................... 104.1 100.2 101.1
1900....................... 102.7 99.9 103.1
1901....................... 104.6 100.0 105.1
1902....................... 108.5 99.9 110.1
1903....................... 109.9 99.3 112.2
1904....................... 110.1 98.6 112.8
1905....................... 110.5 98.8 113.8
1906....................... 111.2 98.7 119.1

B A K E R S , B R E A D .

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

1890..................... 93.3 100.8 99.3
1891..................... 94.6 100.8 99.9
1892..................... 96.1 100.9 100.3
1893..................... 96.0 100.5 100.2
1894..................... 97.2 100.4 98.4
1895..................... 100.2 99.9 98.7
1896..................... 102.1 99.6 99.6
1897..................... 102.6 100.2 99.8
1898..................... 107.9 99.1 100.6
1899..................... 109.8 97.8 103.1
1900..................... 114.0 96.9 106.6
1901..................... 121.0 96.3 108.8
1902..................... 130.4 95.8 113.9
1903..................... 133.7 93.9 118.9
1904..................... 142.6 93.6 121.1
1905..................... 148.1 92.5 123.5
1906..................... 155.6 91.8 127.4

BOOTS AND SHOES.

1890..................... 77.2 100.2 97.9
1891..................... 80.0 100.8 96.2
1892..................... 86.4 100.5 98.2
1893..................... 97.1 100.1 100.5
1894..................... 99.0 99.9 99.5
1895..................... 103.2 99.9 100.6
1896..................... 110.5 99.8 100.7
1897..................... 111.3 99.7 102.5
1898..................... 111.3 99.6 101.8
1899..................... 118.4 99.5 102.3
1900..................... 123.2 99.0 105.3
1901..................... 127.7 99.2 105.2
1902..................... 124.0 98.0 108.8
1903..................... 130.4 96.6 115.6
1904..................... 143.8 96.9 117.1
1905..................... 155.4 96.8 118.4
1906..................... 170.2 96.3 120.4

BUILDING TRA DES.

1890..................... 96.5 102.5 97.0
1891..................... 100.0 101.8 97.9
1892..................... 106.8 100.7 99.9
1893..................... 101.7 100.5 100.0
1894..................... 90.2 100.7 97.6
1895..................... 92.4 100.3 98.4
1896..................... 99.2 99.2 99.9
1897..................... 99.7 98.6 101.3
1898..................... 104.1 98.1 102.8
1899..................... 109.8 97.5 105.3
1900..................... 113.6 95.5 109.9
1901..................... 119.8 94.4 114.5
1902..................... 126.1 92.6 121.1
1903..................... 123.2 91.8 126.8
1904..................... 122.5 91.3 129.7
1905..................... 128.0 91.2 132.2
1906..................... 140.0 90.9 140.2

CANDY.

1890....................... 112.7 99.3 102.3 1899..................... 92.9 100.4 100.7
1891....................... 108.9 99.3 103.3 1900..................... 96.6 100.4 99.0

109.5
108.5 
109.3 
112.2

1892....................... 103.2 100.0 99.8 1901..................... 91.2 100.3
1893....................... 104.2 100.0 98.2 1902................... „ 91.9 100.3
1894....................... 95.7 99.9 98.8 1903..................... 103.1 100.2

100.3
100.1

1895....................... 95.8 100.3 98.9 1904..................... 107.6
1896....................... 94.8 100.3 100.0 1905..................... 113.4 114.3

118.91897....................... 99.2 100.3 98.1 1906..................... 114.7 100.2
1898....................... 89.6 100.4 100.5
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T a b l e  I I I . —RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
INDUSTRIES—Continued.

[Average 1890-1899=100.0.]
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Table III.—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
INDUSTRIES—Continued.

[Average 1890-1899=100.0.]

ELECTRICAL A PPA RA TU S AND 
SUPPLIES.

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

1890....................... 54.7 100.0 98.6
1891....................... 55.1 i 100.0 98.7
1892...................... 57.1 i 100.1 98.2
1893...................... 65.6 100.1 97.7
1894...................... 79.3 100.4 95.7
1895...................... 100.6 100.4 97.3
1896...................... 130.1 99.6 99.7
1897...................... 137.1 99.9 103.0
1898...................... 132.5 99.7 105.8
1899...................... 169.4 99.9 105.5
1900...................... 203.4 100.1 102.6
1901...................... 213.2 94.1 107.8
1902....................... 231.9 94.1 107.3
1903....................... 249.7 94.1 110.8
1904...................... 226.1 94.1 110.2
1905....................... 295.9 94.0 110.8
1906....................... 425.5 94.0 122.0

FOUNDRY AND MACHINE SHOP.

1890...................... 101.8 100.5 99.2
1891...................... 101.1 100.4 100.3
1892...................... 94.5 100.2 102.7
1893...................... 99.6 100.0 101.6
1894....................... 87.7 99.9 98.7
1895...................... 93.2 100.1 99.1
1896...................... 93.9 99.8 100.5
1897...................... 93.5 99.7 99.7
1898...................... 108.1 99.9 99.0
1899..1.................. 125.1 99.4 99.1
1900....................... 126.8 99.2 101.5
1901...................... 132.0 98.1 104.7
1902....................... 139.2 96.6 108.2
1903....................... 149.1 95.4 112.2
1904....................... 133.2 94.6 113.9
1905....................... 155.0 94.8 114.0
1906....................... 168.3 94.8 117.9

CAS.

FLOUR.

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

1890.................... 90.3 100.3 99.4
1891..................... 89.4 100.1 100.3
1892..................... 91.6 100.1 100.3
1893..................... 96.1 100.1 99.7
1894..................... 92.8 100.3 98.7
1895..................... 92.4 100.3 98.5
1896..................... 106.5 99.9 99.8
1897..................... 107.1 100.1 100.1
1898..................... 117.2 99.5 101.5
1899..................... 117.7 99.4 101.8
1900..................... 118.7 99.3 103.3
1901..................... 120.6 99.3 107.6
1902..................... 123.4 98.1 110.4
1903..................... 124.0 97.7 111.2
1904..................... 124.0 97.5 111.4
1905..................... 130.2 97.8 111.0
1906..................... 134.2 97.6 112.5

FU R N IT U R E .

1890..................... 93.7 101.2 99.3
1891..................... 95.3 100.4 101.9
1892..................... 101.4 99.5 102.5
1893..................... 98.5 100.2 100.5
1894..................... 95.2 98.3 99.2
1895..................... 96.1 100.0 97.0
1896..................... 99.0 100.4 97.6
1897..................... 102.8 99.9 100.3
1898..................... 104.5 100.2 98.7
1899..................... 113.4 100.0 103.0
1900..................... 110.0 99.7 103.4-
1901..................... 113.5 98.4 110.4
1902..................... 119.8 97.3 117.0
1903..................... 117.2 97.2 118.2
1904..................... 116.3 96.3 119.9
1905..................... 120.7 96.1 122.1
1906..................... 126.3 95.6 125.6

CLASS.

1890....................... 110.1 100.6 99.5
1891....................... 95.4 100.7 99.0
1892....................... 91.3 101.0 99.6
1893....................... 84.1 101.0 100.4
1894....................... 100.5 101.0 101.2
1895....................... 95.6 100.7 99.7
1896....................... 93.2 100.9 101.0
1897....................... 111.0 100.8 100.7
1898....................... 129.8 97.3 98.6
1899....................... 91.6 96.3 100.3
1900....................... 104.0 94.8 101.3
1901....................... 99.0 97.4 96.5
1902....................... 121.1 95.3 104.9
1903....................... 119.4 96.3 101.3
1904....................... 138.0 96.2 101.8
1905.:................... 141.4 96.2 102.0
1906...................... 150.2 96.5 103.8

1890..................... 99.4 100.1 101.5
1891..................... 108.2 99.9 100.2
1892..................... 101.6 100.0 101.3
1893..................... 97.6 100.1 100.2
1894..................... 93.1 99.8 99.1
1895..................... 92.8 99.9 92.6
1896..................... 95.7 100.0 96.6
1897..................... 95.9 100.3 98.3
1898..................... 104.9 100.0 101.2
1899..................... 108.7 99.9 103.5
1900..................... 110.3 100.3 107.7
1901..................... 112.6 100.0 107.5
1902..................... 115.0 99.9 115.0
1903..................... 116.7 99.7 120.0
1904..................... 117.8 99.6 110.3
1905..................... 119.2 99.4 116.6
1906..................... 121.7 98.6 122.3

HARNESS.

1890....................... 91.0 100.4 100.2 1899..................... 117.6 99.7 101.2
1891...................... 91.8 100.4 100.6 1900..................... 124.5 99.8 102.0
1892....................... 94.1 100.2 100.6 1901..................... 128.5 99.5 105.6
1893....................... 94.2 100.1 101.0 1902..................... 135.7 99.0 108.7
1894...................... 94.5 100.0 99.0 1903..................... 138.8 98.0 115.8
1895....................... 99.3 99.8 98.5 1904..................... 137.6 97.6 118.0
1896....................... 104.3 99.7 98.7 1905..................... 135.8 97.0 118.6
1897....................... 105.9 99.8 99.5 1906..................... 142.9 96.6 121.6
1898....................... 110.2 99.9 100.7
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[Average 1890-1899=100.0.]
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HATS, FfJR.

Year.

1890.
1891.
1892.
1893.
1894.
1895.
1896.
1897.
1898.
1899.
1900. 
1901
1902.
1903.
1904.
1905.
1906.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

86.2
94.0 
90.9

100.0
103.2
90.1 
94.5

101.0
109.5 
132.1 
147.0
160.9
164.6
168.6
166.9 
186.5 
184.7

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

100.7
100.5
100.5 
100.2 
100.2 
100.1 
100.2 
100.0
99.4 
98.3
98.5 
98.7
94.2
92.6 
92.9
92.3 
92.2

104.4
100.5
100.0
97.5
99.6
97.8
98.8

100.6
99.8 

100.9 
102.4 
103.0 
110.3 
113.8 
115.7
119.2
125.2

IRON AND STEGL, B A R .

1890.
1891.
1892.
1893.
1894.
1895.
1896.
1897.
1898.
1899.
1900.
1901.
1902.
1903.
1904.
1905.
1906.

99.4
98.4 
98.3

105.9
100.2
103.7 
93.9
97.7
99.7

101.6
108.9
100.7
104.1
109.2
100.2 
103.6
97.0

102.7
101.6
101.8 
101.4 
101.3 
100.7 
101.0
97.1 
96.6 
95.9
97.3
98.4
98.8
98.4
97.9
98.1
97.9

110.3
104.9
100.0
95.7 
90.1
91.7
99.3 
98.0
96.3

113.7 
118.2
119.7
132.8
136.5
125.6
126.9
135.7

IRON AND STEEL, BLAST FURNACE.

1890.
1891.
1892.
1893.
1894.
1895.
1896.
1897.
1898.
1899.
1900.
1901.
1902.
1903.
1904.
1905.
1906.

94.1
95.1 

106.1
99.7
99.8

100.2
98.9 
98.3

102.6
104.1
104.1 
106.5
104.2
101.7
100.2 |
104.7 i 
109.0 |

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
99.6

100.6
100.6

104.4
105.3
107.1
105.2
91.4
96.5

100.1
93.4
93.9

102.8
107.3 
108.1 
111.2
114.4
109.6
112.6
114.1

H O SIERY AND K N IT GOODS.

Relative Relative Relative
Year. number of hours per wages per

employees. week. hour.

1890..................... 81.3 101.5 106.1
1891..................... 89.3 101.5 107.3
1892..................... 122.6 101.5 99.0
1893..................... 116.4 100.3 102.5
1894..................... 83.7 95.0 97.7
1895..................... 99.8 100.2 102.9
1896..................... 93.1 100.0 99.8
1897..................... 93.1 100.1 94.7
1898..................... 111.3 100.0 95.5
1899..................... 107.9 100.0 $4.7
1900..................... 120.8 98.9 98.0
1901..................... 131.8 98.7 102.4
1902..................... 121.2 98.9 108.7
1903..................... 125.6 98.4 115.5
1904.................... 125.6 98.3 113.5
1905..................... 167.0 98.3 120.8
1906..................... 188.5 98.2 126.4

IRON AND STEEL, B ESSE M E R  CON
VERTING.

1890..................... 99.5 98.3 113.3
1891..................... 104.8 98.1 115.9
1892..................... 101.2 101.8 112.3
1893..................... 102.3 99.2 105.5
1894..................... 100.0 100.1 96.1
1895..................... 100.0 100.2 97.3
1896..................... 99.0 101.1 92.5
1897..................... 100.1 100.2 86.3
1898..................... 99.0 101.0 88.1
1899..................... 100.1 100.2 92.8
1900..................... 118.7 91.3 106.2
1901..................... 113.9 94.6 113.1
1902..................... 113.9 94.6 122.6
1903..................... 115.0 96.0 131.8
1904..................... 116.6 91.1 114.7
1905..................... ^ 1 8 . 3 91.2 123.3
1906..................... ^ 1 6 . 9 91.5 133.8

L EA T H E R .

1890..................... 81.7 99.9 102.1
1891..................... 89.9 99.9 102.5
1892..................... 99.7 99.8 102.3
1893..................... 83.9 99.9 102.1
1894..................... 95.5 99.9 98.3
1895..................... 100.9 100.0 98.8
1896..................... 90.5 100.0 98.9
1897..................... 102.9 100.2 98.5
1898..................... 129.4 100.3 96.9
1899..................... 127.1 100.1 99.6
1900..................... 127.9 100.1 98.1
1901..................... 128.0 100.2 101.4
1902..................... 117.6 100.1 104.3
1903..................... 132.5 100.1 106.3
1904..................... 143.0 99.5 108.2
1905..................... 147.3 99.9 108.3
1906..................... 154.1 99.9 109.2

LIQUORS, HALT*

1890 ....................... 92.8 100.8 97.7 1899..................... 104.5 98.8 102.7
1891 .  .  . 92.9 100.3 98.8 1900..................... 104.4 96.4 108.0
1892 ............... 94.9 100.5 98.3 1 9 01.................. 115.4 94.2 111.2
1893 ....................... 103.2 100.5 98.8 1902..................... 118.1 91.0 117.5
1894....................... 104.5 100.5 99.5 1903a .................. 126.1 89.9 120.3
1896 ....................... 102.0 100.4 100.2 1904..................... 127.2 89.7 122.2
1896 ............. 101.2 99.8 100.5 1905..................... 128.2 89.5 124.4
1897...................... 103.1 99.9 101.1 1906..................... 134.2 87.9 127.8
1898...................... 101.1 98.7 102.5
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Table I I I ,—RELATIVE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906, BY
INDUSTRIES—Continued.

[Average 1890-1899=100.0.]

LUM BER.

Year.
Relative 

number of 
employees.

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.
Year.

Relative 
number of 
employees.

94.2 100.4 102.8 1890..................... 103.8
95.7 100.2 102.4 1891..................... 102.5
96.1 100.2 102.1 1892..................... 103.4
95.6 99.7 101.7 1893..................... 102.0
95.3 99.7 97.8 1894..................... 96.3
96.3 100.1 97.2 1895..................... 96.4
99.1 100.1 97.0 1896..................... 94.9

105.0 99.9 97.4 1897..................... 95.7
107.6 99.8 99.4 1898..................... 98.6
111.3 99.8 102.2 1899..................... 106.3
115.5 99.5 104.4 1900..................... 107.0
118.7 99.1 ibe.5 1901..................... 115.9
123.6 98.4 109.5 1902..................... 116.0
124.9 98.3 113.3 1903..................... 112.3
127.3 98.1 114.4 1904..................... 104.4
131.3 98.1 117.8 1905..................... 106.8
133.0 97.1 123.7 1906..................... 110.3

M ARBLE AND STONE W ORK,

Relative 
hours per 

week.

Relative 
wages per 

hour.

1890.
1891.
1892.
1893.
1894.
1895.
1896.
1897.
1898. 
18y9.
1900.
1901.
1902.
1903.
1904.
1905.
1906.

101.8
100.9
100.4
100.5
100.6 
100.6
99.6
99.2
99.3 
97.2
96.9 
96.1 
95.5
94.0
93.9
94.0
93.7

98.5
99.5 

100.3
99.7
98.0
97.0

101.0 
101.6 
101.2
103.2
104.9 
109.0
113.5
118.6
118.9
119.3
121.3

P A P E R  AND WOOD PULP.

1890....................... 92.0 100.5
1891....................... 95.4 100.4
1892....................... 98.6 100.4
1893....................... 100.6 99.9
1894....................... 93.4 100.9
1895....................... 100.6 100.7
1896....................... 103.6 100.7
1897....................... 107.3 100.8
1898....................... 105.6 101.2
1899....................... 102.6 99.5
1900....................... 114.9 99.6
1901...................... 115.4 98.6
J902....................... 118.3 93.0
1903....................... 123.5 92.7
1904..... ................ 135.7 91.1
1905....................... 136.7 92.8
1906....................... 146.4

-------—
93.1

PO T T E R Y .

1890....................... 101.8 99.7
1891....................... 104.8 99.6
1892....................... 100.8 99.7
1893....................... 103.1 99. C
1894....................... 101.2 99.6
1895....................... 93.3 100.0
1896....................... 95.0 100.2
1897....................... 98.6 100.6
1898....................... 95.4 100.6
1899....................... 99.7 100.4
1900...................... 102.0 100.1
1901....................... 100.7 100.3
1902....................... 99.5 100.3
1903....................... 103.5 99.2
1904....................... 109.9 99.6
1905....................... 115.8 100.0
1906....................... 118.1 99.8

PLANING MILL.

96.5 1890..................... 92.4 101.2 99.3
98.8 1891..................... a3.4 100.4 100.8
93.6 1892..................... 95.6 100.5 100.8
99.7 1893..................... 94.9 100.1 100.7
98.7 1894..................... 94.9 100.6 97.7
99.2 1895..................... 99.2 99.3 98.2

100.6 1896..................... 101.4 99.4 98.4
99.8 1897..................... 102.2 99.7 99.5
99.3 1898..................... 104.6 99.5 100.9

108.6 1899..................... 115.5 99.2 103.8
108.7 1900..................... 115.5 99.3 104.9
110.9 1901..................... 125.3 99.0 107.9
111.1 1902..................... 128.0 98.2 110.8
118.7 1903..................... 135.4 98.0 113.6
122.3 1904..................... 137.2 97.6 114.8
122.4 1905..................... 146.8 97.5 116.6
121.1 1906..................... 155.3 96.4 120.6

PRINTING AND PUBLISHING , BOOK 
AND JOB.

98.8 1890..................... 97.3 101.0 97.8
99.7 1891..................... 98.5 101.0 99.6

100.1 1892..................... 96.9 100.5 99.2
102.5 1893..................... 96.9 100.4 100.2
99.6 1894..................... 95.0 100.1 99.6
96.4 1895..................... 97.0 100.2 99.5
95.3 1896..................... 98.2 100.1 100.3
99.9 1897..................... 107.0 100.2 99.2

104.9 1898..................... 106.2 99.4 101.2
103.0 1899..................... 112.2 97.2 103.6
99.8 1900..................... 117.0 95.1 109.3

102.4 1901..................... 122.0 94.4 110.7
104.6 1902..................... 123.9 93.2 114.3
107.7 1903..................... 126.6 93.1 116.1
109.6 1904 .................. 134.3 92.4 118.9
111.4 1905..................... 139.0 92.0 120.6
112.9 1906..................... 149.8 90.7 125.9

PRINTING AND PUBLISHING , N EW SPA PE R .

1890....................... 105.4 100.2 103.0 1899..................... 92.1 97.9 106.1
1891....................... 107.2 100.1 99.6 1900..................... 89.1 97.6 106.3

106.3
109.3
113.4

1892....................... 116.2 100.6 98.8 1901..................... 90.3 97.4
97.11893....................... 107.4 101.3 98.0 1902..................... 96.7

1894....................... 94.7 100.5 97.4 1903............. . 95.5 96.2
1895....................... 88.7 100.4 96.3 1904..................... 92.0 95.7

96.2
114.1
116.11896..................’.. . 97.0 100.2 98.6 1905..................... 99.0

1897....................... 96.3 100.0 99.2 1906..................... 104.9 95.4 118.4
1898..................... 91.6 99.1 102.8
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[Average 1890-1899=100.0.]

1890. 91.8 101.0 98.1 1899..................... 100.0 100.3 103.7
1891....................... 103.5 101.0 99.1 1900..................... 109.4 100.1 110.4
1892....................... 104.3 101.0 99.6 1901..................... 112.1 100.2 110.6
1893....................... 96.2 99.6 101.5 1902..................... 121.3 99.3 113.5
1894................ 90.8 98.2 97.2 1903..................... 134.1 99.3 115.2
1895....................... 100.5 100.3 96.8 1904..................... 138.3 98.4 116.4
1896..................... 97.2 100.2 100.9 1905..................... 137.7 98.8 118.3
1897....................... 106.5 98.1 i 100.2 1906..................... 142.5 98.6 124.0
1898....................... 109.7 100.2 ! 102.5

a Hours not reported.
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132 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR,

Table IV .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN 
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES.

BliACKSM ITHING AN D  HORSESHOEING.
H O RSESH OERS, FLOOR MEN, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab- 
lish- 

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag<
p erl

e wages 
iour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 2 5 5 54.00 54.00 10.2778
.2483
.3346
.3121
.3113
.4670
.3679
.3467
.3099

10.2778
.2650
.3346
.3121
.3113
.5213
.3679
.3742
.3251
.3932
.2778
.2930
.2797
.3704
.2542
.3396

Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 2 5 5 60.00 60.00
53.80
53.00
53.00
47.00
53.00
53.00
52.33
53.40
54.00
53.75
59.00
54.00
55.33
53.00
54.00
54.00
55.67
53.00
54.00
53.00
57.75
59.00
54.00 
53.71
53.00
53.00
53.00
56.40
53.00
53.00
53.00
53.00 
59.20
54.00
53.00
53.00
54.00
60.00
53.00
54.00
53.67
54.00
54.00 
55.63
53.00
56.00
54.00

Birmingham, Ala.............................................. 2 5 5 53.80
BostonT Mass..................................................... 4 13 13 53.00

53.00
53.00

Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 5 5
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 2 3
Chicago, 111........................................................ 3 7 9 53.00
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 8 9 53.00
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 3 4 3 53.25

53.50
54.00 
53.75
59.00
56.00

Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 4 5 .3934
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 3 3 .2778

.2791

.2542

.3139

Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 4 4
Dubuque, Iow a.................................................. 2 3 3
Duluth, Minn..................................................... 2 3 3
Fall River, Mass........................................... .... 2 3 3 59.33

53.00
.2241
.3396Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 3 5 5

Jacksonville, F la............................................... 2 3 4 54.00 .2222
.3333
.2627
.2830
.2500
.3396

.2222

.3333Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 3 4 7 54.00
Louisville, K y.................................................... 3 3 3 59.00 .2792

.2830

.2500

.3396

.2665

.2785

.2099

.2793

.2830

.3868

.3325

.3200

.3113

.4056

.3608

.2759

.2138

.3056

.3384

.3113

.3084

.1568

.5660

.3611

.3077

.3403

.2778

.2849

.3325

.2667

.2778

Lynn, Mass........................................................ 2 5 5 53.00
54.00
53.00

Manchester, N. H .............................................. 2 3 3
Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 0 6
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 3 4 4 57.75

59.00
54.00 
53.71

.2411

.2712

.2099

.2793

.2830

.3868

Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 4 7 7
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 4 9 9
New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 7
New Orleans, L a............................................... 3 5 5 53.00

53.00New York, N. Y. (a )........................................ 6 18 18
Norfolk, Va........... ........................................... 2 6 8 53.00

56.40
.2641
.3200
.3113
.4245
.3585
.2736
.1776
.2639
.3370
.2797
.2804
.1563
.4528
.3333
.3077
.3403
.2778
.2849
.3325
.2417
.2778

Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 5 5
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 4 13 13 53.00

53.00Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 2 6 6
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 3 4 53.00
Providence, R. I ................................................ 2 3 4 53.00
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 4 5 59.25
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 2 4 4 54.00
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 4 44 47 53.00
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 2 2 2 59.00

54.00
60.00

Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 2 2
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 3 4 4
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 6 6

4
53.00
54.00Seattle, W ash.................................................... 2 4

Syracuse, N. Y .................................................. 3 6 6
4

53.67
54.00
54.00 
55.63

Tacoma, W ash.................................................. 2 4
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 4 4
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 3 8 8

8
2

Washington, D .C ............................................. 2 8 53.00
60.00Wilmington, Del................................................ 2 2

Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 5 5 54.00

HO RSESH OERS, FORGEMEN, M ale.

Albany,
Atlanta, Ga.......
Birmingham, Ala
Boston, Mass___
Buffalo, N .Y . . . .
Butte, M o n t___
Chicago, 111.........
Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Cleveland, Ohio..
Denver, Colo.......
Des Moines, Iowa
Detroit, Mich___
Dubuque, Iow a.. 
Fall River, Mass. 
Indianapolis, Ind 
Jacksonville, Fla.

2 4 4 54.00 54.00 10.3333 30.3333
2 4 4 60.00 60.00 .2625 .3063
2 4 4 53.75 53.75 .3907 .3907
4 11 11 53.00 53.00 .3482 .3482
2 7 7 53.00 53.00 .3558 .3639
2 2 2 53.00 47.00 .5094 .5745
3 9 10 53.00 53.00 .4140 .4151
3 8 8 53.00 53.00 .3962 .4245
2 2 2 53.50 52.00 .3716 .3831
2 3 3 53.33 53.33 .3937 .3937
2 3 3 54.00 54.00 .3333 .3333
3 4 4 53.75 53.75 .3488 .3627
2 2 3 59.00 59.00 .3051 .3051
2 2 2 59.00 56.00 .2885 .3033
3 4 4 53.00 53.00 .3467 .3396
2 3 3 54.00 54.00 .3333 .3055

a Greater New York.
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T a b l e  IV .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN 
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

B L A C K S M IT H IN G  A N D  H O R S E S H O E IN G —Concluded.

HORSESH OERS, FORGEMEN, M ale—Concluded.

WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 133

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per nour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 3 3 54.00 54.00 10.3889
.3072

10.3889
.3286Louisville, l£ y ................................................... 3 4 4 56.50 55.25

Lynn, Mass .1 .................................................... 2 5 5 53.00 53.00 .3208 .3208
Manchester, N. H .............................................. 2 4 4 54.00 54.00 .2639 .2778
Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 6 6 53.00 53.00 .3962 .3962
Milwaukee, Wis................................................. 3 3 3 57.33 57.33 .3438 .3438
Minneapolis, M in n .................................................... 2 3 3 59.00 59.00 .3051 .3051
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 4 5 5 54.00 54.00 .3000 .3000
New Haven, Conn.............................................. 2 7 7 53.71 53.71 .3351 .3351
New Orleans, L a............................................... 3 3 3 53.00 53.00 .3773 .3773
New York. N. Y .(« ).......................................... 6 17 17 53.00 53.00 .4428 .4428
Norfolk, Va........................................................ 2 6 6 53.00 53.00 .3050 .3962
Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 6 6 57.00 57.00 .3695 .3695
Philadelphia, P a ................................................ 4 12 12 53.00 53.00 .3396 .3396
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a ............................ 2 4 4 53.00 53.00 .4811 .4740
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 2 2 53.00 53.00 .3962 .4245
Providence, R. I ........................... ................... 2 2 2 53.00 53.00 .3113 .3208
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 3 4 59.67 59.25 .2303 .2601
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 2 2 54.00 54.00 .3010 .3333
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 4 18 18 53.00 53.00 .3899 .3931
St. P au l.k ton ................................................... 2 3 3 59.00 53.00 .2966 .3302
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 2 2 54.00 54.00 .3364 .3364
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 3 4 4 60.00 60.00 .2125 .2125
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 6 5 53.00 53.00 .4905 .5773
Seattle, W ash.................................................... 2 4 4 54.00 54.00 .3959 .4028
Syracuse, N. Y .................................................. 2 2 2 53.50 53.50 .3648 .3648
Tacoma, W ash.................................................. 2 2 2 54.00 54.00 .3797 .3797
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 4 4 54.00 54.00 .3333 .3333
Toledo, Ohio..................................................... 3 7 7 56.00 56.00 .3264 .3264
Washington, D. C............................................. 2 2 53.00 53.00 .3727 .3727
Wilmington, Del................................................ 2 2 2 60.00 56.00 .2584 .2844
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 5 5 54.00 54.00 .3278 .3278

B U I L D I N G  T R A D E S .

BR IC K LA Y ER S, M ale.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 2 15 17 48.00 48.00 10.5000
.4450

10.5000
.4659Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 3 40 41 55.25 55.83

Augusta, Ga...................................................... 3 47 57 55.70 55.67 .3415 .3833
Baltimore, M d................................................... 3 117 105 48.00 48.00 .6509 .6381
Birmingham, Alq............................................... 3 1.9

103
16 48.00 48.00 .4974 .6203

Boston, Mass..................................................... 8 114 48.00 47.68 .5500 .5895
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 4 105 107 48.00 48.00 .5000 .5500
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 16 17 48.00 48.00 .7500 .8088
Charleston, S .C ................................................. 3 25 22 54.00 53.64 .3422 .3916
Chicago, 111........................................................ 4 345 484 45.52 45.51 .6296 .6284
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 4 -97 144 45.00

48.00
46.08 .6173 .6214

Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 6 127 152 48.00 .5539 .6000
Dallas, Tex........................................................ 2 46 31 48.00 48.00 .7000 .7242
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 18 20 44.00 44.00 .6389 .7156
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 3 40 33 48.00 48.00 .5656 .6008
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 92 130 48.00 48.00 .5500 .5700
Dubuque, Iowa................................................. 2 12 12 54.00 48.00 .5000 .5719
Fall River, Mass................................................ 2 18 18 48.00 48.00 .4500 .5000
Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 2 25 30 48.00 48.00 .5000 .5000
Hartford, Conn................................................. 2 30 41 45.87 45.66 .5500 .5671
Houston, Tex.................................................... 2 18 17 44.00 44.00 .7500 .7500
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 3 62 55 46.77 46.82 .6000 .6000
Jacksonville, F la............................................... 3 37 42 48.00 48.00 .5000 .5000
Jersey City, N. J ................................................ 3 55 59 44.00 44.00 .6000 .6500
Kansas City, Mo.............................. ................. 2 26 24 48.00 48.00 .6250 .6250
Little Rock, Ark................................................ 2 20 16 48.00 48.00 .6250 .6875
Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 19 31 48.00 48.00 .7500 .7500
Louisville, K y.................................................... 3 55 49 48.00 48.00 .6000 .6000
Lynn, Mass....................................................... 2 18 20 48.00 48.00 .5000 ;5500
Manchester, N. H .............................................. 2 23 12 48.00 48.00 .4676 .5000

o Greater New York.
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T a b l e  I V . — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN 
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

BU ILD IN G  TRADES—Continued.
B R I C K L A Y E R S , M a ie —Concluded.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
p erl

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 29 24 44.00 44.00 10.6875 10.6875
Milwaukee, Wis.................................................. 2 32 27 48.00 48.00 .5500 .5639
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 5 106 164 49.08 48.55 .5387 .5982
Mobile, Ala......................................................... 3 20 26 48.00 48.00 .5513 .6250
Montgomery, Ala..............................................
Nashville, Tenn..................................................
Newark, N. J .....................................................

3
2

75
50

83
53

54.00
53.56

54.00
53.51

.4567

.4980
.4964
.5179

3 148 148 44.00 44.00 .6000 .6500
New Haven, Conn.............................................. 2 38 50 48.00 48.00 .5084 .5066
New Orleans, La................................................
New York, N . Y . (o ) .........................................
Norfolk, Va........................................................

3 53 60 48.00 48.00 .6250 .6250
9 447 540 44.00 44.00 .7000 .7000
2 24 27 48.00 48.00 .6250 .7106

Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 42 37 44.00 44.00 .6250 .6250
Peoria, 111........................................................... 3 59 54 48.00 48.00 .6250 .6250
Philadelphia, P a ................................................ 7 391 327 44.00 44.00 .6000 .6250
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a ............................ 3 60 61 48.00 48.00 .6333 .6311
Portland, Me...................................................... 2 41 37 48.00 48.00 .4384 .5000
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 33 41 48.00 48.00 .6951 .7210
Providence, R. I ................................................ 2 27 23 48.00 48.00 .4500 .5000
Racine, W is....................................................... 2 34 28 48.00 48.00 .5743 .6045
Richmond, V a................................................... 4 87 100 48.00 48.00 .6075 .6405
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 3 136 142 48.00 48.00 .5300 .5300
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 82 69 44.00 44.00 .7082 .7348
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 4 66 67 48.00 48.00 .5758 .6060
Salt Lake City, Utah.........................................
San Antonio, Tex..............................................

3 49 30 44.00 44.00 .6926 .7333
2 18 15 48.00 48.00 .7000 .7200

San Francisco, Cal............................................. 4 97 197 44.00 44.00 .7500 ' .8890
Scranton, P a......................................................
Seattle, Wash....................................................

3 52 58 48.00 48.00 .5000 .5000
2 11 6 44.00 44.00 .6875 .7500

Sioux Falls, S. Dak........................................... 2 10 9 51.00 52.00 .5150 .5000
Syracuse, N. Y ................................................... 2 29 17 48.00 48.00 .5586 .5824
Tacoma, Wash.................................................. 2 10 7 44.00 44.00 .6875 .7411
Tampa, F la ........................................................
Terre Haute, Ind...............................................

2 17 25 48.00 48.00 .6250 .6250
4 71 66 48.00 48.00 .5500 .5992

Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 17 40 48.00 48.00 .5471 .5544
Topeka, Kans.................................................... 2 8 7 48.00 48.00 .6250 .6250
Trenton, N. J ..................................................... 3 60 50 44.00 44.00 .5000 .6000
Washington, D. C.............................................
Wheeling, W. V a...............................................
Wilkes-Barre, P a ..............................................
Wilmington, Del................................................

3 98 102 48.00 48.00 .6250 .6250
2 32 38 48.00 48.00 .5625 .6000
2 46 59 48.00 48.00 .5000 .5686
3 63 78 48.00 48.00 .5259 .5446

Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 46 56 48.00 48.00 .5000 .5000

C A R P E N T E R S , M a le .

Albany, N. Y ..........
Atlanta, Ga.............
Augusta, Ga............
Baltimore, Md........
Birmingham, A la ...
Boston, Mass..........
Buffalo, N. Y ..........
Butte, Mont............
Charleston, S. C___
Chicago, 111..............
Cincinnati, Ohio___
Cleveland, Ohio.......
Dallas, Tex..............
Denver, Colo............
Des Moines, Iow a...
Detroit, Mich..........
Dubuque, Iow a.......
Duluth, Minn..........
Fall River, Mass___
Grand Rapids, Mich
Harrisburg, P a.......
Houston, Tex..........
Indianapolis, In d ...
Jacksonville, Fla___
Jersey City, N. J ___

2 90
3 81

4 98
4 50
6 156
3 203
3 61
3 75

.......... 4 215

.......... 3 75

.......... 2 30

.......... 2 32

.......... 4 91

.......... 4 232

.......  2 20

.......... 3 33

.......... 3 61

..........  2 42

.......... 2 28

.......... 2 14

.......... 3 94

.......... 3 152

.......... 2 50

a Greater New York.

89 48.00 48.00 10.3242
42 59.83 59.45 .2429
90 55.39 55.22 .2213

104 48.00 48.00 .4133
88 49.20 48.75 .3685

147 48.15 48.12 .3843
215 48.00 48.00 .3750

74 48.00 48.00 .6250
74 54.00 53.80 .2144

160 44.00 54.00 .5000
353 48.00 48.00 .4039
71 48.00 48.00 .4292
30 48.00 47.80 .3750
43 44.00 44.00 .4500
90 48.00 48.00 .3887

281 48.00 48.00 .3420
17 48.00 48.00 .3514
56 48.00 48.00 .3765
67 48.00 48.00 .3130
44 54.00 54.00 .3262
17 54.00 54.00 .2758
13 48.00 48.00 .3527
79 52.85 52.71 .3399

151 48.00 48.00 .2973
45 44.00 44.00 .4688

SO. 3345 
.2839 
.2289 
.3978 
.3614 
.4044 
.4000 
.6318 
.2268 
.5500 
.4023 
.4407 
.3750 
.5000 
.3903 
.3523 
.3691 
.4018 
.3280 
.3327 
.2882 
.3678 
.3415 
.3148 
.5000
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SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

BU ILD IN G  TRADES—Continued.
C A R P E N T E R S , M a le —Concluded.
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Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week

Averagi
p eri

3 wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Kansas City, Mo................................................ 2 30 63 48.00 48.00 $0.4000 $0.4000
Little Rock, Ark............................................... 2 37 43 50.76 50.93 .3273 .3624
Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 51 135 48.00 48.00 .4375 .4375
Louisville, K y.................................................... 3 94 87 57.51 57.72 .2800 .2790
Lynn, M ass.I..................................................... 2 39 32 48.00 48.00 .3750 .4100
Manchester, N. H .............................................. 2 76 46 54.00 54.00 .2495 .2628
Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 26 21 44.00 44.00 .4000 .4000
Milwaukee, W is.................................................. 3 65 46 48.00 48.00 .3198 .3329
Minneapolis, M in n .................................................... 3 145 192 48.00 48.00 .3728 .4000
M obile. A la ................................................................. 3 36 43 53.17 53.30 .2906 .3242
M ontsromerv. A la ________ 1____ 4 146 188 58.32 58.60 .2445 .2735
Nashville, T e n n ......................................................... 2 36 33 55.83 56.73 .2515 .2697
Newark, N. J ..................................................... 3 329 308 44.00 44.00 .4500 .4756
New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 48 39 48.00 48.00 .3750 .4063
New Orleans, L a............................................... 4 70 99 49.43 49.11 .3579 .3607
New York, N. Y. (a )......................................... 10 470 484 44.00 44.00 .5366 .5730
Norfolk, Va........................................................ 2 109 135 48.00 48.00 .3570 .4152
Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 27 27 44.00 44.00 .4000 .4000
Peoria, 111........................................................... 4 71 68 48.00 48.00 .4028 .4500
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 6 226 201 46.12 44.80 .4000 .4500
Pittsburg and A llegheny, P a............................ 3 93 171 48.00 48.00 .4375 .4375
Portland, Me...................................................... 2 90 81 54.00 54.00 .2695 .2984
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 3 72 54 48.00 48.00 .4167 .4306
Providence, R. I ................................................ 2 60 52 48.00 48.00 .3488 .3496
Racine, W is....................................................... 4 99 76 48.00 48.00 .3813 .4197
Richmond, Va................................................... 4 53 87 51.06 48.66 .3025 .3367
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 2 32 34 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3750
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 53 51 44.00 44.00 .5500 .5500
St. Paul, M in n ........................................................... 3 163 190 48.00 48.00 .3732 .3926
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 32 29 46.06 46.48 .4214 .4690
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 20 16 48.00 48.00 .3500 .3750
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 4 85 157 44.00 44.00 .5044 .6111
Scranton, P a................................. .•.................. 2 57 82 48.00 48.00 .3446 .3429
Sioux Falls, S. Dak........................................... 2 28 28 60.00 60.00 .2598 .2607
Springfield, 111................................................... 2 43 40 48.00 48.00 .4000 .4000
Syracuse, N. Y ................................................... 2 27 17 48.89 48.00 .3417 .3596
Tacoma, W ash.................................................. 2 43 70 48.00 47.20 .4500 .4536
Tampa, Fla........................................................ 2 115 94 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3750
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 4 84 89 50.93 50.83 .3250 .3216
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 52 54 58.62 58.22 .2957 .3162
Trenton, N. J ..................................................... 2 37 37 44.00 44.00 .4100 .4554
Washington, D. C..............................................
W heeling, W. Va................................................

3
2

100
54

159
47

48.00
47.00

48.00
47.00

.5000

.3779
.5000
.3790

Wilkes-Barre, P a.......................................‘....... 3 73 81 48.00 48.00 .3106 .3391
Williamsport, P a............................................... 3 45 49 54.00 54.00 .2800 .2800
Wilmington, Del................................................ 3 57 72 48.00 48.00 .3500 .3757
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 188 265 48.00 48.00 .3135 .3166

H O D  C A R R I E R S , M a le .

Albany, N. Y ..........
Atlanta, Ga.............
Baltimore, Md........
Boston, Mass..........
Buffalo, N.Y...........
Butte, Mont............
Charleston, S. C___
Chicago, 111..............
Cincinnati, Ohio___
Cleveland, Ohio.......
Dallas, Tex..............
Davenport, Iow a...
Denver, Colo...........
Des Moines, Iow a...
Detroit, Mich..........
Dubuque, Iowa.......
Evansville, Ind.......
Fall River, Mass___
Grand Rapids, Mich

2 53
2 21
4 82
8 163
5 174
4 29
2 26
6 796
4 89
6 139
2 50
2 14
8 50
2 22
6 175
3 12
2 19
2 17
3 39

« Greater New York.

56
36 
77

165
159
54
34

1,075
84

163
37 
15

14
197
14
17
22
50

48.00 
56.14
48.00 
46.94
48.00 
46.90
54.00 
45.64
45.00
47.37 
51.60
48.00
44.00
54.00
48.00
54.00
48.00
54.00
53.38

48.00 
54.83
48.00 
46.93
49.66 
46.22 
53.59
45.66 
45.19 
47.34 
50.92
48.00
44.00
54.00
48.00 
49.29
48.00
54.00 
53.58

$0.2223
.1230
.3178
.3093
.1968
.5841

.0X40

.3553

.2561

.2111

.2589

.3494

.2222

.2413

.2583

.2646

.1863

.2010

$0.2489
.1504
.3174
.3218
.1988
.5868
.1120
.3572
.3643
.2583
.2126
.2604
.3715
.2262
.2411
.3060
.2966
.1881
.2139
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Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Harrisburg, Pa................................................... 3 14 27 50.71 50.37 10.2600 $0.2922
Hartford, Uonn.................................................. 2 27 46 45.78 45.74 .3306 .3306
Indianapolis, Ind............................................... 4 70 58 47.04 47.07 .2848 .2855
Jacksonville, Fla................................................ 3 60 60 48.00 48.00 .1875 .1875
Jersey City, N. J................................................ 5 99 117 44.00 44.00 .3488 .3771
Kansas City, Mo................................................ 4 42 58 46.57 45.93 .3000 .3500
Little Rock, Ark............................................ . 3 33 33 48.00 48.00 .2387 .2405
Los Angeles, Cal........................................ .......
Louisville, K y......................I............................

4 39 71 48.00 48.00 .3742 .3798
4 40 38 48.50 48.00 .2609 .2623

Lynn, Mass........................................................
Manchester, N. H ..............................................

2 30 24 48.00 48.00 .3063 .3032
2 24 14 48.00 48.00 .2233 .2589

Memphis, Tenn...........................* ..................... 4 48 43 44.67 44.84 .2833 .2837
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 4 44 45 48.00 48.00 .2824 .2783
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 8 162 204 53.22 52.74 .2498 .2509
Mobile, A la ........................................................ 2 6 8 52.00 52.50 .1921 .2005
Montgomery, Ala..............................................
Nashville, Tenn.................................................

2
2

45
49

65
55

60.00
55.22

60.00
55.75

.1099

.1544
.1262
.1777

Newark, N. J ..................................................... 3 169 168 44.00 44.00 .3200 .3500
New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 71 57 48.00 48.00 .2751 .2826
New Orleans, L a............................................... 3 37 34 52.86 52.59 .1872 .1922
New York, N. Y .(a ) ......................................... 12 820 988 44.00 44.00 .3609 .3796
Norfolk. Va........................................................
Oakland, CaL....................................................
Omaha, Nebr.....................................................

5 36 53 48.00 48.00 .2500 .2818
2 12 21 44.00 44.00 .5000 .5774
3 18 17 44.00 44.00 .2889 .2882

Peoria, I1L......................................................... 4 79 73 48.00 48.00 .2906 .3035
Philadelphia, P a ................................................ 8 114 111 45.96 46.88 .3057 .3083
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a ............................
Portland, Me.....................................................

3
2

37
55

34
53

48.54
48.00

48.65
48.00

.3049

.2500
.2988
.2500

Portland, Oreg.................................................. 5 33 41 48.18 48.00 .3830 .3781
Providence, R. I ................................................ 3 34 27 48.00 48.00 .2206 .2323
Racine, W is.................................................. 2 51 41 48.00 48.00 .2711 .2848
Richmond, V a................................................... 6 137 166 49.14 49.01 .2004 .2334
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 3 131 138 48.00 48.00 .2389 .2388
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 9 141 116 44.32 44.35 .4393 .4395
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 5 44 43 44.82 44.93 .3871 .3924
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 22 15 48.00 48.00 .1989 .1975
San Francisco, Cal............................................ 6 95 195 44.00 44.00 .4447 .5269
Scranton, Pa.....................................................
Seattle, Wash.....................................................

3 61 74 48.00 48.00 .2090 .2115
3 30 26 44.00 44.00 .3521 .3870

Sioux Falls, S. D ak........................................... 3 13 13 55.38 55.38 .2372 .2500
Springfield, 111................................................... 2 14 14 48.00 48.00 .2768 .2768
Syracuse, N. Y ...................................................
Tacoma, Wash..................................................

2 32 21 51.38 51.71 .2125 .2562
3 12 6 45.33 45.33 .3854 .4063

Tampa, Fla........................................................
Terre Haute, Ind..............................................

2 30 42 48.00 48.00 .1863 .2097
5 52 49 48.00 48.00 .2954 .3029

Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 33 51 51.27 50.76 .2745 .2629
Trenton, N. J .................................................... 2 33 11 44.00 44.00 .3500 .4009
Washington, D. C.............................................
Wheeling, W. V a..............................................

3 59 60 48.00 47.60 .2813 .2813
3 36 43 48.00 48.00 .2944 .2942

Wilkes-Barre, P a.............................................. 3 43 55 48.00 48.00 .2750 .2750
Williamsport, P a ..............................................
Wilmington, Del................ ...............................

2 7 9 52.29 48.00 .2589 .2604
3 27 33 48.00 48.00 .3067 .3371

Worcester, Mass............................................... 2 8 8 49.50 49.50 .2735 .2735

<* Greater New York.
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T a b l e  IV.—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN  
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

BUILDING TRADES—Continued.
LABO RERS, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag 
perr

b wages 
tour.

1905. 1906. 1905. i 1906. 1905. 1906.

Albany, N. Y .....................................................
Atlanta, Ga.......................................................

2 31 33 53.32 53.67 10.1631 10.1887
4 312 279 58.38 58.37 .1186 .1281

Augusta, Ga......................................................
Baltimore, Md.................................................

3 173 179 55.36 55.40 .1011 .1059
7 342 396 57.00 54.26 .1749 .1790

Birmingham, A la........................................... 4 139 163 56.81 55.77 .1324 .1439
Boston, Mass..................................................... 5 371 404 54.46 53.37 .1799 .1886
Buffalo, N. Y .....................................................
Butte, M ont......................................................

2 150 149 52.04 51.79 .1802 .1972
2 11 33 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3750

Charleston, S. C.................................................
Chicago, 111........................................................

2 22 21 54.00 53.71 .1162 .1316
3 280 384 47.66 50.54 .2761 .2977

Cincinnati, Ohio........................................ ....... 5 159 213 56.15 53.66 .1895 .2019
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 6 192 246 56.69 57.02 .1935 .1972
Dallas, Tex.......... ............................................. 2 17 16 48.00 48.00 .2188 .2227
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 16 22 51.50 51.27 .2370 .2426
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 4 161 132 49.86 50.41 .2327 .2277
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 4 179 178 57.99 57.17 .1794 .1824
Dubuque, Iow a................................................. 2 65 66 59.23 57.64 .2069 .2129
Fall River, M ass............................................... 2 41 76 54.00 54.00 .1741 .1769
Grand Rapids, Mich..........................................
Indianapolis, In d ..............................................

2
3

33
116

35
99

58.55
59.86

58.63
59.84

.1848

.1750
.1846
.1755

Jacksonville, Fla............................................... 3 60 76 48.00 48.00 .1588 .1563
Jersey City, N. J ................................................ 2 100 62 57.75 56.58 .1867 .2103
Kansas City, Mo................................................ 2 31 43 56.90 56.84 .1863 .2057
Little Rock, Ark............................................... 2 55 56 59.45 59.46 .1742 .1743
Los Angeles, Cal................................................
Louisville, K y ...................................................

2 19 221 48.00 48.00 .2500 .2783
2 38 42 59.79 59.76 .1472 .1491

Lynn, Mass........................................................
Manchester, N. H ..............................................
Memphis, Tenn..................................................

2 31 29 51.48 51.10 .2566 .2669
2 45 85 54.00 54.00 .1667 .1667
4 40 40 55.35 55.50 .1731 :1750

Milwaukee, W is................................................. 2 63 80 60.00 60.00 .1872 .2013
Minneapolis, M in n .................................................... 3 39 137 55.85 54.00 .1923 .2224
Mobile, Ala........................................................ 2 46 53 54.00 54.00 .1627 .1633
Montgomery, Ala..............................................
New Haven, Conn.............................................

4 89 106 57.24 57.85 .1226 .1371
2 55 55 48.00 48.00 .2768 .2805

New Orleans, La............................................... 5 56 54 49.29 49.11 .2089 .2083
New York, N. Y .(« ).......................................... 4 130 166 51.52 49.80 .2017 .2040
Norfolk, Va........................................................ 2 50 100 51.60 52.50 .1628 .1747
Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 65 51 47.63 47.53 .2500 .2500
Peoria, I1L......................................................... 3 51 50 55.29 55.68 .1750 .1910
Philadelphia, P a ................................................
Portland, Oreg..................................................

5 485 409 56.14 58.08 .1642 .1790
2 28 25 52.71 52.32 .2852 .2700

Providence, R. I ................................................ 2 82 50 48.00 48.00 .1965 .2133
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 82 82 48.00 48.00 .2305 .2305
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 5 232 351 59.56 59.97 .2020 .2183
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 22 19 48.00 48.00 .1875 .1875
Scranton, Pa..................................................... 4 94 127 59.55 59.67 .1517 .1523
Seattle, W ash.................................................... 3 18 22 46.89 46.36 .2726 .3125
Sioux Falls, S. Dak........................................... 2 31 35 60.00 60.00 .1847 .2257
Tacoma, Wash................................................... 3 19 .18 48.00 48.00 .2977 .3125
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 3 40 44 52.50 52.77 .1771 .1811
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 66 45 59.64 59.47 .1860 .2039
Topeka, Kans.................................................... 2 12 17 48.00 48.00 .2094 .2188
Trenton, N. J ..................................................... 3 47 33 57.19 56.36 .1578 .1601
Washington, D. C............................................. 4 81 76 48.00 48.00 .2018 .2087
Wheeling, W. V a............................................... 2 28 30 53.79 53.80 .1891 .1901
Williamsport, P a............................................... 3 15 21 52.80 52.86 .1720 .1715
Wilkes-Barre, P a............................................... 5 72 101 56.58 52.81 .1615 .1895
Wilmington, Del................................................
Worcester, Mass................................................

3 41 60 53.27 53.60 .1649 .1665
2 130 155 54.00 54.00 .1944 .1944

a Greater New York.
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T a b l e  I V ,—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN  
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

BU ILD IN G  TRADES—Continued.
PA IN T E R S, M ale,

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab-

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per nour.

USD-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 2 53 58 48.00 48.00 10.3094 10.3319
Atlanta, Ga.............. ........................................ 2 20 22 54.75 5459 .2489 .2745
Augusta, Ga......................................................
Baltimore, Md...................................................

3 34 38 57.82 57.68 .2128 .2108
3 121 114 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3750

Birmingham, Ala............................................... 2 28 32 48.00 4a 00 .3563 .3563
Boston, Mass..................................................... 8 194 156 48.00 4a 00 .3515 .3750
Buffalo, N. Y .....................................................
Butte, Mont.......................................................

4 152 160 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3750
2 22 28 48.00 48.00 .5625 .5625

Charleston, S. C.................................................
Chicago, 111.........................................................

4 36 37 54.00 5400 .1977 .2073
4 226 243 44.00 4400 .4500 .5058

Cincinnati, Ohio................................................. 4 83 87 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3753
Cleveland, Ohio.................................................. 4 108 100 48.00 48.00 .3836 .3845
Dallas, Tex......................................................... 2 31 31 48.00 48.00 .3500 .3750
Denver, Colo...................................................... 3 23 24 44.00 44.00 .4374 .4505
Des Moines, Iowa.......:...................................... 2 69 75 48.00 4a 00 .3750 .3750
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 4 117 173 48.00 48.00 .3323 .3417
Dubuque, Iow a.................................................. 2 32 35 48.00 48.00 .3414 .3500
Duluth, Minn..................................................... 2 40 40 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3800
Fall River, Mass................................................ 2 27 28 48.00 48.00 .3044 .3025
Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 2 23 21 54.00 5400 .2464 .2632
Indianapolis, Ind............................................... 4 98 90 48.00 48.00 .3500 .3608
Jacksonville, F la................................................ 6 84 76 48.00 48.00 .3181 .3129
Jersey City, N. J ................................................
Kansas City, Mo................................................

3 66 62 44.00 4400 .4100 .4375
2 36 32 48.00 48.00 .3861 .4000

Little Rock, Ark................................................ 2 20 20 48.00 48.00 .3125 .3125
Los Angeles, Cal................................................
Louisvule, K y....................................................

4 54 59 48.00 48.00 .4103 .4121
3 72 67 5400 48.00 .3034 .3496

Lynn, Mass........................................................
Manchester, N. H ..............................................
Memphis, Tenn..................................................

2 34 32 48.00 48.00 .3500 .3800
2 38 44 54.00 54.00 .2266 .2279
2 15 16 4& 00 48.00 .3833 .3859

Milwaukee, Wis.................................................
Minneapolis, Minn.............................................

3 103 106 48.00 48.00 .2985 .3165
4 116 120 48.00 4a 00 .3765 .4017

Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 3 20 23 5400 5400 .2615 .2778
Nashville, Tenn.................................................
Newark, N. J .....................................................

2 41 37 540 0 5400 .2500 .2849
3 85 82 48.00 4400 .3790 .4137

New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 45 39 4a 00 4a 00 .3340 .3670
New Orleans, L a...............................................
New York, N. Y. (a).........................................
Norfolk, Va........................................................
Oakland, Cal......................................................
Omaha, Nebr.....................................................

4 95 99 48.00 4a  oo .3125 .3750
7 200 220 44.14 44.10 .4591 .4695
3 21 17 51.43 4a  oo .3087 .3632
2 58 49 45.24 44.00 .4375 .5625
2 22 27 47.64 4400 .3955 .4184

Peoria, 111........................................................... 2 36 35 4a  00 4a  oo .3533 .3530
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 5 294 280 4a 00 48.00 .3750 .3750
Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa............................
Portland, Me.....................................................

2 38 44 4a  oo 48.00 .4250 .4255
2 44 46 5400 5400 .2475 .2550

Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 42 38 4a  oo 48.00 .3747 .3800
Providence, R. I ................................................ 3 82 93 46.39 45.12 .3336 .3423
Racine, W is....................................................... 2 20 • 12 4a  oo 48.00 .3125 .3504
Reading, P a....................................................... 2 18 23 5400 54.00 .2500 .2506
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 34 33 5400 54.00 .2574 .2640
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 2 45 55 4a  oo 48.00 .3292 .3279
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 76 94 44.00 4400 .4566 .5005
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 2 44 48 48.00 48.00 .3636 .3698
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 21 27 4a  oo 44.00 .4375 .5000
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 30 30 48.00 48.00 .3260 .3313
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 4 95 118 47.75 4400 .4375 .5667
Scranton, P a...................................................... 2 14 14 48.00 48.00 .3304 .3304
Seattle, Wash....................................................
Sioux Falls, S. Dak...........................................
Syracuse, N. Y ...................................................

4 28 42 48.00 44.00 .4420 .5000
2 19 22 58.53 58.36 .3151 .3235
2 21 21 4a 00 48.00 .3765 .3765

Tacoma, Wash................................................... 2 25 23 48.00 4a  00 .4400 .4416
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 6 62 58 53.03 52.76 .3102 .3121
Toledo, Ohio....................................................... 2 22 27 48.00 48.00 .3040 .3449
Topeka, Kans.................................................... 2 22 27 4a  00 48.00 .3295 .3407
Trenton, N. J ..................................................... 2 40 38 44.00 4400 .3781 .3783
Washington, D. C..............................................
Wheeling, W. V a...............................................
Wilkes-Barre, P a...............................................
Wilmington, Del................................................
Worcester, Mass................................................

3 67 82 48.00 4a  00 .4347 .4375
2 54 55 48.00 4a oo .4000 .4000
3 37 61 48.00 48.00 .3039 .3072
3 64 74 4a  00 48.00 .3531 .3530
2 68 69 4a  oo 48.00 .3100 .3263

a Greater New York.
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Table IV .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN  
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

BU ILDING TRADES—Continued.
P U S X E B E B S , M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
p erl

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 2 9 9 48.00 48.00 10.5000 $0.5000
Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 2 31 25 54.00 5 4 0 0 .4000 .4400
Augusta, Ga...................................................... 2 10 11 56.50 56.73 .3228 .3727
Baltimore, Md................................................... 3 91 99 48.00 48.00 .6030 .6250
Birmingham, Ala.............................................. 4 14 16 48.00 4a  00 .4786 .5273
BostonT Mass..................................................... 2 94 89 44.00 4 4 0 0 .5019 .5499
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 3 20 21 48.00 4a  oo .5000 .5000
Butte, Mont....................................................... 3 11 28 44.73 4 4 2 9 .8750 .8750
Charleston, S. C................................................. 3 12 16 5 4 0 0 53.75 .3685 .3860
Chicago, 111......................................................... 3 124 155 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 .5847 .6876
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 57 73 4 4 5 1 4 4 5 1 .6250 .6255
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 33 43 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 .5625 .5628
Dallas, Tex........................................................ 2 13 13 48.00 4a  00 .6250 .7500

.6655Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 20 23 44.00 4 4 0 0 .6250
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 22 22 48.00 4 a  00 .5000 .5620
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 41 37 46.54 45.62 .5092 .5550
Dubuque, Iow a.................................................. 2 15 16 48.00 4a  00 .5000 .5005
Fall River, Mass................................................ 2 6 4 48.00 48.00 .4500 .5000
Grand Rapids, Mfah.......................................... 2 8 12 48.00 4a oo .5000 .5000
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 2 30 27 46.27 46.33 .5000 .5241
Jacksonville, F la............................................... 3 22 19 4a  00 4a oo .5000 .5000

2 21 35 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 .5670 .5938
2. 20 30 45.00 4 4 0 0 .6250 .6875

Little Rock, Ark............................................... 2 14 20 4a  00 4a  oo .6036 .6250
Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 16 37 4a  oo 48.00 .6250 .6537
Louisville, K y.................................................... 2 18 19 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 .6000 .6250
Lynn, Mass........................................................ 2 10 8 4a  oo 4a  oo .5000 .5500
Manchester, N. H .............................................. 2 8 8 51.75 48.00 .3698 .3889
Memphis, Term.................................................. 2 18 17 45.78 45.88 .6250 .6250
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 2 21 24 4a  00 4a  00 .4500 .5000
Minneapolis, M inn............................................. 6 61 61 49.57 49.38 .5441 .5500
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 3 26 26 5 4 0 0 5 4 0 0 .4216 .4500
Nashville, Tenn................................................. 2 21 23 56.86 57.13 .3000 .3283
New Orleans, La................................................ 2 18 17 48.00 4a 00 .4500 .4735
New York, N. Y. ( « ) ......................................... 4 293 332 4 4  00 4 4  00 .6875 .6875
Norfolk, Va........................................................ 3 16 30 48.00 48.00 .5625 .6250
Omaha, N ebr.................................................... 2 12 11 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 .5500 .6250
Peoria, 111........................................................... 2 32 30 4a  00 4a  00 .5625 .5625
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 3 150 83 4 4 0 0 4 4  00 .5625 .5625
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 2 46 49 4a  00 48.00 .5560 .5625
Portland, Me...................................................... 2 25 23 48.00 4a 00 .4375 .4375
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 13 20 4a oo 4 a  oo .6250 .6875
Providence, R. I ! .............................................. 2 14 6 4 4 2 9 4 4  67 .5149 .5000
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 36 37 5 4  00 5 4  00 .2921 .3093
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 46 34 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 .7500 .7500
St. Paul, M inn................................................... 2 14 15 48.00 4a  00 .5518 .5525
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 11 15 48.00 4a  oo .6250 .6250
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 11 13 48.00 4a  oo .6250 .7500
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 26 40 44.00 4 4  00 .7500 .8750
Scranton, P a..................................................... 3 25 34 4a  00 4a  oo .4240 .4353
Seattle, Wash.................................................... 2 35 37 44.00 4 4 0 0 .6875 .7382
Sioux Fails, S. Dak........................................... 2 12 13 56.00 56.31 .3917 .4269
Syracuse, N. Y .................................................. 2 8 7 48.00 4a  oo .5000 .5500
Tacoma, Wash.................................................. 2 15 19 4a  00 48.00 .6250 .6875
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 3 22 21 50.18 50.00 .4818 .5333
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 30 29 48.00 48.00 .5000 .5000
Topeka, Kans.................................................... 2 9 10 4a 00 4a oo .5000 .5313
Trenton, N. J .................................................... 3 20 21 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 .5000 .5810
Washington, D. C............................................. 3 78 77 4a  oo 48.00 .5625 .6250
Wheeling, W. V a............................................... 2 12 14 47.42 47.36 .4429 .5068
Wilkes-Barre, P a............................................... 2 26 35 4a  oo 48.00 .4255 .4484
Wilmington. Dei................................................ 2 23 30 4a  oo 48.00 .4500 .5000
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 19 21 4a  oo 48.00 .5000 .5167

® Greater New York.
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PLU M B ER S, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
p erl

b wages 
tour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Albany, N. Y ........................ ............................ 2 15 15 44.00 44.00 $0.4375
.3924

$0.5000
.4188Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 3 19 14 53.11 53.00

Baltimore, Md................................................... 3 70 50 “48.00 48.00 .4103 .4094
Birmingham, Ala.............................................. 2 24 22 48.00 48.00 .5625 .5625
BostonT Mass..................................................... 5 31 37 48.00 48.00 .4563 .4761
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 10 11 48.00 48.00 .4375 .4375
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 11 19 44.00 44.00 .8125 .8750
Charleston, S. C........................................................ 3 12 id 54.00 54.00 .3333 .3861

.5625

.5000

.5625

.6051

.4258

.6250

.4827

.4464

.5000

.5563

Chicago, 111................................................................. 4 141 173 44.00 44.00 .5625
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 5 40 38 48.00 48.00 .5000
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 3 54 51 48.00 48.00 .5000

.5417Dallas, Tex....................................................... 3 21 22 48.00 48.00
48.00Davenport, Iowa............................................... 3 16 16 48.00 .4258

Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 16 16 44.00 44.00 .5450
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 ' 16 18 48.00 48.00 .4375
Detroit, “Mirth..................................................... 4 29 21 48.00 48.00 .4537
Dubuque, Iowa.................................................. 2 10 10 48.00 48.00 .4375

.5553Dulutfi, M in n ............................................................. 3 19 24 46.00 45.00
Fall River, Mass................................................ 2 13 14 54.00 54.00 .3611 .3611
Grand Rapids, M ihh................................................ 2 20 10 48.00 48.00 .4300 .4290

.4750Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 3 17 17 47.00 47.00 .4750
Jacksonville, Fla............................................... 2 9 10 4a 00 

44.00
4a oo

48.00 .5000 .5000
.5000
.5625
.5256
.6250
.4375
.4599

Jersey City, N. J ................................................ 4 15 18 44.00 .4833
Kansas City, M o.............................................. 3 24 25 48.00 .5625
Little Rock,Ark.............. ................................ 2 13 H 4a  oo 48.00 .5048

.5625

.4375

.4375

.3131

Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 22 21 48.00 46.67
Louisvme, K y.................................................... 3 17 18 48.00 48.00
Lynn, Mass........................................................ 4 14 14 48.00 48.00
Manchester, N. H ....................................... . . . . 2 10 9 48.00 48.00 .3313
Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 18 19 48.00 48.00 .4549 .4539

.4901

.4653

.5000

Milwaukee, Wis................................................. 4 42 44 45. 33 44.36
48.00

.4896
Minneapolis, M in n ............................................. 3 28 27 4a  00 .4665
Mobile, Ala........................................................ 2 15 12 4a  OO 4a 00 .5000
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 2 17 15 48.00 4a  00 .5000

.4045
.5000
.4605
.5000

Nashville, Tenn................................................. 3 15 20 50.07 47.60
Newark, N. J ..................................................... 2 17 13 48.00 48.00 .5000

.3828New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 g 7 48.00 48.00 .4375
New Orleans, La............................................... 6 58 62 48.00 4a 00 .5000 .5000
New York, N. Y .(«).......................................... 12 312 399 44.04 44.03 .5931

.4546
.5936

Norfolk, V a........................................................ 3 22 46 48.00 4a 00 .6114
Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 14 14 48.00 48.00 .5000 .5625
Peoria, 111........................................................... 2 10 10 48.00 48.00 .4813 .4813
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 6 84 77 47.71 47.74 .4375

.5000
.4375
.5000Pittsburg and Allegheny*, P a............................ 4 18 20 48.00 4a 00*

Portland, Me..................................................... 2 7 5 54.00 50,40 .3016 .3208
.6250
.4412

Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 10 16 48.00 48.00 .5625
.4398
.4375
.2964

Providence, R. I ................................................ 3 34 32 44.00 4400
Racine, W is....................................................... 2 7 8

23
44.00 4400

54.00
.5000
.3012Reading, P a....................................................... 2 20 54.00

Richmond, V a................................................... 4 15 21 4a  00 48.00 .3604 .3988
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 2 23 28 4a  oo 48.00 .3805

.6250
.4041
.6250St. Louis. Mo..................................................... 3 27 30 44 00 4400

St. Paul, M in n ........................................................... 2 12 13 4a oo 48.00 .5208
.5753
.4306

.5529

.5487

.5104
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 10 12 44.00 44.00
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 9 9 48.00 48.00
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 5 64 141 47.52 44 00 .6316 .8005

.4037Scranton, P a...................................................... 2 12 12 48.00 4a 00 .4037
Seattle, Wash............................._...................... 3 23 33 44.00 44.00 .6250 .6875

.3327Sioux Falls, S. Dak........................................... 2 11 13 50.73 59.62 .3377
Springfield, 111........................................................ 2 7 7 4a  00 4a  00 .4688 .5000
Syracuse, N . Y ....................................................... 2 17 13 48.00 4a oo .4375 .4375
Tacoma, Wash................................................... 2 10 15 44.00 44.00 .5625 .6250
Tampa, F la........................................................ 3 13 15 4a  00 48.00 .5625 .5625
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 12 12 54.00 5400 .4000 .4000
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 3 22 17 44.00 4400 .4688 .4890

.3644Topeka, Kans.................................................... 2 13 10 5L69 52.2Q 
44 00

.3727
Trenton, N. J ..................................................... 2 15 15 44.00 .4097 .4324
Troy, N . Y .............................................................. 2 9 11 4a  00 48.00 .3750 .3750
Washington, D. C.............................................. 2 38 27 4a  oo 4a 00 .5000 .5000
Wheeling, w . V a................................................ 2 24 26 48.00 4a oo 

4a oo
.4688 .4688

Wilkes-Barre, P a............................................... 3 12 17 48.00 .3308 .3383
Wilmington, Del................................................ 3 20 18 4a  oo 48.00 .3714 .3791
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 17 17 4a  oo 48.00 .4688 .4688

o Greater New York.
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T a b l e  IV.—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN 
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

CLOTHING, FACTORY PRODUCT.

CUTTERS^ HAND, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 83 94 53.57 53.62 10.3026 $0.2974
Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 22 27 52.50 49.67 .3025 .3461
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 3 33 42 51.00 51.00 .3910 .3913
Chicago, III................................................................. 2 76 100 48.00 48.00 .4509 .4460
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 33 40 48.00 48.00 .3864 .3885
Minneapolis, M in n .................................................... 2 11 14 57.09 57.00 .3162 .3059
New York, N. Y .(«).......................................... 4 169 179 50.34 50.41 .3998 .4012
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 2 117 106 5400 54.00 .3454 .3541
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 2 109 113 54.00 54.00 .3250 .3220

CUTTERS) MACHINE:, M ale.

Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 48 34 53.92 53.88 $0.3579 $0.3738
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 3 3 4 51.00 51.00 .3987 .4069
Chicago, 111........................................................ 3 159 159 48.00 48.00 .4344 .4403
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 2 3 48.00 48.00 .4167 . .4167
New York, N. Y .(»).......................................... 3 8 9 48.00 48.00 .4922 .4861

F IN ISH E R S, F em ale.

Baltimore, Md................................................... 3 218 271 57.74 58.02 $0.1002 $0.1100
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 20 27 54.00 54.00 .1134 .1119
Chicago, 111..................................................... + 2 106 121 54.00 54.00 .1546 .1592
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 115 126 54.00 54.00 - .1026 .1148
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 2 10 12 57.30 57.17 .1149 .1215
New York, N. Y.(<*).......................................... 4 133 148 56.92 56.70 .0977 .1028
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 76 52 54.00 54.00 .1526 .1544

SEWING-MACHINE OPERATORS, M ale.

Baltimore, Md................................................... 3 138 122 58.76 58.87 $0.2339 $0.2564
Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 36 50 50.58 49.14 .2648 .2784
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 5 15 54.00 54.00 .2519 .2917
Chicago, 111........................................................ 3 47 44 54.00 54.02 .2897 .3150
New York, N. Y .(« )......................................... 5 279 289 56.48 56.85 .2012 .2082
Philadelphia, Pa................................................ 2 214 228 54.00 54.00 .2047 .2141
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 26 27 54.00 54.00 .2269 .2289

SE! WING-MACHINE! OPERATORS, F em a le

Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 75 95 59.25 58.99 $0.1136 $0.1235
Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 58 69 55.10 52.57 .1716 .1871
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 3 33 28 53.55 53.14 .1019 .1228
Chicago, 111........................................................ 4 138 150 54.14 54.15 .1923 .2088
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 44 62 54.00 54.00 .1482 .1548
Minneapolis, Mirm............................................. 2 200 239 57.00 56.97 .1470 .1497
New York, N. Y.(<*).......................................... 2 50 54 53.38 53.13 .1210 .1248
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 2 235 406 54.00 54.00 .1193 .1198
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 103 103 54.00 54.00 .1604 .1487

a Greater New York.
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T a b l e  IV.—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN 
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

FOU N DR Y A N D  M ACHINE SHOP.
BLACKSMITHS, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Atlanta, Ga........................................................ 3 3 3 59.67 59.67 $0.3184 $0.3436
Baltimore, Md...................................................
Boston, Mass.....................................................

3 18 15 54.00 54.00 .2690 .2722
5 9 10 55.11 55.00 .2821 .2724

Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 6 6 58.00 58.00 .2745 .2795
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 3 5 54.00 48.00 .5000 .5625
Charleston, S. C....... *........................................
Chicago, 111........................................................

2 4 4 54.00 54.00 .3333 .3264
5 26 27 54.00 54.00 .3422 .3547

Cincinnati, Ohio...............................................•. 4 5 5 54.80 54.80 .2895 .3093
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 3 25 38 55.24 55.18 .3116 .3252
Dallas, T ex........................................................ 2 4 5 54.00 54.00 .3194 .3333
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 11 16 56.09 55.44 .3286 .3263
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 5 5 54.00 54.00 .3667 .3722
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 14 16 59.29 59.25 .2382 .2469
Dubuque, Iow a.................................................. 3 3 3 59.67 59.67 .2528 .2611
Duluth, Minn..................................................... 2 13 15 55.92 56.33 .3491 .3574
Evansville, Ind.................................................. 4 26 29 59.77 59.79 .2837 .2940
Fort Wayne, Ind...............................................
Grand Rapids, Mich..........................................
Indianapolis, Ind..............................................
Jersey City, N. J ................................................

3 21 23 59.76 59.52 .2612 .2661
2 5 8 59.00 59.00 .2635 .2460
3 18 18 51.83 51.83 .2614 .2608
2 9 9 53.00 53.00 .4025 .4270

Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 7 10 56.57 58.50 .3714 .3448
Louisville, K y.................................................... 4 9 9 59.67 59.67 .2667 .2750
Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 3 6 5 56.00 56.40 .3322 .3715
Milwaukee, Wis................................................. 5 34 44 55.15 55.09 .3109 .3041
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 2 11 13 55.00 55.00 .2804 .2869
Mobile, Ala........................................................
Nashville, Tenn.................................................

2 6 6 54.00 54.00 .3704 .3889
2 2 2 54.00 54.00 .3195 .3472

New Orleans, La...............................................
New York, N. Y .(«)..........................................
Norfolk, Va........................................................

4 13 12 54.00 54.00 .3575 .3595
8 * 29 30 53.72 53.73 .3942 .4097
2 3 3 54.00 54.00 .3148 .3241

Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 3 4 60.00 57.00 .3067 .3238
Philadelphia, Pa................................................ 6 16 22 56.19 56.23 .3235 .3000
Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa............................
Portland, Me......................................................

5 63 67 57.81 60.81 .2768 .2898
2 24 25 59.00 59.00 .2499 .2531

Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 4 4 54.00 54.00 .3958 .4190
Providence, R. I ................................................ 6 18 20 57.28 57.60 .2923 .2957
Richmond, V a.................................................... 3 12 15 58.25 57.73 .2611 .2670
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 2 2 2 54.00 54.00 .3195 .3195
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 4 10 11 54.00 54.00 .3273 * .3444
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 4 11 14 59.09 59.14 .2784 .2796
Salt Lake City, U tah......................................... 2 4 10 54.00 53.20 .3820 .3250
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 4 16 21 54.00 54.00 .4035 .4423
Scranton, P a...................................................... 2 9 11 55.00 55.00 .2717 .2623
Seattle, W ash....................................................
Terre Haute, Ind...............................................

2 9 9 54.00 54.00 .3623 .3672
2 5 5 54.00 54.00 .2795 .3000

Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 6 6 59.00 58.16 .2968 .3075
Troy, N. Y ......................................................... 3 3 3 59.33 59.33 .2768 .2768
Washington, D. C..............................................
Wilkes-Barre, P a...............................................

2 6 6 51.33 51.33 .3033 .3221
2 16 20 60.00 54.00 .2878 .3192

Williamsport, P a...............................................
Wilmington, Del................................................

2 4 5 56.00 59.80 .2631 .2585
2 6 7 54.00 54.00 .2517 .2639

Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 4 5 57.50 57.60 .3300 .3120

B O IL E R  M A K ERS, M ale.

Baltimore, Md.........
Boston, Mass..........
Bridgeport, Conn...
Charleston, S. C___
Chicago, 111..............
Denver, Colo...........
Duluth, Minn..........
Fort Wayne, I n d ...  
Grand Rapids, Mich 
Indianapolis, Ind. . .
Jersey City, N. J ___
Los Angeles, Cal___
Louisville, K y.........
Mobile, Ala..............
New Orleans, L a__

2 25 24 54.00 54.00 $0.2783 $0.2909
2 32 47 54.00 54.00 .3019 .3002
2 19 22 59.00 59.00 .2676 .2635
2 6 6 54.00 54.00 .3069 .3333
3 37 44 54.00 54.0Q .3588 .3649
2 10 18 55.80 57.00 .3055 .3203
2 25 31 54.00 54.00 .3956 .4036
2 21 27 55.38 55.33 .2560 .2541
2 11 9 59.00 59.00 .2542 .2542
2 33 30 50.12 50.13 .2676 .2775
2 38 31 53.00 53.00 .3244 .3441
2 7 8 54.00 54.00 .3571 .3688
3 37 43 59.97 59.98 .2493 .2591
2 18 12 54.00 54.00 .3596 .3843
2 14 13 54.00 54.00 .3929 .3932

« Greater New York.
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T a b l e  IV .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN 
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

F O U N D R Y  A N D  M A C H IN E  S H O P —Continued.

B O IL E R  M AKERS, M ale—Concluded.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag*
perl

b wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

New York, N. Y .(o)......................;................... 5 67 67 53.31 53.36 $0.3423 $0.3463
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 3 51 24 56.20 56.17 .2580 .2654
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 3 88 96 57.82 57.75 .3244 .3339
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 3 6 57.67 5o.83 .2311 .2445
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 2 2 54.00 54.00 .3195 .3333
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 3 73 67 54.00 54.00 .3887 .4331
Scranton, P a...................................................... 2 37 40 55.00 55.00 .2689 .2695

BRASS F IN ISH E R S, M ale.

Chicago, 111......................................................... 2 74 91 54.00 54.00 $0.2993 $0.3012
Milwaukee, W is.................................................. 3 83 86 58.00 58.01 .2317 .2346
New York, N. Y .(« ).......................................... 4 137 175 5a 43 53.55 .2727 .2751
Philadelphia, P a...............1............................... 2 29 30 55.97 55.83 .2808 .2960
Providence, R. I ................................................ 2 40 45 55.00 55.00 .2343 .2355

LABORERS, M ale.

Atlanta, Ga............................
Baltimore, Md.......................
Birmingham, Ala..................
Boston, Mass.........................
Buffalo, N. Y .........................
Butte, Mont..........................
Chicago, 111............................
Cincinnati, Ohio....................
Cleveland, Ohio.....................
Denver, Colo..........................
Des Moines, Iowa..................
Detroit, Mich.........................
Dubuque, Iowa.....................
Duluth, Minn........................
Evansville, Ind.....................
Fall River, Mass....................
Fort Wayne, Ind..................
Grand Rapids, Mich.............
Hoboken, N. J .......................
Indianapolis, Ind..................
Jacksonville, Fla....................
Kansas City, Mo...................
Little Rock, Ark...................
Los Angeles, Cal....................
Louisville, K y .......................
Memphis, Tenn.....................
Milwaukee, Wis.....................
Minneapolis, M in n ...................
Mobile, Ala............................
Montgomery, Ala..................
Nashville, Tenn.....................
Newark, N. J .........................
New Orleans, L a...................
New York, N. Y .(« ).............
Norfolk, Va........................
Omaha, Nebr.........................
Philadelphia, P a...................
Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa.
Portland, Me.........................
Portland, Oreg......................
Providence, R. I ....................
Richmond, V a.......... :...........
Rochester, N. Y ....................
St. Louis, Mo.........................
St. Paul, M in n ..........................
Salt Lake City, U tah............
San Antonio, Tex..................
San Francisco, Cal................
Scranton, Pa.........................
Seattle, W ash........................

3 94 80 59.81 59.78 $0.1135 $0.1384
3 332 327 54.00 54.00 .1566 .1569
2 44 60 59.75 59.80 .1134 .1331
7 102 121 54.53 54.55 .1738 .1798
2 80 78 60.00 60.00 .1490 .1510
2 12 11 54.00 48.00 .3333 .3750
5 945 1,147 54.15 54.19 .1793 .1947
3 61 71 56.39 55.48 .1552 .1622
4 289 237 54.68 55.33 .1692 .1705
2 58 60 55.95 56.50 .1817 .1886
2 16 22 54.00 54.00 .2111 .2136
3 200 439 59.49 59.28 .1541 .1588
2 34 35 59.74 59.77 .1777 .1805
2 74 89 55.96 56.19 .2092 .2140
4 28 28 58.64 58.43 .1591 .1614
2 62 75 58.29 58.27 .1296 .1302
3 485 552 59.98 59.79 .1544 .1641
4 76 80 57.68 57.50 .1721 .1737
2 29 40 56.07 55.80 .1833 .1842
3 302 316 54.56 54.81 .1560 .1560
2 19 20 60.00 60.00 .1193 .1350
2 11 9 60.00 60.00 .1750 .1750
2 39 41 60.00 60.00 .1564 .1567
2 24 44 59.00 58.55 .2031 .2136
3 66 73 59.70 59.70 .1392 .1425
3 114 144 57.04 56.43 .1530 .1532
6 666 601 55.48 55.63 .1622 .1634
2 244 360 55.00 55.00 .1761 .1859
2 52 48 54.00 54.00 .1482 .1615
3 42 49 60.00 60.00 .1121 .1192
2 22 16 59.18 58.88 .1205 .1313
2 129 136 54.00 54.00 .1831 .1802
4 151 150 54.00 54.00 .1729 .1828
8 108 116 54.04 54.03 .1915 .1946
2 9 9 54.00 54.00 .1533 .1523
2 92 167 60.00 59.96 .1655 .1779
7 502 489 56.74 56.86 .1518 .1495
5 403 570 57.78 57.55 .1578 .1623
2 11 15 59.00 59.00 .1582 .1638
2 28 57 54.00 54.00 .2351 .2432
6 440 510 58.57 58.88 .1595 .1678
3 107 110 58.66 58.43 .1170 .1243
5 128 133 54.52 54.46 .1872 .1884
2 132 132 54.00 54.00 .1957 .1929
3 101 102 i 59.11 59.21 .1774 .1878
2 22 50 54.00 53.34 .2285 .2550
2 21 27 54.00 54.00 .1517 .1511
4 99 88 54 00 54.00 .2295 .2588
2 184 177 57.20 57.37 .1407 .1469
2 69 83 54.00 54.00 .2309 .2359

a Greater New York.
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T a b l e  I V . — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN  
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY CITIES—Continued.

FOU N DR Y A N D  M ACHINE SHOP—Continued.
L A B O R E R S , M a le —Concluded.

Locality.

Num
ber ol 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Syracuse, N. Y ................................................... 2 60 84 59.42 59.37 $0.1513 $0.1677
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 29 29 58.55 54.00 .1517 .1561
Toledo, Ohio..................................................... 2 18 19 60.00 60.00 .1661 .1768
Troy, N. Y.......................................................... 5 58 57 58.05 57.68 .1739 .1854
Washington, D. C.............................................. 3 42 45 51.33 51.71 .1710 .1758
Wilkes-Barre, P a............................................... 2 180 124 60.00 54.00 .1428 .1597
Williamsport, P a............................................... 2 77 84 55.78 59.82 .1515 ,1591
Wilmington, Del................................................ 2 145 197 54.00 54.00 .1352 .1391
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 102 144 58.27 58.33 .1539 .1544

MACHINISTS, M ale.

Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 3 29 34 59.66 59.62 10.2972
.2798
.2970

10.3020
.2878
.3064
.2987
.2777

Baltimore, Md................................................... 4 79 75 53.52 53.12
Birmingham, Ala.............................................. 2 28 32 59.86 59.88
BostonT Mass..................................................... 5 64 72 54.00 54.00 .2880

.2739Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 40 43 56.40 55.81
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 16 18 54.00 48.00 .5000 .5625
Charleston, S. C................................................. 2 12 15 54.00 54.00 .3062 .3034

.3300Chicago, 111........................................................ 4 170 220 54.00 54.00 .3274
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 5 236 267 55.41 55.40 .2459 .2553
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 4 277 264 54.52 54.78 .2529 .2614

.3304Dallas, T ex........................................................ 2 17 19 54.00 54.00 .3284
Denver, Colo__ :............................................... 2 48 67 56.06 56.28 .3197 .3175

.3138

.2763

.2533

.3387

Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 26 29 54.00 54.00 .3098
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 25 80 59.12 59.13 .2698
Dubuque, Iow a.................................................. 3 19 23 59.37 59.30 .2373
Duluth, Minn..................................................... 2 39 39 57.46 57.46 .3265
Evansville, Ind.................................................. 4 34 37 57.94 57.95 . .2426 .2578
Fort Wayne, Ind............................................... 3 45 45 55.29 55.33 .2679 .2827
Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 3 30 35 59.00 59.00 .2518 ..2522
Hoboken, N. J ................................................... 2 91 1.50 53.12 53.07 .3193 .3234
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 3 241 242 52.28 52.56 .2924 .2955

.3150Jacksonville, Fla............................................... 2 11 15 60.00 60.00 .3000
Jersey City, N. J ................................................ 2 36 34 53.00 53.00 .3310 .3511
Little Rock, Ark............................................... 2 16 16 60.00

56.08
60.00
57.16

.3458 .3458
Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 49 68 .3388 .3382
Louisville, K y.................................................... 3 28 37 59.61 59.57 .2496 .2611
Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 32 24 53.91 53.92 .3203 .3139
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 6 631 760 55.37 55.13 .2831 .2885

.2918Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 2 58 85 55.00 55.00 .2843
Mobile, A la........................................................ 2 35 34 54.00 54.00 .3246 .3423
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 2 9 11 60.00

54.00
60.00
54.00

.2972 .3023
.3336Nashville, Tenn................................................. 2 13 13 .3083

Newark, N. J ..................................................... 2 63 57 54.00 54.00 .3028 .3164
New Orleans, L a............................................... 4 96 76 54.00 54.00 .3452 .3479

.3208New York, N. Y. (« ).......................................... 10 407 36*0 56.50 54.04 .3113
Norfolk, Va........................................................ 2 19 19 54.00 54.00 .2807 .2807

.3469

.2834
Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 11 13 60.00 54.00 .3323
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 6 375 483 55.87 55.91 .2773
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 5 429 415 58.59 58.25 .2879 .3160
Portland, Me..................................................... 2 51 55 59.00 59.00 .2509 .2676

.3902Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 35 44 54.00 54.00 .3794
Providence, R. I ................................................ 5 499 665 58.65 58.63 .2578 .2563

.2647Richmond, V a................................................... 3 40 47 57.25 56.68 .2598
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 3 198 262 54.00 54.00 .2794 .2864
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 5 203 239 54.00 54.00 .3065 .3032
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 3 38 41 59.00 59.05

53.39
54.00

.2790 .2898
Salt Lake City, Utah........................................ 2 29 18 54.00 .3879 .4080
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 13 14 54.00 .3261 .3424
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 4 160

119
163 54.00 54.00 .3656 .3955

Scranton, P a...................................................... 2 100 55.00 55.00 .2674 .2731
Seattle, Wash.................................................... 2 37 83 54.00 54.00 .3472 .3642
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 14 15 54.00 54.00 .2830 .2915
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 27 25 57.56 56.60 .2802 .3023
Trenton, N. J ..................................................... 2 93 58 54.00 54.00 .2993 .2935
Troy, N. Y ......................................................... 2 30 33 59.47 59.42 .2662 .2682
Washington, D. C............................................. 4 30 36 48.87 49.61 .3393 .3345
Wilkes-Barre, P a............................................... 2 77 89 60.00 54.00 .2823 .3121
Williamsport, P a............................................... 2 49 50 58.84 59.04 .2445 .2507
Wilmington, Del................................................ 2 64 93 -54.00 54.00 .2559 .2848
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 205 236 57.21 57.20 .2553 .2656

a Greater New York.
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MOLDERS, IRON, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
perl

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 3 18 29 59.67 59.79 10.3003 30.2959
Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 60 54 54.00 54.00 .3161 .3162
Birmingham, AlaT............................................. 2 15 18 59.47 59.56 .3083 .3103
Boston, Mass..................................................... 4 123 127 54.00 54.00 .3068 .3241
Buffalo, N. Y . . . ; ..............................................
Butte, Mont.......................................................

2 20 28 60.00 60.00 .3068 .2936
2 14 15 53.79 48.00 .5000 .5625

Charleston, S. C.................................................
Chicago, 111........................................................

2 10 11 54.00 54.00 .2746 .2828
4 148 222 54.00 54.00 .3246 .3373

Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 22 24 60.00 57.00 .3145 .3353
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 78 104 54.14 58.85 .2402 .2629
Dallas, Tex........................................................ 2 19 17 54.00 54.00 .3222 .3562
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 47 56 53.38 54.00 .3912 .4187
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 63 79 59.63 59.58 .3045 .3036
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 31 28 54.00 54.00 .3456 .3446
Dubuque, Iow a................................................. 2 16 17 59.63 59.53 .2448 .2683
Evansville, Ind.................................................. 5 22 26 57.91 58.23 .2683 .2707
Fall River, Mass................................................ 2 60 76 57.37 58.66 .2580 .2614
Fort Wayne, Ind...............................................
Grand Rapids, Mich..........................................
Hoboken, N. J ..................................................

2 109 119 60.00 60.00 .2508 .2623
3 33 46 54.00 54.00 .3098 .3096
2 36 32 54.00 54.00 .3366 .3427

Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 3 83 81 53.57 53.65 .2841 .2909
Jacksonville, F l a . .......................................... 2 9 9 60.00 60.00 .2639 .2778
Los Angeles, Cal............................. ...................
Louisville, K y....................................................

2
2

27
18

45
25

57.11
59.83

57.67
59.76

.3571

.2733
.3537
.2820

Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 29 32 53.90 53.91 .3276 .3333
Milwaukee, Wis................................................. 3 305 149 55.52 56.71 .3241 .3321
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 2 24 36 54.00 54.00 .3128 .3372
Mobile, Ala........................................................ 2 8 7 54.00 54.00 .2951 .3254
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 2 10 13 60.00 60.00 .3000 .2942
Newark, N. J ..................................................... 3 117 146 54.00 54.00 .3348 .3302
New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 50 68 56.52 57.09 .2828 .2779
New Orleans, La...............................................
New York, N. Y .(«)..........................................

3 39 29 54.00 54.00 .3333 .3333
4 118 125 54.00 54.00 .3349 .3481

Norfolk, Va........................................................ 2 11 10 54.00 54.00 .2803 .2834
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 7 241 236 55.48 56.27 .3341 .3399
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 4 165 189 55.64 55.59 .3302 .3442
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 13 28 54.00 54.00 .3910 .4058
Providence, R. I ................................................ 3 157 151 58.75 59.34 .3283 .3380
Richmond, Va................................................... 2 29 40 58.72 57.58 .2474 .2527
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 4 89 115 54.00 54.00 .3180 .3284
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 102 116 54.00 54.00 .3416 .3421
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 2 39 31 54.00 54.00 .3240 .3726
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 25 17 54.00 53.65 .3889 . .4114
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 5 7 54.00 54.00 .3166 .3294
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 3 44 93 54.00 54.00 .3838 .4441
Scranton, Pa...................................................... 2 72 56 58.06 58.13 .2864 .2947
Seattle, Wash.................................................... 2 27 52 54.00 54.00 .3986 .4227
Syracuse, N. Y ..................................................
Terre Haute, Ind...............................................

2 64 86 54.00 54.00 .3132 .3433
2 12 14 54.00 54.00 .2924 .3161

Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 17 14 60.00 60.00 .2750 .3000
Wilkes-Barre, Pa............................................... 2 42 54 60.00 54.00 .2889 .3190
Wilmington, Del................................................
Worcester, Macs................................................

2 58 75 54.00 54.00 .2761 .3229
2 48 68 60.00 60.00 .3064 .2940

a Greater New York.
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P A T T E R N  M AKERS, WOOD, M ale.

Locality

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averagi
p e r l

b wages 
Lour.

1905. 1906. _1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 3 8 9 59.63 59.67 $0.3019 $0.3073
.3193Baltimore, Md................................................... 3 26 20 53.69 53.60 .3204

Birmingham, Ala............................................... 2 9 9 59.67 59.67 .3083 .3111
BostonT Mass..................................................... 4 11 11 54.00 54.00 .3396 .3455
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 6 5 56.00 55.20 .3550 .3660
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 4 4 54.00 48.00 .5000 .5625
Charleston, S. C................................................. 2 4 3 54.00 54.00 .3125 .3333
Chicago, 111........................................................ 3 65 77 54.00 54.00 .3778 .4035
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 16 13 55.00 55.00 .3252 .3185
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 21 25 54.48 54.56 .3098 .3216
Dallas, Tex........................................................ 2 5 4 54.00 54.00 .3444 .3472
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 10 10 57.20 56.30 .3475 .3650
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 5 6 54.00 54.00 .3266 .3389
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 10 8 59.30 59.38 .2815 .2975
Dubuque, Iowa.................................................. 2 5 6 59.60 59.67 .2767 .2972
Dulutfi, M in n ............................................................. 2 5 6 57.00 57.33 .3344 .3446
Evansville, Ind.................................................. 2 2 2 57.00 57.00 .2500 .2875
Fall River, Mass................................................ 2 5 7 58.40 54.00 .2684 .2925
Fort Wayne, In d .............................................. 3 15 18 57.53 57.22 .2627 .2694
Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 2 6 6 58.17 58.17 .2628 .2628
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 3 19 19 54.95 55.47 .3226 .3200
Jersey City, N. J ................................................ 2 3 6 53.00 53.00 .3679 .4292
Little Rock, Ark................................................ 2 7 7 60.00 60.00 .3393 .3429
Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 18 15 56.50 58.00 .3591 .3617

.2978Louisville, K y.................................................... 2 7 9 59.57 59.67 .2921
Memphis, Tenn_ . ........ ..................................... 2 7 7 53.86 53.86 .3452 .3754
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 5 141 161 55.12 55.11 .3203 .3362
Minneapolis, M in n .................................................... 2 9 13 55.00 55.00 .3208 .3190
Mobile, Ala........................................................ 2 6 6 54.00 54.00 .3472 .3537
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 2 2 2 60.00 60.00 .3500 .3500
Nashville, Term................................................. 2 2 2 54.00 54.00 .2875 .3217
Newark N. J ..................................................... 3 11 13 54.00 54.00 .4041 .4124
New Orleans, La............................................... 4 18 14 54.00 54.00 .3395 .3333
New York, N. Y .(o)........................................... 6 64 71 54.02 54.01 .4051 .4100
Norfolk, Va........................................................ 2 2 3 54.00 54.00 .3195 .3334
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 7 63 62 56.32 56.35 .3116 .3216
Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa............................ 4 56 64 55.93 55.78 .3300 .3632
Portland, Me...................................................... 2 7 7 59.00 59.00 .2986 .3279
Portland, Oreg..............>.................................. 2 5 6 54.00 54.00 .4167 .4074
Providence, R. I ................................................ 4 42 43 57.64 57.40 .2965 .3258
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 7 11 57.29 56.91 .2995 .3164
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 4 10 10 54.00 54.00 .3329 .3416
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 19 12 54.00 54.00 .3569 .4046
St. Paul, M inn.:................................................ 2 10 6 59.00 59.17 .3184 .3410
Salt Lake City, Utah........................................ 2 8 8 54.00 53.50 .3785 .4229
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 4 4 54.00 54.00 .3472 .3545
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 4 23 28 54.00 54.00 .4215 .5288
Scranton, P a...................................................... 2 19 20 55.00 55.00 .3018 .3135
Seattle, W ash.................................................... 2 3 3 54.00 54.00 .4287 .4737
Syracuse, N. Y .................................................. 2 5 7 56.00 56.86 .2771 .3357
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 3 3 54.00 54.00 .2861 .3028
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 3 3 58.00 58.00 .3028 .3011
Wilkes-Barre, Pa............................................... 2 12 13 60.00 54.00 .2904 .3363
Wilmington, Del................................................ 2 5 8 54.00 54.00 .2912 .3293
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 11 10 57.45 57.60 .2841 .3070

« Greater New York.
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CABINETM AKERS, M ale,

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 76 56 52.42 48.64 $0.2793
.3488

$0.3101
.3543Boston, Mass..................................................... 6 144 147 50.38 49.16

Chicago, 111........................................................ 6 146 161 54.53 55.12 .2609 .2637
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 5 141 184 55.57 55.30 .2344 .2559
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 69 89 51.64 50.98 .2857 .3114
Dubuque, Iowa................................................. 2 17 21 60.00 60.00 .2231 .2081

.2197

.2124
Evansville, Ind.................................................. 4 36 36 60.00 60.00 .2067
Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 3 97 92 59.80 59.83 .2039
High Point, N. C............................................... 3 73 74 60.00 59.14 .1454 .1571
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 2 15 14 58.67 $3.71

56.94
.2516 .2537

Milwaukee, W is................................................. 3 52 80 60.00 .2197 .2192
New York, N. Y.(«)........................................... 6 100 105 58.01 56.50 .2510

.2592
.2603

Philadelphia, P a................................................ 3 108 203 56.42 52.49 .2805
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 58 63 56.48 56.67 .2440 .2411

MACHINE W OODW ORKERS, M ale.

Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 28 26 57.14 54.00 $0.2271
.3375

$0.2758
.3395Boston, Mass..................................................... 6 30 30 50.40 49.80

Chicago, 111........................................................ 6 102 106 54.53 55.08 .2516 .2609
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 5 54 55 56.22 56.18 .2349 .2499
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 70 » 70 55.29 55.39 .2081 .2068
Dubuque, Iowa................................................. 2 6 6 60.00 60.00 .1867 .2050
Evansville, Ind.................................................. 4 72 76 60.00 60.00 .1786 .1884
Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 3 89 90 59.80 59.79 .2066 .2066
High Point, N. C............................................... 3 130 125 60.00 59.08 .1513 .1566
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 3 78 74 58.28 58.30 .1909 .1935
Milwaukee, Wis................................................. 3 53 56 60.00 59.38 .1824 .1879
New York, N. Y .(« ).......................................... 5 78 76 57.55 57.12 .2523 .2545
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 3 59 74 57.64 56.28 .2558 .2654
St. Louis, Mo..................................... ............... 2 73 80 60.00 60.00 .1901 .1958

UPH O LSTER ERS, M ale.

Boston, Mass..................................................... 4 65 76 50.05 49.09 $0.3685 $0.3814
Chicago, 111......................................................... 4 141 165 54.00 54.00 .2739 .2792
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 22 14 54.00 54.00 .2568 .2586
New York, N. Y.(<*)......................................... 4 73 65 48.40 48.65 .4008 .4151
St. Louis, Mo................ ................................... 2 24 16 59.00 58.50 .2280 .2545

VARN1SHERS, M ale.

Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 31 46 57.94 57.39 $0.1753 $0.1768
Boston, Mass.................................................... 5 58 70 50.16 49.19 .2953 .3004
Chicago, 111........................................................ 7 214 236 54.50 54.86 .2195 .2205
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 5 74 83 57.00 57.11 .1898 .1919
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 4 92 98 55.91 56.22 .1879 .1925
Dubuque, Iowa.................................................. 2 8 7 60.00 60.00 .1959 .2119
Evansville, Ind.................................................. 4 34 34 60.00 60.00 .1820 .1860
Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 3 38 40 59.82 59.83 .1877 .1927
High Point, N. C............................................... 3 45 48 60.00 59.06 .1356 .1384
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 2 14 15 58.86 58.93 .2057 .2150
Milwaukee, Wis................................................. 3 93 100 60.00 59.05 .1643 .1698
New York, N. Y .(« )......................................... 5 124 123 58.48 58.26 .2118 .2158
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 3 77 80 58.38 57.36 .2080 .2273
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 29 41 60.00 60.00 .2061 .2191

« Greater New York.
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LIQUORS, M ALT.
B O TTLER S, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Boston, Mass............................. -..................... 2 37 36 56.11' 54.00 $0.2411 $0.2490
Chicago, 111........................................................ 3 102 126 54.00 54.00 .2222 .2222
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 18 19 60.00 48.00 .1750 .2396
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 10 10 48.00 48.00 .2614 .2719
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 3 1,625

30
1,877

34
48.00 48.00 .1862 .1857

New York, N. Y .(« ).......................................... 2 60.00 60.00 .1725 .1809
Philadelphia, Pa. ................................. . 2 21 22 60.00

54.00
60.00 .1714 .1633

Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 2 7 7 54.00 .2064 .2064
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 1,466 1,534 53.99 53.98 .1950 .1847

»

Boston, Mass..........
Buffalo, N. Y ..........
Chicago, 111..............
Cincinnati, Ohio___
Detroit, Mich..........
Milwaukee, Wis.......
Newark, N. J ..........
New York, N. Y.(«)
Philadelphia, P a__
Rochester, N. Y ___
St. Louis, Mo..........
San Francisco, Cal..

CELLAR MEN, M ale.

2 44 52 54.41 54.52 $0.3017 $0.3007
2 16 15 54.00 54.00 .3160 .3160
3 32 32 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3750
2 24 23 60.00 48.00 .2507 .3351
2 9 8 48.00 48.00 .3403 .3620
3 184 185 48.00 48.00 .3167 .3194
2 12 12 54.00 54.00 .3426 .3426
6 150 162 59.60 54.00 .3026 .3347
3 43 44 60.00 54.68 .2721 .3036
2 20 20 54.00 54.00 .2870 .2870
2 99 107 48.00 48.00 .3416 .3429
2 45 21 48.00 48.00 .4375 .4375

COOPERS, M ale.

Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 10 11 48.00 48.00 $0.4500
.2778

$0.4489 
.2945Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 5 5 54.00 54.00

Chicago, 111........................................................ 2 7 8 48.00 48.00 .3810 .3802
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 3 241 240 48.00 48.00 .3172 .3211
New York, N. Y .(o )......................................... 6 22 21 58.41 53.67 .3082 .3363
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 3 10 12 57.60 54.00 .2752 .2963
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 8 9 54.00 54.00 .2870

.4388
.2870
.4583San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 16 11 48.00 48.00

D R IV E R S, M ale.

Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 74 76 54.00 54.00 $0.3086 $0.3056
Buffalo, N. Y . . . . ................ .............................. 2 22 25 54.00 54.00 .2719 .2737
Chicago, 111........................................................ 3 27 27 48.00 48.00 .3834 .3834
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 33 34 60.00 48.00 .2387 .3232
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 15 16 60.00 55.88 .2952 .3229
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 18 18 60.00 60.00 .2584 .2704
Milwaukee, Wis................................................. 3 53 52 51.51 51.46 .3112 .3115
Newark, N. J ..................................................... 2 29 30 58.34 58.40 .2997 .2998
New York, N. Y .(a).......................................... 6 264 293 59.89 57.26 .2931 .3065
Philadelphia, Pa................................................ 3 65 71 61.43 60.38 .2708 .2849
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 13 14 54.00 54.00 .3120 .3135
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 39 44 62.31 62.32 .2750 .2704
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 26 24 60.00 60.00 .4098 .3902

a Greater New York.
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Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab- 

lish- 
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average
peri

swages
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 6 7 55.50 55.29 $0.3377 $0.3265
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 6 6 54.00 54.00 .3148 .3148
Chicago, IU........................................................ 3 12 12 48.00 48.00 .3785 .3785
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 3 3 60.00 48.00 .2667 .3403
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 4 4 48.00 48.00 .3333 .3542
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 2 65 66 48.00 48.00 .3173 .3163
Newark, N. J ..................................................... 2 8 8 54.00 54.00 .3472 .3495

.3333New York, N. Y.(®).......................................... 6 40 48 59.40 54.00 .3033
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 3 16 16 60.00 55.50 .2771 .3043
Rochester, N. Y .................1.............................. 2 6 6 54.00 54.00 .2963 .2886
St. Louis, M o..................................................... 2 36 39 48.00 48.00 .3400 .3405

K E T T L E  MEN. M ale.

Boston, Mass..........
Buffalo, N. Y ..........
Chicago, 111..............
Cincinnati, Ohio___
Detroit, Mich..........
Milwaukee, W is......
Newark, N. J ..........
New York, N .Y .(a)
Philadelphia, P a__
Rochester, N. Y ___
St. Louis, Mo..........
San Francisco, Cal..

2 6 7 54.00 54.00 $0.3271 $0.3122
2 5 5 54.00 54.00 .3167 .3167
3 8 9 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3750
2 4 5 60.00 48.00 .2792 .3583
2 2 2 48.00 48.00 .3438 .3646
3 60 58 48.00 48.00 .3163 .3190
2 6 6 54.00 54.00 .3357 .3457
6 28 40 59.14 54.00 .3107 .3407
3 13 13 60.00 55.38 .2834 .3134
2 7 7 54.00 54.00 .2897 .2897
2 20 19 48.00 48.00 .3505 .3514
2 16 9 48.00 48.00 .4375 .4375

MARBEE AND STONE W ORK.

M ARBLE CUTTERS, M ale.

Augusta, Ga...................................................... 2 4 4 51.00 51.00 $0.3464
.3550
.2430

$0.3464
.3951
.2916

Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 39 48 48.00 48.00
Charleston, S. C................................................. 2 6 5 53.50 53.60
Chicago, 111........................................................ 2 30 13 52.97 51.62 .2954 .3355
Cincinnati, Ohio............... ................................ 3 8 13 57.00 57.69 .2570 .2893
Dallas, Tex........................................................ 2 4 4 53.50 53.50 .2951 .2951
Davenport, Iow a............................................... 2 6 6 55.33 55.33 .3180

.3636
.3519
.4250Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 11 11 51.27 51.27

Jacksonville, Fla............................................... 2 17 17 49.76 50.47 .4516 .4297
Little Rock, Ark............................................... 2 5 4 60.00 60.00 .3050 .3063
Louisville, K y.................................................... 2 5 6 52.80 53.00 .3274 .3292
Manchester, N. H .............................................. 2 3 3 54.00 54.00 .2685 .2685
Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 15 15 57.67 53.67 .2761 .2946
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 2 8 9 58.88 59.00 .2675 .2655
New Orleans, La............................................... 3 13 20 53.23 53.15 .3294 .3423
New York, N. Y .(<*).......................................... 3 76 38 44.00 44.00 .6250 .6250
Philadelphia, Pa................................................ 3 13 12 52.77 52.17 .3488 .3464
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 2 7 12 50.57 48.00

48.00
48.00

.4643 .5313
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 9 7 48.00 .4722 .4643
Providence, R. I ................................................ 3 11 16 48.00 .4716 .4789
San Francisco, Cal............................................ 4 10 9 48.00 48.00

48.00
.4344 .4931

.4392Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 3 3 48.00 .4600

a Greater New York.
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T a b l e  I V , —AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN  
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, B Y  CITIES—Continued.

M ARBLE A N D  STONE W ORK—Concluded.
STONECUTTERS, G RANITE, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average
perl

b wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Atlanta, Ga......................................... : ............ 3 37 30 48.00 48.00 $0.4297
.3750

$0.4346
.3771Augusta, Ga...................................................... 2 11 12 48.00 48.00

Boston, Mass..................................................... 4 76 80 48.00 48.00 .4030 .4024
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 10

7
13 48.00 48.00 .3970 .4221

Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 7 48.00 48.00 .5486 .6061
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 15

16
16 44.00 44.00

46.25
57100

.5063 .5000
Jersey City, N. J ......................................*......... 2 16

4
47.25 .4129 .4149

Little Rock, Ark................................................ 2 4 57.00 .3750 .3938
Manchester, N. H .............................................. 2 19 16 48.00 48.00 .3507 .3711
Milwaukee, W is.................................................. 2 22 20 56.27 56.00 .2864 .2858
Newark, N. J ..................................................... 2 38 34 44.00 44.00 .4992 .4991
New York, N. Y. (a ).......................................... 2 24 24 45.50 45.33 .5313 .5417
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 5 51 55 44.63 44.58

48.00
.4712 .4733

Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 2 9 9 48.00 .4375 .4375
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 7 9 48.00 48.00 .5179 .5647
Providence, R. I ................................................ 2 13 13 48.00 48.00 .3700 .3700
Quincy. Mass..................................................... 2 48 31 48.00 48.00 .3770 .3798
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 33 22 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3778
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 3 63 118 48.00 44.14 .5625 .5625
Seattle, Wash.................................................... 2 6 6 44.00 44.00 .5625 .5625
Trenton, N. J ..................................................... 2 47 101 44.02 44.09 .4979 .4990
Washington, D. C.............................................. 2 11 12 48.00 48.00 .4000 .4500
Wilkes-Barre, P a ............................................... 2 9 9 48.00 48.00 .4500 .4500
Wilmington, Del................................................ 2 8 8 53.25 53.25 .2842 .2992
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 125 132 48.00 48.00 .3979 .3987

STONECUTTERS, SOFT STONE, M ale.

Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 35 47 48.00 48.00 $0.5000
.4500
.5000

$0.5532
.4500
.5000

Birmingham, Ala............................................... 3 13 12 44.62 44.67
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 37 46 48.00 48.00
Chicago, 111......................................................... 2 16 15 44.00 44.00 .5625 .5625
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 32 38 48.00 45.71 .5000 .5625
Davenport, Iow a............................................... 2 6 7 49.83 48.29 .4675

.5658
.4945
.5660Denver, Colo...................................................... 4 20 24 44.00 44.00

Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 34 23 44.59 45.04 .5000 .5000
Indianapolis, In d .............................................. 3 43 40 47.14 47.15 .4895 .4804
Little Rock, Ark................................................ 2 29 25 44.28 44.48 .5500 .5500
Louisville, K y .................................................... 2 24 26 48.00 48.00 .4500 .4788
Memphis, Tenn................................................. 2 9 10 44.00

46.45
44.00
48.00

.6000

.5000
.6000
.5000Milwaukee, Wis............. .................................... 2 31 28

Nashville, Tenn................................................. 2 28 22 48.00 48.00
44.28

.4536

.5475
.4545
.5474Newark, N. J ..................................................... 3 96 87 44.25

New York, N. Y. (<*).......................................... 3 79 79 44.00 44.00
44.00

.5775

.5000
.5554
.5000Philadelphia, P a................................................ 2 26 31 44.00

Richmond, V a................................................... 2 10 5 48.00 48.00 .4250 .4150
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 12 14 44.00 44.00 .5625 .5625
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 2 5 6 48.00 48.00 .5300 .5250
Washington, D. C.............................................. 2 15 11 48.00 48.00 .5000 .5000
Wheeling. W. V a............................................... 2 9 8 50.22 49.88 .4287 .4539
H

a Greater New York.
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PLANTING MILL.

CAR PEN TER S, M ale.

WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 151

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag 
per r

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Atlanta, Ga........................................................ 2 28 14 59.14 60.00 $0.2286 $0.2518
.2789Baltimore, Md................................................... 3 42 42 56.14 56.29 .2812

Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 23 21 50.83 48.00 .3596 .3986
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 4 65 73 60.00 60.00 .2382 .2442
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 40 51 54.35 54.39 .2782 .2913
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 23 17 59.00 59.00 .2493 .2606
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 78 70 50.67 50.74 .3456 .3496
Indianapolis, Ind.......... ................................... 2 13 15 55.00 55.60 .2442 .2617
Jacksonville, F la............................................... 2 4 4 55.50 55.50 .2903 .2903
Lake Charles, L a............................................... 2 8 5 54.75 55.20 .2806 .3045
Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 8 7 49.75 49.71 .4484 .4054
Louisville, K y.................................................... 2 26 27 54.00

60.00
54.00 .2523 .2667

Milwaukee, W is................................................. 2 38 39 60.00 .2008 .2114
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 2 13 12 60.00 60.00 .2635 .2667
Muscatine, Iow a............................................... 2 48 54 60.00 60.00 .2281 .2278
New Orleans, L a ............................................... 2 42 45 54.00 54.00 .2579 .2559
New York, N. Y. (a ).......................................... 6 148 153 50.38 50.89 .3361 .3404
North Tonawanda, N. Y .................................. 2 13 17 56.77 57.53 .2703 .2597
Oshkosh, W is.................................................... 3 24 20 60.00 60.00 .1808 .1881
Philadelphia, P a ................... T.......................... 2 37 35 54.00 50.57 .2843 .3007
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 3 27 30 51.11 50.80 .4123 .4241
Racine, W is....................................................... 2 16 16 59.63 59.56 .2438 .2495
Saginaw, Mich................................................... 3 6 5 60.00 60.00 .1750 .1950
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 76 52 60.00 60.00 .2734 .2880
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 16 15 47.56 48.00

48.00
.3622 .3917

San Francisco, Cal............................................ 2 34 22 48.00 .4467 .5682
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 16 17 55.56 55.76 .2438 .2500

LABORERS, M ale.

Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 2 54 76 59.54 60.00 $0.1026 $0.1163
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 4 27 31 60.00 60.00 .1639 .1602
Cadillac, Mich.................................................... 2 80 86 60.00 60.00 .1487 .1538
Chicago, 111........................................................ 2 30 33 56.40 56.55 .1618 .1712
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 16 16 58.88 58.88 .1571 .1638
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 23 23 59.00 59.00 .1560 .1550
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 28 38 51.71 50.95 .1729 .1879
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 2 16 17 55.00 55.35 .1481 .1632
Jacksonville, F la............................................... 2 54 55 60.00 60.00 .1224 .1279
Lake Charles, La............................................... 3 216 214 65.33 59.83 .1428 .1562
Louisville, K y.................................................... 2 20 19 54.00 54.00 .1275 .1316
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 2 36 36 60.00 60.00 .1492 .1513
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 3 155 183 60.00 60.00 .1740 .1740
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. *3 60 57 60.00 60.00 .1225 .1194
New Orleans, La............................................... 2 23 28 54.00 54.00 .1621 .1603
New York, N. Y. (a ).......................................... 7 72 67 54.35 56.52 .1813 .1790
North Tonawanda, N. Y .................................. 3 63 82 60.00 60.00 .1606 .1645
Oshkosh, Wis..................................................... 3 154 148 60.00 60.00 .1438 .1442
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 3 7 6 54.00 54.00 .1918 .1913
Racine, W is....................................................... 2 7 7 59.43 59.43 .1621 .1621
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 13 13 54.00 54.00 .1816 .1838
Saginaw, Mich................................................... 3 148 174 60.00 60.00 .1427 .1437
San Francisco, Cal............................................ 2 37 31 48.00 48.00 .2475 .3075
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 8 8 59.75 59.75 .1617 .1679

« Greater New York.
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P L A N I N G  M IX iXj—Concluded.

MACHINE: W OODW ORKERS, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 2 16 15 59.31 60.00 $0.2234
.2433

$0.2275
.2460Baltimore, Md................................................... 3 40 43 57.90 57.77

Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 15 16 50.67 48.00 .3377 .3447
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 4 24 23 60.00 60.00 .2427 .2457
Cadillac, M ich................................................... 2 35 36 60.00 60.00 .1857 .1888
Chicago, 111........................................................ 2 24 23 57.00 57.13 .2890 .3043
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 30 35 54.30 54.29 .2844 .2924
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 28 29 59.00 59.00 .2661 .2803
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 3 32 34 51.00 51.06 .2832 .2973
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 2 14 16 55.00 55.56 .2589 .2719
Jacksonville, F la............................................... 2 27 22 58.00 57.55 .1915 .1973
Lake Charles, L a............................................... 3 30 32 62.60 58.69 .1938 .2089
Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 15 22 49.20 49.36 .3833 .3731
Louisville, K y.................................................... 2 21 25 54.00 54.00 .2444 .2552
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 2 41 33 60.00 60.00 .1846 .1940
Minneapolis, Minn........................ _.................. 3 53 52 60.00 60.00 .2201 .2221
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 3 14 16 60.00 60.00 .1821 .2004
Muscatine, Iowa................................................ 2 52 56 60.00 60.00

54.00
.2109 .2153

New Orleans, La............................................... 2 39 41 55.03 .2507 .2575
New York, N. Y. (« )......................................... 8 79 73 52.76 52.62 .3167 .3491
North Tona wanda, N. Y .................................. 3 11 12 60.00 60.00 .2273 .2382
Oshkosh, W is.................................................... 3 110 104 60.00 60.00 .1542 .1560
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 2 12 14 54.00 52.57 .2974 .3190
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 3 17 18 54.00 54.00 .3814 .3921
Racine, Wis....................................................... 2 16 15 59.44 59.47 .2145 .2238
Rochester, N. Y ............................................... 2 62 64 54.00 54.00 .2504 .2423
Saginaw, Mich................................................... 3 72 82 60.00 60.00 .1467 .1566
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 52 51 60.00 60.00 .2680 .2719
Salt Lake City, Utah........................................ 2 9 10 48.00 48.50 .4117 .4033
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 27 13 48.00 48.00 .4618 .6503
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 7 8 55.43 55.25 .2679 .2747

SAW YERS, CIRCULAR, M ale.

Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 2 6 4 59.50 60.00 $0.1625 $0.1963
Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 11 12 56.73 56.50 .2197 .2241
Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 5 5 49.00 48.00 .3679 . 3740
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 4 10 10 60.00 60.00 .2350 .2350
Chicago, 111........................................................ 2 13 13 56.30 56.30 .2932 .3071
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 14 15 54.14 54.20 .2892 .2921
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 6 6 59.00 59.00 .2569 .2569
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 5 5 50.00 50.00 .3180 .3440
Los Angeles, Cal................................................
Milwaukee, Wis.................................................

2 5 5 49.20 49.20 .3423 .3423
2 18 16 60.00 60.00 .2025 .2170

Muscatine, Iowa................................................ 2 15 20 60.00 60.00 .2057 .2043
New Orleans, L a............................................... 2 11 11 54.00 54.00 .2576 .2576
New York, N. Y. (a).......................................... 7 29 38 53.45 53.74 .2915 .2994
North Tona wanda, N. Y .................................. 3 5 5 60.00 60.00 .1950 .2150
Oshkosh, W is.................................................... 3 26 31 60.00 60.00 .1706 -. 1691
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 2 11 8 54.00 52.50 .2521 .2570
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 22 20 60.00 60.00 .2591 .2618
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 7 5 48.00 48.00 .4018 .5438

a Greater New York.
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PR IN TING  AN D  PU BLISH ING , BOOK AN D  JOB.
BOOKBINDERS, M ale.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag 
per ]

e wages 
hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 2 52 49 52.62 52.90 $0.3908
.2639

$0.3984
.2855Atlanta, Ga....................................................... 2 6 6 54.00 54.00

Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 13 13 55.85 55.38 .3264 .3290
Birmingham, Ala.............................................. 2 4 6 54.00 51.00 .3426 .3413
BostonT Mass..................................................... 2 11 11 54.00 54.00 .3190 .3190
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 11 16 54.00 54.00 .3072 .3056
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 2 2 48.00 48.00 .6250 .6771
Charleston, S. C................................................. 2 9 11 54.00 54.00 .2922 .2929
Chicago, 111........................................................ 3 95 92 54.00 54.00 .3025 .3085
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 39 39 54.00 54.00 .2898 .2886
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 14 15 54.00 54.00 .2837 .2895
Dallas, Tex........................................................ 2 16 12 53.00 53.00 .3390 .3561
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 13 15 48.00 48.00 .3958 .3958
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 5 5 54.00 54.00 .3259 .3259
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 29 29 54.00 54.00 .3005 .3052
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 2 27 28 54.00 54.00 .3241 .3466
Little Rock, Ark............................................... 2 3 4 54.00 53.25 .3519 .3148
Los Angeles, Cal................................... •........... 3 14 18 54.00 52.67 .3287 .3513
Louisville, K y.................................................... 4 16 18 54.00 54.00 .2865 .2912
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 2 14 14 53.14 53.14 .3262 .3262
New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 13 13 54.00 54.00 .2963 .2949
New Orleans, La____ •...................................... 2 11 11 54.00 54.00 .2896 .2921
New York, N. Y .(« )...................................... 4 51 47 54.12 54.00 .3700 .3842
Norfolk, Ya........................................................ 2 5 6 54.80 53.17 .2784 .3201
Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 10 9 54.00 54.00 .3259 .3333
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 3 29 38 54.00 52.89 .3079 .3358
Pittsbuigand Allegheny, P a............................ 2 14 19 54.00 54.00 .2989 .3060
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 14 16 54.00 54.00 .2758 .2778
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 44 38 53.98 53.97 .2798 .3157
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 3 14 14 54.00 54.00 .3320 .3347
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 5 5 53.00 53.00 .3283 .3283
Seattle, Wash.................................................... 2 2 2 48.00 48.00 .3125 .3125
Sioux Falls, S. Dak........................................... 2 4 5 54.00 54.00 .3241 .3296
Tacoma, Wash.................................................. 2 3 3 48.00 48.00 .3681 .4028
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 6 8 53.83 53.75 .2957 .3046
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 6 7 54.00 54.00 .2840 .2857
Topeka, Kans.................................................... 2 8 7 54.00 54.00 .3171 .3201
Washington, D. C............................................. 2 4 5 53.75 53.80 .3157 .3266
Wheeling, W. V a............................................... 2 5 7 54.00 54.00 .2629 .2725
Wilkes-Barre, P a.............................................. 2 11 11 53.00 50.73 .2993 .3148

COMPOSITORS, M ale.

Albany, N. Y ..........
Atlanta, Ga.............
Baltimore, Md........
Birmingham, A la ...
Boston, Mass..........
Buffalo, N. Y ..........
Butte, Mont............
Charleston, S. C___
Chicago, 111..............
Cincinnati, Ohio___
Cleveland, Ohio.......
Dallas, Tex.............
Denver, Colo............
Des Moines, Iow a...
Detroit, Mich..........
Dubuque, Iowa.......
Duluth, Minn..........
Grand Rapids, Mich 
Indianapolis, In d ...
Jacksonville, Fla___
Jersey City, N. J___
Kansas City, Mo___
Little Rock, Ark___
Los Angeles, Cal___
Louisville, K y.........
Lynn, Mass.............

2 125 128 51.17 48.00 $0.3357 $0.3586
2 23 34 54.00 54.00 .2504 .2764
3 51 52 55.41 54.81 .3172 .3238
2 23 25 54.00 50.16 .3257 .3500
5 131 134 51.90 51.51 .3074 .3272
2 31 23 54.00 54.00 .3241 .3361
2 3 4 48.00 48.00 .6250 .6250
2 12 11 54.00 54.00 .3009 .3266
3 123 120 54.00 49.90 .3494 .3874
2 31 29 54.00 54.00 .3360 3306
2 30 26 54.00 50.08 .3281 .3682
2 23 21 53.00 53.00 .3671 .3711
2 29 28 48.00 48.00 .4239 .4241
2 13 13 54.00 54.00 .2963 .3077
2 16 24 54.00 54.00 .3194 .3310
2 6 6 53.00 48.00 .2836 .3160
2 7 7 53.00 53.00 .3396 .3234
2 12 13 56.08 55.92 .2651 .2887
2 52 54 54.00 48.00 .3315 .3718
2 18 23 54.00 52.70 .3333 .3424
3 20 17 52.35 50.94 .3664 .3886
2 32 32 54.00 54.00 .2876 .3030
2 9 11 54.00 51.82 .3245 .3394
3 25 29 54.00 52.34 .3637 .3631
3 51 55 54.00 54.00 .2961 .2982
2 8 8 55.00 55.00 .2636 .2568

a Greater New York.
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PR IN TIN G  A N D  PU BLISH ING , BOOK A N D  JOB—Concluded.
COMPOSITORS, M ale—Concluded.

1 5 4  BULLETIN OF THE BUBEAU OF LABOR.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab-
licTh

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

iisn-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Milwaukee, W is................................................. 2 15 14 54.00 54.00 $0.3148 $0.30(82
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 2 26 28 53.50 53.50 .3333 .3333
Montgomery, Ala..............................................
New Haven, Conn.............................................

3 12 10 55.50 52.80 .2573 .2921
3 31 45 54.00 54.00 .3261 .3152

New Orleans, La................................................ 3 20 20 49.05 49.05 .3782 .3782
New York, N .Y .(« ) ......................................... 4 153 176 51.28 48.24 .4108 .4469
Norfolk, Va........................................................ 3 32 30 54.50 48.00 .2994 .3373
Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 17 15 54.00 54.00 .3300 .3321
Peoria, 111........................................................... 2 13 13 54.00 51.23 .3120 .3405
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 5 132 118 54.00 53.17 .3341 .3400
Pittsbuig and Allegheny, P a ........................... 2 41 47 54.00 54.00 .3202 .3270
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 15 17 48.00 48.00 .4295 .4305
Richmond, Va................................................... 4 26 28 54.00 54.00 .3105 .3307
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 2 22 19 54.00 48.95 .2963 .3329
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 123 115 53.98 48.13 .3606 .3636
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 2 14 23 54.00 54.00 .3340 .3047
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 13 14 51.00 50.36 .3760 .4166
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 17 16 53.00 53.00 .3219 .3267
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 3 16 14 49.13 48.00 .4159 .4777
Scranton, P a...................................................... 4 9 10 47.67 48.00 .3661 .3688
Seattle, Wash....................................................
Sioux Falls, S. Dak...........................................

2 7 9 48.00 48.00 .4420 .4479
2 12 15 54.00 54.00 .2986 .3012

Tacoma, Wash.................................................. 2 4 5 48.00 48.00 .4401 .4125
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 13 13 48.00 48.00 .3333 .3365
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 17 13 54.00 54.00 .3050 .3148
Topeka, Kans.................................................... 2 8 9 54.00 54.00 .3171 .3148
Washington, D. C.............................................. 2 9 11 53.67 53.64 .3472 .3409
Wheeling, W. Va...............................................
Wilkes-Barre, Pa...............................................

2 23 23 49.04 48.00 .3163 .3229
3 21 21 53.00 51.57 .3082 .3210

Wilmington, Del................................................ 2 7 6 54.57 54.67 .2725 .2657
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 10 8 54.00 54.00 .3028 .2871

SE W ER S, BOOK., F em ale.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 2 12 11 53.00 52.91 $0.1392 $0.1480
Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 10 8 55.60 56.00 .1116 .1071
Birmingham, A la.............................................. 2 22 23 54.00 50.09 .0977 .1054
Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 19 19 54.00 54.00 .1184 .1232
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 5 5 54.00 54.00 .1061 .1222
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 19 18 54.00 54.00 .1458 .1505
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 4 4 54.00 54.00 .1435 :1435
Dallas, Tex........................................................ 2 17 19 53.00 53.00 .1126 .1117
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 20 20 48.00 48.00 .1771 .1750
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 12 13 54.00 54.00 .1235 .1268
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 8 13 54.00 54.00 .1188 .1126
Dubuque, Iow a................................................. 2 4 4 50.25 50.25 .1074 .1126
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 2 8 8 54.00 54.00 .1389 .1389
Little Rock, Ark............................................... 2 8 9 54.00 53.56 .1153 .1168
Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 4 22 34 54.00 52.85 .1271 .1344
Louisville, K y ................................................... 4 28 30 54.00 54.00 .1109 .1119
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 2 4 5 53.25 53.20 .1667 .1667
New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 21 23 54.00 54.00 .1173 .1167
New Orleans, La................................................ 2 10 10 54.00 54.00 .1352 .1352
New York, N. Y.(<»)......................................... 3 19 21 54.00 54.00 .1749 .1861
Philadelphia, P a ................................................ 3 14 16 54.00 53.25 .1435 .1356
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 2 12 14 54.00 54.00 .1188 .1223
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 16 15 54.00 54.00 .1157 .1321
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 3 6 6 54.00 54.00 .1558 .1505
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 26 24 53.00 53.00 .0791 .0814
Sioux Falls, S. Dak........................................... 2 5 7 54.00 54.00 .0981 .0926
Topeka, Kans................................. .................. 2 17 17 54.00 54.00 .0937 .0915
Washington, D. C.............................................. 2 14r 14 53.71 53.71 .1278 .1310
Wilkes-Barre, P a ............................................... 2 6 6 53.00 49.67 .1116 .1180

a Greater New York.
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Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average
perl

a wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1900.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 2 10 11 50.40 50.73 30.3627 $0.3668
Atlanta, Ga........................................................ 2 16 21 48.00 48.00 .4297 .4266
Baltimore, Md................................................... 4 103 112 50.16 48.00 .4393 .4579
Birmingham, Ala............................................... 2 17 20 51.88 49.50 .4313 .4500
Boston, Mass..................................................... 3 189 165 42.00 42.00 .5729 .5855
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 48 46 48.00 48.00 .4519 .4498
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 15 15 45.00 45.00 .7022 .7733
Chicago, 111........................................................ 3 121 128 47173 45.79 .6351 .6634
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 52 50 48.23 48.24 .5250 .5243
Cleveland, Ohio.................................................. 2 24 "24 48.00 48.00 .4878 .4905
Dallas, Tex........................................................ 2 23 23 48.00 48.00 .4920 .4920
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 13 13 47.23 47.23 .5647 .5647
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 22 22 48.00 48.00 .4018 .4319
Dubuque, Iow a................................................. 2 4 5 51.00 48.00 .3088 .3333
Duluth, Minn..................................................... 2 7 11 48.00 48.00 .4171 .4545
Fall River, Mass................................................ .2 7 8 48.00 48.00 .2946 .3021
Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 2 21 24 48.24 48.25 .4095 .4100
Harrisburg, P a.................................................. 2 17 17 54.00 54.00 .2516 .2582
Indianapolis, In d .............................................. 2 13 11 48.00 48.00 .4583 .4583
Jacksonville, F la............................................... 2 11 12 44.73 45.00 .4935 .4514
Jersey City, N. J ................................................
Little Rock, Ark...............................................

2 26 27 48.00 48.00 .4383 .4954
2 8 9 50.50 50.22 .3573 .3593

Los Angeles, Cal................................................
Louisville, K y ....................................................

2 39 53 48.00 48.00 .5238 .5410
2 14 17 48.50 48.47 .5029 .5035

Lynn, Mass........................................................
Manchester, N. H ..............................................

2 16 16 47.00 47.00 .4070 .4070
2 6 6 50.00 48.00 .3457 .3576

Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 57 52 48.98 48.00 .4962 .4885
Milwaukee, W is................................................ 2 27 27 48.00 48.00 .4213 .4383
Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 2 37 37 45.68 45.68 .4635 .4635
Nashville, Tenn................................................. 2 21 31 48.00 48.00 .4643 .4657
New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 5 5 50.40 50.40 .4217 .4217
New Orleans, L a............................................... 2 56 56 48.36 48.36 .5804 .5804
New York, N. Y. (<*)........................................ 4 144 162 49.04 47.99 .5805 .5782
Norfolk, V a .. .. ................................................. 2 7 11 48.00 48.00 .3780 .3750
Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 16 17 48.00 48.00 .4492 .4485
Peoria, 111.......................................................... 2 7 7 56.00 56.00 .3682 .4203
Philadelphia, P a ................................................ 4 86 100 49.21 49.12 .4196 .4301
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a ............................ 2 58 58 48.00 48.00 .5782 .5857
Portland, Me..................................................... 2 8 8 48.63 48.63 .3579 .3579
Portland, O reg................................................. 2 41 53 48.00 48.00 .5899 .5867
Providence, R. I ................................................ 2 17 23 49.59 48.00 .4018 .4538
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 12 13 52.00 52.62 .3646 .3916
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 56 61 48.00 48.00 .4014 .4060
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 63 79 45.25 45.19 .5924 .5917
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 2 45 49 48.80 48.82 .4750 .4753
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................
San Antonio, Tex..............................................

3 11 11 48.55 48.55 .5641 .5732
2 9 9 49.00 49.33 .4745 .5146

San Francisco, Cal............................................ 2 24 39 45.00 45.00 .6667 .6701
Scranton, Pa...................................................... 2 10 10 48.00 48.00 .4063 .4063
Seattle, Wash....................................................
Sioux Falls, S. D ak ...........................................
Syracuse, N. Y...................................................
Tacoma, W ash..................................................

2 44 45 43.82 44.47 .6293 .6183
2 6 5 48.00 48.00 .3889 .3959
2 22 22 48.00 48.00 .4469 .4469
2 11 13 48.00 48.00 .5341 .5625

Tampa, F la ....................................................... 2 11 22 48.55 48.00 .3712 .4318
Terre Haute, Ind.............................................. 2 16 20 48.00 48.00 .3985 .4281
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 31 32 48.00 48.00 .4063 .4063
Topeka, Kans.................................................... 2 14 13 48.00 48.00 .3981 .4095
Washington, D .C ..............................................
Wheeling, W. V a...............................................

2 53 64 43.53 43.41 .6046 .C034
2 8 8 48.00 48.00 .4536 .4536

Wilmington, Del................................................ 2 10 10 52.80 52.80 .2764 .2722
Worcester, Mass............................................ . . 2 19 27 48,00 48.00 .4432 .4612

« Greater New York,
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Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag 
per1

e wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1903.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 2 18 17 48.00 48.00 10.4236 $0.4241
Atlanta, Ga........................................................ 2 24 25 45.00 44.64 .7280 .7424
Baltimore, Md................................................... 4 89 87 42.40 42.41 .5389 .5394
Birmingham, Ala............................................... 2 13 14 44.31 44.14 .5000 .5000
BostonT Mass..................................................... 3 130 132 42.00 42.00 .6212 .6236
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 35 36 48.00 48.00 .4555 .4590
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 10 10 45.00 45.00 .7067 .7867
Charleston, S. C................................................. 2 11 10 48.73 48.70 .5927 .6850
Chicago, 111........................................................ 3 93 95 47.97 46.13 .6861 .7174
Cincinnati. Ohio__________________  ______ 3 57 60 48.00 48.00 .5285 .5292
Cleveland, Ohio.......................... * 2 46 49 48.00 48.00 .5059 .5081
Dallas. T a x _________________ • 2 35 30 42.60 42.00 .8254 .9666
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 2 2 2 2 46.91 46.91 .6104 .6104
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 15 15 48.00 48.00 .4163 .4396
Dubuque, Iow a.................................................. 2 13 14 48.00 48.00 .3525 .3512
Dulutfi, Minti. ................................................... 2 2 2 26 48.00 48.00 .4239 .4348
Fall River, Mass................................................ 2 10 10 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3750
Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 2 15 14 48.47 48.43 .4227 .4214
Harrisburg, P a.................................................. 2 12 12 54.00 54.00 .4193 .4412
TndiatiApoTifl, T n d .................... . .................. 2 2 2 23 48.00 48.00 .4583 .4583
Jersey City, N. J ................................................ 2 15 18 48.00 48.00 .4555 .5069
Little Rock, Ark...................... *........................ 2 12 12 50.92 50.92 .5362 .5532
Los Angeles, Cal................................................ 2 36 34 43.50 43.59 .7212 .7661
Louisville, K y.................................................... 2 21 22 48.52 48.45 .4988 .4927
Lynn, Mass........................................................ 2 12 13 46.83 46.85 .4167 .4157
Memphis, Tenn.................................................. 2 27 25 52.00 52.00 .5974 .6251
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 2 23 24 48.00 48.00 .4552 .4518
Minneapolis, M inn............................................ 2 40 46 42.80 42.70 .5642 .5988
Nashville, Tenn................................................. 2 21 25 48.00 48.00 .4762 .4775
New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 13 13 53.54 53.54 .4009 .4009
New Orleans, La................................................ 2 45 45 47.78 47.78 .6714 .6739
New York, N. Y .(«)........................................... 4 199 172 49.43 48.36 .5990 .5972
Norfolk, V a........................................................ 2 10 11 48.00 48.00 .3792 .3807
Omaha Nebr..................................................... 2 40 40 48.00 48.00 .4813 .4766
Peoria, 111........................................................... 2 14 16 56.00 56.00 .3833 .4054
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 4 92 87 45.90 44.69 .5709 .6048
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 2 108 109 48.00 48.00 .5898 .5894
Portland, Me...................................................... 2 3 8 48.00 49.63 .4167 .3790
Portland, Oreg.................................................. 2 37 46 48.00 48.00 .5878 .5978
Providence, R. I ................................................ 2 31 29 45.10 43.45 .5567 .7005
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 16 23 51.00 51.91 .4306 .4251
Rochester, N. Y . ............................................... 2 30 36 48.00 48.00 .4236 .4481
St. Paul, Minn................................................... 2 29 30 49.10 49.07 .4813 .4805
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 3 24 21 44.13 45.86 .6607 .6633
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 2 17 17 49.94 49.53 .5065 .5610
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 37 38 45.00 45.00 .6685 .6737
Scranton, Pa...................................................... 2 10 10 48.00 48.00 .4229 .4229
Seattle, Wash..................................................... 2 30 38 42.80 43.21 .6379 .6225
Sioux Falls, S. Dak........................................... 2 6 5 48.00 48.00 .3959 .4208
Syracuse, N. Y ................................................... 2 20 20 48.00 48.00 .4323 .4323
Tacoma, Wash................................................... 2 14 20 48.00 48.00 .5402 .5813
Terre Haute, Tnd................................................... 2 11 13 48.00 48.00 .3944 .4255
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 22 21 48.00 48.00 .4063 .4063
Topeka, Trans.................................................... 2 12 13 48.00 48.00 .3959 .4167
W a sh in g to n , D. C.............................................. 3 54 56 43.44 43.29 .6083 .6095
Wheeling, W. V a............................................... 2 18 19 48.00 48.00 .4464 .4456
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 18 19 48.00 48.00 .4769 .4803

a Greater New York.
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Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab-
1 %QU

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour

Hsu*
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 2 2 2 52.00 52.00 $0.4063
.3625

$0.4271
.3625Atlanta, Ga........................................................ 2 10 10 48.00

42.33
48.00

Baltimore, Md................................................... 3 18 19 42.00
51.00
42.00 
52.80 
50.50 
48.33
48.00 
49.17

.4625 .4667
Birmingham, Ala.............................................. 2 2 2 51.00

42.00 
52.80
50.50
48.50
48.00
49.00

.3965 .3965
.6131
.4161
.6702
.2544
.5121
.3970
.6320
.4256
.4076
.3770

Boston7 Mass..................................................... 3 51 64 .6088
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 2 5 5 .4161
Butte, Mont....................................................... 2 2 2 .6702

.2566

.5129

.3983

Charleston, S. C................................................. 2 2 3
Chicago, 111..................................................... .. 3 42 43
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 18 18
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 9 9 37.33 34.67 .5938
Dallas, Tex................................................... .... 2 4 4 42.00

47.43
42.00
47.43

.3720

.4076

.3672
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 7 7
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 4 5 52.00 51.20
Duluth, Minn..................................................... 2 4 4 48.00 48.00 .3906 .4011
Fall River, Mass................................................ 2 2 2 48.00 48.00 .3750 .3750

.4048Grand Rapids, M inh................................................ 2 4 4 51.00 51.00 .3944
Harrisburg, P a.................................................. 2 4 3 54.00 54.00 .2616 .2562
Indianapolis, Ind.............................................. 2 6 8 48.00 48.00

46.75
.4462 .4206

.4066Jacksonville, Fla..... ......................................... 3 4 4 46.75 .4066
Little Rock, Ark................................................ 2 2 2 54.50 54.50 .4442 .4974
Los Angeles, C al................................................ 2 6 9 48.00 48.00 .4474 .4205
Louisville, K y.................................................... 2 4 5 45.50 45.00 .3919 .3658
Lynn, Mass........................................................ 2 3 3 44.00 44.00 .5476 .5476
Memphis, Tenn......................................................... 2 8 8 48.63 52.00 .4127 .3933
Milwaukee, W is................................................. 2 9 10 56.33 55.20 .3651 .3572
Minneapolis, M in n .................................................... 2 6 7 55.00 54.86 .2963 .3069
N ew  H aven . C onn.'___________________________ 2 2 2 63.00 63.00 .3286 .3286
N ew  O rleans. La. ___________ . 2 5 5 53.20 53.20 .3839 .3839
New York, N. Y. («)........................................... 4 69 70 43.23 42.53 .6578 .6540
Norfolk, Va........................................................ 2 2 2 48.00 48.00 .2813 .3125
Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 2 8 9 55.00 55.11 .3482 .3459

.3750Peoria, 111........................................................... 2 2 2 56.00 56.00 .3393
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 4 35 33 46.40 47.03 .4201 .4162
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 2 20 24 56.00 56.00 .3549 .3773
P o rtlan d . M e. ....................... .................................. 2 3 3 53.00 53.00 .3403 .3403
P o r tla n d . Oreer.............................. 2 7 7 49.14 48.00 .4733 .4688
Providence, R. I ............................................ 2 13 16 48.46 45.50 .5051 .5222
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 6 5 50.40 50.40 .2805 .3481
Rochester, N .Y ................................................ 2 6 6 40.00 40.00 .4435 .4435
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 2 15 15 45.00 45.00 .4926 .5037
St. Paul, M in n ........................................................... 2 7 7 45.43 45.43 .3852 .3852
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 3 6 5 55.67 * 55.60 .3599 .4234
San A ntonio, Tex.............................................. 2 2 2 43.00 43.00 .5894 .6552
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 12 12 45.00 45.00 .5444 .6000
Scranton, Pa...................................................... 2 2 2 52.00 52.00 .2361 .2897
Seattle, Wash.................................................... 2 8 9 57.00 56.89 .4297 .4321
Syracuse, N. Y ................................................... 2 3 .3 53.33 53.33 .4454 .4454
Tacoma, Wash................................................... 2 2 3 52.00 53.33 .5938 .5625
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 2 2 52.50 52.50 .4158 .4337
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 7 7 48.00 48.00 .3661 .4063
Topeka, F a n s .............................. ..................... 2 2 2 52.00 52.00 .5105 .5105
Washington, D. C............................................. 2 7 7 51.43 52.57 .4857 .4715
Wheeling, W. Va............................................... 2 3 3 48.00 48.00 .3472 .3011
Worcester, Mass................................................ 2 4 4 52.00 52.00 .3958 .4323

a Greater New York.
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Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
pernour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Albany, N. Y .....................................................
Atlanta, Ga........................................................

2 114 137 55.32 55.50 $0.1672 $0.1673
2 82 109 60.00 60.00 .1181 .1468

Baltimore, Md................................................... 2 184 290 48.00 48.00 .1987 .1975
Birmingham, Ala.............................................. 2 135 127 60.00 60.00 .1242 .1318
Boston, Mass..................................................... 2 414 425 59.80 59.79 .1998 .1998
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 4 279 540 60.00 51.36 .1553 .2072
Chicago, 111......................................................... 3 666 520 56.77 56.13 .2275 .2388
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 2 156 299 58.76 58.54 .1827 .1839
Cleveland, Ohio.............T.................................. : 2 119 130 60.00 60.00 .1620 .1895
Denver, Colo...................................................... 2 158 204 54.00 54.00 .2143 .2425
Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 2 150 145 54.00 54.00 .1944 .1944
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 347 308 60.00 60.00 .1803 .1917
Dubuque, Iowa.............................................. 2 19 27 59.63 59.67 .1788 .2030
Duluth, Minn.....................................................
Grand Rapids, Mich..........................................
Indianapolis, Ind..............................................

2 112 309 60.00 60.00 .2107 .2329
2
2

107
239

88
466

60.00
59.30

60.00
59.72

.1750

.1833
.1751
.1993

Jacksonville, Fla................................................
Kansas City, Mo................................................

3 89 187 58.04 58.81 .1397 .1506
2 435 449 56.03 57.33 .1948 .1945

Los Angeles, Cal................................................
Louisville, K y...................................................

2 60 159 60.00 60.00 .1958 .2195
2 139 118 59.57 59.58 .1671 .1672

Lynn, Mass........................................................
Milwaukee, Wis.................................................

2 56 61 54.00 54.00 .1853 .1921
3 237 198 60.00 60.00 .2005 .2138

Mobile, Ala......................................................... 2 232 207 60.00 60.00 .1456 .1452
Montgomery, Ala.............................................. 2 29 40 60.00 60.00 .1224 .1250
New Haven, Conn............................................. 2 490 457 60.00 60.00 .1514 .1515
New Orleans, La................................................
New York, N. Y .(«)..........................................
Norfolk, v a ........................................................
Peoria, 111...........................................................

4 718 709 59.54 59.54 .1737* .1740
3 538 423 57.64 58.16 .1650 .1652
2 75 80 60.00 60.00 .1340 .1350
2 107 102 60.00 60.00 .1750 .1873

Philadelphia, P a................................................ 7 2,898 1,787 60.00 60.00 .1483 .1505
Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa............................
Portland, Oreg..................................................

2
2

147
305

177
167

60.00
60.00

60.00
60.00

.1530

.2130
.1553
.2250

Providence, R. I ................................................ 2 425 434 60.00 60.00 .1635 .1901
Racine, Wis........................................................ ' 2 70 66 59.54 59.45 .1822 .1949
Richmond, V a................................................... 2 80 58 59.13 59.22 .1354 .1554
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 392 417 48.00 48.10 .2125 .2151
St. Louis, Mo..................................................... 3 328 290 60.00 60.00 .2288 .2277
Salt Lake City, U tah........................................ 2 259 270 48.00 48.00 .2629 .2624
San Francisco, Cal............................................. 2 230 638 48.00 48.00 .2850 .3223
Scranton, Pa...................................................... 2 50 50 52.80 52.80 .1725 .1725
Seattle, Wash.....................................................
Sioux Falls, S. Dak...........................................

2 168 102 48.00 48.00 .2565 .2816
2 71 64 60.00 60.00 .2000 .2500

Syracuse, N. Y .................................................. 2 132 74 59.00 59.00 .1815 .1899
Tacoma, Wash................................................... 2 236 636 48.00 49.19 .2503 .2780
Terre Haute, Ind............................................... 2 176 180 55.23 55.00 .1633 .1639
Toledo, Ohio...................................................... 2 360 278 50.17 51.84 .2459 .2290
Trenton, N. J ..................................................... 2 80 62 60.00 60.00 .1500 .1500
Washington, D. C..............................................
Wheeling, W. V a...............................................

2 494 493 54.46 53.90 .1654 .1741
2 24 24 54.00 54.00 .1944 .1944

Wilmington, Del................................................ 2 65 86 57.42 57.56 .1412 .1470

a Greater New York.
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Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
pernour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Albany, N. Y ..................................................... 1 112 106 48.00 48.00 $0.2063 $0.2063
Atlanta, Ga........................................................ 1 51 50 60.00 60.00 .1138
Augusta, Ga............. ........................................ 1 82 146 60.00 60.00 .1155

.1377

Baltimore, Md................................... -............. 1 360 305 48.00 48.00 .2083
.1091OAQO

Birmingham, Ala.............................................. 1 33 39 63.64 60.00 .0871
• mI/OuAQAA

Boston7 Mass..................................................... 1 692 594 44.00 44.00 .2736 07 5ft
Buffalo, N. Y ..................................................... 1 273 301 48.00 48.00 .1875

• Z/dO 
1Q7(v

Butte, Mont....................................................... 1 62 89 48.00 48.00 .3750
• XOtO 
Q7KA

Charleston, S. C....................................... ......... 1 90 82 60.00 60.00 .1156
• AiOU 
11 Aft

Chicago, 111........................................................ 1 1,805
305

1,943
378

48.00 48.00 .2429
• 11 Do 
OK4A

Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 1 48.00 48.00 .2014 0107
Cleveland, Ohio.............................1.................. 1 1,111

18
1,047

23
48.00 48.00 .2192

• Zl9l 
Old

Dallas, Tex........................................................ 1 48.00 48.00 .2188
• Zm  
01 ftft

Denver, Colo...................................................... 1 104 125 48.00 48.00 .2500
. iiloo
OKAA

Des Moines, Iowa.............................................. 1 243 245 48.00 48.00 .2536
• ZOUU
ORQQ

Detroit, Mich ..................................................... 1 269 281 48.00 48.00 .2188
• ZDuo 
01 ftft

Dubuque, Iowa................................................. 1 46 44 54.00 54.00 .1548
• Zloo 
1 Aft7

Duluth, Mirm..................................................... 1 61 68 48.00 48.00 .2500
• lOoi 
OKAO

Evansville, Ind.................................................. 1 99 90 48.00 48.00 .1875
• ZOUU 
Iftftft

Fall River, Mass................................................ 1 353 344 48.00 48.00 .2500
• looo 
0500

Grand Rapids, Mich.......................................... 1 25 107 60.00 60.00 .1750
• ZOUU 

1750
Harrisburg, P a.................................................. 1 94 120 60.00 60.00 .1500

• 1/OU 
i  son

Hartford, 'Conn................................................. ' l 167 156 54.00 48.00 .2094
♦ 10UU 

0111
Indianapolis, Ind ......................................................................... 1 238 250 48.00 48.00 ,  .2000

• Z l l l  
onnn

Jacksonville, Fla............................................................................ 1 140 170 54.00 54.00 .1486
♦ ZUUU 

1507
Jersey City, N. J ................................................ 1 63 66 44.00 44.00 .3424

• 1091

Kansas City, Mo............................................................................ 1 116 190 48.00 48.00 .2188
• uOUO 
.2188 
.1442

9500
Little Rock, Ark.......................................................................... 1 18 18 60.00 60.00 .1442
Los Angeles, Cal................................................................ 1 357 398 48.00 48.00 .2500
Louisville, K y .................................................................................. 1 274 257 54.00 54.00 .1677

• Z O w  
.1680 

0500Lynn, Mass........................................................ 1 202 204 48.00 48.00 .2500
Manchester, N. H ......................................................................... 1 227 230 54.00 54.00 .1806

• ZOUU 
IftOA

Memphis, Tenn........................................ .............. 1 356 447 48.00 48.00 .1864
• lol/O 

1ft75
Milwaukee, Wis.............................................................................. 1 525 533 48.00 48.00 .2194

• lo /O
.2204
.2500
.1667

lOOO

Minneapolis, Minn............................................. 1 2,177*
42

2,193 48.00 48.00 .2313
Mobile, Ala ......................................................................................... 1 46 54.00 54.00 .1667
Montgomery, Ala............................................... 1 39 54 60.00 60.00 .0833
Nashville, Tenn............................................................................L 1 170 174 54.00 54.00 .1667

• llnJU
.1667
.1946

OAQO
New Haven, Conn............................................. 1 175 131 54.00 54.00 .1984
New York, N. Y.(<»)................................................................... 1 2,829

86
3,073

107
48.00 48.00 .2591

Norfolk, Va........................................................ 1 54.00 54.00 .1667
• ZOoU
.1944
.2200
.2188
.2161
.2188
.1944
.2813
.1599
.1776
.1875
.1912
.1875
.2000
.2813
.1875
.3125
.1875
.2813
.2000
.1923
.2500
.2000
.1949
.2000
.1500
.1953
.1944
.2104
.1929
.2348

Omaha, Nebr..................................................... 1 67 63 48.00 48.00 .2200
Peoria, 111.......................................................... 1 51 57 48.00 48.00 .2188
Philadelphia, Pa................................................ 1 742 919 45.75 45.76 .2162
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a ............................................ 1 699 860 48.00 48.00 .2188
Portland, Me......................................................... ........................... 1 132 * 155 54.00 54.00 .1944
Portland, Oreg............................................................................... 1 67 69 48.00 48.00 .2589
Providence, R. I ............................................................................ 1 370 431 60.00 60.19 .1588
Racine, Wis........................................................................................ 1 16 23 54.00 54.00 .1806
Richmond, V a ...................................................... : ........................ 1 97 114 56.00 56.00 .1869
Rochester, N. Y ............................................................................. 1 421 400 48.00 48.00 .1911
St. Louis, Mo.................................................................................... 1 1,330

171
1,741

183
48 00 48.00 .1875

St. Paul, Minn................................................................................. 1 48.00 48.00 .2000
Salt Lake City, U tah ................................................................ 1 246 170 48.00 48.00 .2500
San Antonio, Tex.............................................. 1 66 68 48.00 48.00 .1875
San Francisco, Cal....................................................................... 1 48 50 48.00 48.00 .3125
Scranton, Pa..................................................................................... 1 140 150 48.00 48.00 .1875
Seattle, Wash................................................................................... 1 125 140 48.00 48.00 ' .2813
Sioux Falls, S. Dak .................................................................... 1 41 36 48.00 60.00 .2000
Syracuse, N. Y . .............................................................................. 1 268 275 48.00 48.00 .1902
Tacoma, Wash............................................................................... 1 213 175 48.00 48.00 .2298
Terre Haute, Ind .......................................................................... 1 83 86 48.00 48.00 .2000
Toledo, Ohio...................................................................................... 1 171 140 48.00 48.00 .1928
Topeka, a n s .................................................... 1 60 50 48.00 48.00 .2000
Trenton, N. J ................................................................................... 1 87 62 60.00 60.00 .1500
Washington, D. C............................................. 1 1,214

43
1,132

51
48.00 48.00 .1947

Wheeling, W. V a............................................... 1 54.00 54.00 .1944
Wilkes-Barre, P a.............................................. 1 73 75 48.00 48.00 .1875
Wilmington, D e l.............................................. 1 198 282 48.00 48.00 .1875
Worcester, Mass................................................ 1 348 371 48.00 48.00 .2352

a Greater New York.
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TOBACCO, CIGARS.
CIGAR MAKJERS, M ale.

160 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

Locality.

Num
ber of 
estab-
1i all

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

usn-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Boston, Mass..................................................... 3 275 307 45.70 45.00 10.4297
.3416

$0.4819
.3510Chicago, 111........................................................ 2 79 101 47.39 48.00

Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 28 30 44.00 44.00 .2629 .2895
Detroit, Mich..................................................... 2 35 39 45.37 45.03 .3180 .2719
Indianapolis, Ind............................................... 2 37 38 45.78 45.79 .3609 .3508
New York, N. Y .(«).......................................... 3 116 115 48.47 47.72 .3199 .3406
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 2 225 236 53.41 53.54 .2496 .2654
Rochester, N. Y ................................................. 2 31 32 48.00 48.00 .2843

.2906
.2871

Tampa, F la........................................................ 5 2,286 2,250 60.00 60.00 .3026

STEMJftEBS, F em a le.

Baltimore, Md...................................................
Boston, M.ass.....................................................

2 53 53 57.94 53.21 $0.0718 $0.0883
3 61 78 45.89 45.00 .1429 .1417

Chicago, 111........................................................ 2 37 32 48.00 48.00 .1325 .1423
Cincinnati, Ohio................................................ 3 79 105 53.05 52.93 .1136 .1133
Cleveland, Ohio................................................. 2 6 8 44.00 44.00 .1269 .1219
Detroit, Mich.......... : ........................................ 3 107 104 52.98 52.02 .0708 .0821
Milwaukee, W is.............. .................................. 2 24 27 49.83 49.78 .0816 .0666
New York, N. Y .(a ).......................................... 7 494 515 56.43 55.80 .0997 .1047
Philadelphia, P a................................................ 3 64 51 46.39 46.45 .0989 .0896
Pittsburg and Allegheny, P a............................ 3 91 74 48.95 49.12 .1187 .1164
Rochester, N. Y ................................................ 2 10 10 51.00 51.00 .1052 .1053
Tampa, F la........................................................ 5 171 186 60.00 60.00 .1335 .1417

a Greater New York.
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T a b l e  V .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN  
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY  STATES.

AGRICUI/TURAIi IM PLEM ENTS.
MACHINE W OODW ORKERS, M ale.

State.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

California........................................................... 2 8 10 54.00 54.00 10.3161 $0.3277
Illinois................................................................ 7 275 276 58.62 58.60 .2546 .2598

.2314Kentucky........................................................... 2 33 32 60.00 60.00 .2505
New Y ork.......................................................... 3 70 70 59.86 58.43 .2058 .2106
Ohio................................................................... 3 38 37 58.53 58.54 .2011 .1064
Wisconsin..............................................*........... 3 43 30 56.86 55.67 .2000 .2138

California.
Illinois__
New York
Ohio.........
Wisconsin

MACHINISTS, M ale.

2 34 57 54.00 54.00 $0.3034 $0.3347
7 393 387 58.36 58.56 .2827 .2869
3 75 74 59.81 59.78 .2456 .2534
3 54 60 58.52 58.52 .2099 .2138
3 261 237 56.46 55.12 .2473 .2862

MOLRERS, IRON, M ale.

California.................. .*....................................... 2 13 16 54.00 54.00 $0.3718 $0.4026
Illinois................................................................ 7 393 479 58.24 58.21 .2930 .3042
Kentucky........................................................... 2 46 45 60.00 60.00 .3083 . 3173
New York.......................................................... 3 291 291 59.91 59.90 .2421 .2580
Ohio................................................................... 2 86 86 58.92 58.91 .3246 .3157
Wisconsin.......................................................... 3 138 135 57.17 55.62 .3243 .3389

PA IN T E R S, M ale.

California........................................................... 2 6 5 54.00 54.00 $0.3063 $0.3385
Illinois................................................................ 7 358 336 58.77 58.76 .2471 .2548
Kentucky........................................................... 2 32 31 60.00 60.00 .3177 .3115
New York.......................................................... 3 30 34 59.83 59.85 .2392 .2484
Ohio................................................................... 3 25 25 58.44 58.56 .2193 .2282
Wisconsin.......................................................... 3 95 65 56.35 55.37 .2615 .2967

BOOTS AN D  SHOES.
CLOSERS-ON, F em ale.

Illinois................................................................ 4 20 19 55.00 55.00 $0.1975 $0.2336
Maine................................................................. 3 12 13 59.00 59.00 .1802 .1750
Massachusetts................................................... 14 69 98 55.61 54.61 .2066 .1956
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 19 25 54.00 58.60 .1810 .1793
Missouri............................................................. 3 35 28 58.09 57.93 .1560 .1618
New Hampshire................................................ 3 33 33 59.52 59.55 .1818 .1696
New York.......................................................... 6 19 21 54.32 54.48 .2056 .2095
Ohio................................................................... 4 23 26 58.78 58.88 .1487 .1579
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 12 12 58.42 58.33 .1392 .1604
Wisconsin.......................................................... 2 11 9 59.45 57.78 .1459 .1737

CUTTERS, OUTSOLE, M ale.

Illinois................................................................ 3 8 8 55.00 55.00 $0.2523 $0.2523
Maine.................................................................. 2 14 14 59.00 59.00 .2252 .2252
Massachusetts................................................... 13 62 63 55.85 55.67 .2811 .2895
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 14 16 59.14 59.13 .2228 .2252
Missouri............................................................. 2 9 10 57.89 57.80 .2865 .2878
New Hampshire................................................. 3 15 15 59.40 59.40 .2094 .2094
New York.......................................................... 2 2 2 54.00 54.00 .2620 .2620
Ohio................................................................... 4 17 16 59.53 59.50 .2460 .2489
Pennsylvania.................................................... 3 9 9 58.33 58.33 .2224 .2224
Wisconsin.......................................................... 2 11 11 59.27 56.36 .2431 .2558
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BOOTS A N D  SHOES—Continued.
CUTTERS, U P P E R , M ale.
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State.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
perhour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Illinois................................................................ 4 113 123 55.00 55.00 $0.2805 $0.2933
Maine.................................................................. 3 72 82 59.00 59.00 .2487 .2501
Massachusetts................................................... 15 707 784 55.00 54.72 .2920 .2910
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 64 71 59.50 59.48 .2517 .2573
Missouri............................................................. 3 237 223 58.36 58.26 .2653 .2683
New Hampshire................................................. 3 129 122 59.34 59.37 .2458 .2455
New York.......................................................... 6 82 102 55.58 55.78 .3139 .3185
Ohio.................................................................... : 4 115 121 56.14 56.31 .3288 .3413
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 81 79 58.25 58.24 .2607 .2666
Wisconsin........................................................... 2 28 29 59.61 58.10 .2391 .2455

EDGE TRIM M ER S, M ale.

Illinois................................................................ 4 32 34 55.00 55.00 $0.4012 $0.4450
Maine.................................................................. 3 13 14 59.00 59.00 .2902 .2697
Massachusetts.................................................... 15 179 230 55.27 54.89 .3989 .3825
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 9 8 59.44 59.38 .2729 .2789
Missouri............................................................. 3 44 48 58.23 58.04 .3699 .3648
New Hampshire................................................. 3 29 27 59.52 59.56 .2824 .2919
New York........................................................... 6 16 18 54.50 54.72 .4524 .4402
Ohio.................................................................... 4 28 30 59.14 59.20 .3202 .3224
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 14 15 58.43 58.33 .3220 .3979
Wisconsin........................................................... 2 7 6 59.57 57.50 .2944 .3066

GOODYEAR STITCH ER S, M ale.

Hlinois................................................................ 4 28 31 55.00 55.00 $0.4940 $0.5055
.2826Maine.................................................................. 3 6 6 59.00 59.00 .3199

Massachusetts................................................... 12 134 165 54.94 54.61 .4397 .4137
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 11 10 59.45 59.40 .2931 .2916
Missouri............................................................. 3 48 40 58.67 58.60 .3278 .3204
New York.......................................................... 6 19 21 55.95 56.29 .3357 .3247
Ohio........................................................ '.......... 4 19 19 58.79 58.79 .3076 . 3140
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 12 14 58.08 58.07 .2712 .3055
Wisconsin........................................................... 2 5 5 59.60 57.00 .3630 .3612

MASTERS, MACHINE, M ale.

Hlinois................................................................ 4 177 198 55.00 55.00 $0.2936
.2434

$0.3327
.2358Maine................................................................. 3 54 55 59.00 59.00

Massachusetts................................................... 14 277 293 55.78 55.67 .3544 .3517
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 11 11 59.09 59.45 .2674 .2898
Missouri............................................................. 3 82 85 58.32 58.11 .2969 .3058
New Hampshire................................................ 3 109 101 59.28 59.31 .2482 .2561

.3242New York.......................................................... 6 26 25 54.50 54.52 .3438
Ohio................................................................... 4 45 38 59.49 58.82 .3230 .3312
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 73 73 58.12 58.12 .2250 .2278
Wisconsin.......................................................... 2 17 16 59.41 56.88 .2874 .2898

T R E E R S , M ale.

Illinois................................................................ 4 53 59 55.00 55.00 $0.3019
.2468

$0.3120 
.2595Maine.................................................................. 3 14 14 59.00 59.00

Massachusetts................................................... 13 324 407 54.98 54.68 .2780 .2549
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 11 11 59.36 59.36 .1935 .2013
Missouri............................................................. 3 42 44 58.57 58.41 .2117 .2274
New Hampshire................................................. 2 64 60 59.69 59.72 .1672 .1667
Ohio.................................................................... 2 10 8 57.50 58.75 .1902 .2035
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 7 7 58.00 58.00 .2247 .2572
Wisconsin........................................................... 2 14 12 59.71 58.75 .2022 .2247
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BOOTS ANTI) SHOES—Concluded.
V A M P E B 8, F em ale.
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State.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
p erl

e wages 
lout.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Illinois................................................................ 4 53 54 55.00 55.00 30.2206 30.2173
Maine.................................................................. 3 19 21 59.00 59.00 .2146 .2071
Massachusetts................................................... 16 259 285 55.79 55.33 .2385 .2542
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 29 30 54.00 55.17 .2020 .2044
Missouri............................................................. 3 91 99 58.32 58.07 .2261 .2365
New Hampshire ................................................. 3 46 45 59.43 59.47 .2158 .2233
New York.......................................................... 6 37 38 54.68 54.66 .2051 .2317
Ohio.................................................................... 4 79 88 59.48 59.31 .1809 .1813
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 35 36 58.26 58.31 .1788 .1863
Wisconsin........................................................... 2 12 11 59.50 57.73 .1926 .2251

CARS, STEAM RAILRO AD .

BLACKSM ITHS, M ale.

California........................................................... 3 111 158 54.00 54.00 30.3528 30.3494
Illinois................................................................ 6 196 218 53.54 53.56 .3441 .3575
Indiana........................................................... 4 61 60 59.02 58.90 .2639 .2759
Maryland........................................................... 2 92 81 56.30 55.00 .2624 .2687
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 48 58 55.13 55.07 .3133 .3090
Missouri.............................................................. 3 65 70 57.37 55.90 .2838 .2936
New York........................................................... 3 92 103 54.87 53.59 .2530 .2810
Ohio.................................................................... 3 96 111 56.35 56.56 .2584 .2843
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 177 144 57.03 56.11 .3540 .3633
Tennessee........................................................... 2 15 15 60.00 60.00 .2663 .2653
Texas.................................................................. 2 54 67 59.70 59.67 .3306 .3268
Virginia.............................................................. 2 31 28 59.42 59.32 .2779 .2814

BO ILER  M AKERS, M ale.

California........................................................... 2 120 103 54.00 54.00 30.3850 30.3808
Illinois................................................................ 5 166 201 54.04 53.69 .3382 .3417
Indiana.............................................................. 3 82 85 56.78 60.00 .2915 .2836
Maryland............................................................ 2 100 91 56.70 55.00 .2481 .2557
Minnesota........................................................... 2 51 61 55.18 55.31 .3577 .3621
Missouri.............................................................. 2 21 17 54.67 52.24 .3331 .3527
New York........................................................... 2 87 85 56.48 53.88 .2626 .2751
Ohio.................................................................... 2 48 57 55.38 55.05 .2891 .3160
Texas.................................................................. 2 40 36 59.83 59.81 .3559 .3504

CABINETM AKERS, M ale.

Delaware............................................................ 2 40 61 54.00 54.00 30.2760 30.2457
Illinois................................................................ 3 252 328 54.29 54.09 .3312 .3535
Maryland........................................................... 2 28 27 56.25 55.00 .2327 .2284
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 15 15 57.40 57.40 .2567 .2567
Missouri............................................................. 2 28 37 59.00 57.78 .2566 .2843
Ohio.................................................................... 2 132 148 56.61 57.41 .2748 .2955

C ARPENTERS, M ale.

California........................................................... 3 26 29 54.00 54.00 30.3118 30.3443
Delaware............................................................ 2 114 ,200

1,213
220

54.00 54.00 .2703 .2441
Illinois................................................................ 6 1,098

194
55.57 55.39 .3106 .3291

Indiana.............................................................. 4 59.41 59.62 .2539 .2787
Maryland............................................................ 2 185 214 55.38 55.00 .2013 .2174
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 133 174 57.24 57.07 .2306 .2358
Missouri............................................................. 3 411 306 57.58 55.12 .2633 .2531
New York.......................................................... 3 395 424 53.81 53.25 .2444 .2520
Ohio.................................................................... 3 511 536 57.24 57.90 .2876 .3062
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 343 328 57.39 57.76 .2796 .3029
Tennessee........................................................... 2 28 29 60.00 60.00 .2054 .1986
Texas................................................................. 2 116 115 56.81 56.90 .2895 .2910
Virginia................................... ........................... 2 152 155 59.05 59.06 .2104 .2105
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T a b l e  V . — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN  
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, B Y  STATES—Continued.

C A R S , S T E A M  R A I L R O A D —Continued.

LABORERS, M ale.

State.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of | 
employees. .

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per nour.

1905. 1906. i 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

California........................................................... 3 462 468 54.00 54.00 $0.2024 $0.2001
Delaware............................................................ 2 151 156 54.00 54.00 .1428 .1490
Illinois............................................................... 6 2,616

260
2,804

242
54.34 54.38 .1688 .1705

Indiana.............................................................. 4 59.01 58.96 .1458 .1484
Maryland........................................................... 2 372 233 57.35 55.00 .1376 .1414
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 128 128 56.96 56.94 .1563 .1642
Missouri............................................................. 2 151 110 56.81 52.09 .1569 .1610
New York.......................................................... 3 369 401 54.29 53.14 .1427 .1433
Ohio..................................................... ............. 3 504 776 56.98 57.50 .1464 .1498
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 1,379

82
1,421

81
56.46 56.45 .1362 .1400

Tennessee........................................................... 2 60.00 60.00 .1162 .3183
Texas................................................................. 2 423 394 59.72 59.73 .1438 .1499
Virginia.............................................................. 2 150 219 59.61 59.52 .1160 .1204

MACHINE W OODW ORKERS, M ale.

Delaware............................................................ 2 84 112 54.00 54.00 $0.2710 $0.2366
.2884Illinois............................................................... 5 242 330 54.18 54.18 .2791

I n d ia n a _______________________________________ 3 35 36 60.00 60.00 .2264 .2349
M in n eso ta___  _______ 2 27 30 57.56 57.30 .2153 .2287
Missouri............................................................. 3 92 97 58.28 57.55 .2337 .2380
New York.......................................................... 3 49 50 53.67 54.20 .2267 .2258
Ohio................................................................... 3 170 213 57.26 57.33 .2124 .2181
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 67 57 56.57 56.93 .2513 .2741
Tennessee........................................................... 2 11 11 60.00 60.00 .2086 .1986
Texas................................................................. 2 23 24 57.17 56.75 .2717 .2738
Virginia.............................................................. 2 17 17 59.41 59.29 .2256 .2244

MACHINISTS, M ale.

California........................................................... 3 478 365 54.00 54.00 $0.3575 $0.4066
.2531Delaware............................................................ 2 12 13 54.00 54.00 .2719

Illinois............................................................... 6 851 866 52.83 53.07 .3340 .3381
Indiana.............................................................. 4 232 224 57.54 57.80 .2894 .2878
Maryland........................................................... 2 507

233
466 56.05 55.00 .2689 .2789

Minnesota.......................................................... 2 263 53.45 55.09 .3444 .3453
Missouri....................................... ..................... 3 155 132 56.37 54.69 .3144 .3199
New York.......................................................... 3 315 319 55.61 52.73 .2530 .2588
Ohio................................................................... 3 271 311 55.71 55.93 .2573 .2770
Pennsylvania.................................................... 2 677 784 55.55 55.51 .3396 .3452
Tennessee................... -..................................... 2 73 78 60.00 60.00 

56.10
.2880
.3527

.2897
Texas................................................................. 2 130 155 56.50 .3378
Virginia.............................................................. 2 134 144 59.53 59.44 .2844 .2925

PA IN T E R S, M ale.

California........................................................... 3 83 98 54.00 54.00 $0.2893 $0.2905
Delaware........................................................... 2 66 102 54.00 54.00 .2852 .2658
Illinois............................................................... 6 220 274 55.04 54.97 .3099 .3277
Indiana.............................................................. 4 38 37 58.58 59.19 .2277 .2310
Maryland........................................................... 2 88 107 56.99 55.00 .2069 .2394
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 98 95 57.19 57.42 .2271 .2347
Missouri........................................................... 3 110 111 58.00 57.51 .2643 „ .2769
New York........................................... » ............. 3 132 134 51.24 50.90 .3636 .3517
Ohio................................................................... 3 222 218 56.83 57.10 .2437 .2588
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 144 139 57.60 57.73 .3283 .3005
Texas................................................................. 2 43 44 57.74 57.64 .2812 .2763
Virginia............................................................. 2 54 45 59.52 59.36 .2076 .2092
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T a b l e  V . — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN  
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY  STATES—Continued.

CARS, STEAM R AILROAD—Concluded.
U PH O L ST ER E R S, M ale.

State.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1908. 1905. 1906.

California........................................................... 2 25 30 54.00 54.00 $0.3010 $0.3025
.2821Delaware............................................................ 2 11 14 54.00 54.00 .2691

•Illinois............................................................... 3 50 100 54.30 54.18 .3250 .3600
Indiana.............................................................. 2 3 4 60.00 60.00 .2234 .2363
Maryland........................................................... 2 22 23 55.45 55.00 .2085 .2151
Minnesota.......................................................... 2 16 16 56.75 56.75 .2225 .2351
Missouri............................................................. 2 13 13 59.00 56.69 .2588 .2773
New Y ork.......................................................... 2 13 13 50.77 50.77 .2477 .2477
Ohio................................................................... 2 44 48 57.36 57.00 .2618 .2673
Texas................................................................. 2 6 7 55.67 55.43 .2958 .2964
Virginia.............................................................. 2 8 8 59.75 59.50 .2175 .2256

COTTON GOODS.

CABDING-MACHINE TEN D ER S, M ale.

Alabama.............................................. ............. 2 7 6 64.71 65.00 $0.0763 $0.1033
Georgia.............................................................. 5 41 40 66.00 66.00 .0820 .0862
Maine................................................................. 3 33 34 60.00 60.00 .1130 .1196
Massachusetts................................................... 6 120 125 58.00 58.00 .1196 .1284
New Hampshire................................................ 2 71 107 60.00 60.00 .1135 .1267
North Carolina.... .................................... ......... 3 14 17 66.00 63.41 .0934 .0914
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 20 21 60.00 60.00 .1196 .1204
Rhode Island..................................................... 2 26 29 58.00 58.00 .1258 .1275
South Carolina.................................................. 2 43 48 66.00 65.00 .0729 .0858

LOOM F IX E R S , M ale.

Alabama............
Georgia.............
Maine................
Massachusetts..  
New Hampshire. 
North Carolina. 
Pennsylvania...  
Rhode Island...  
South Carolina..

2 23 23 65.48 65.48 $0.1423 $0.1598
5 57 54 66.00 66.00 .1371 .1478
3 66 67 60.00 60.00 .1940 .2075
6 183 206 58.00 58.00 .2166 .2297
2 225 294 60.00 60.00 .2083 .2194
3 24 24 66.00 63.17 .1453 .1634,
2 18 18 60.00 60.00 .1620 .1656
2 67 55 '58.00 58.00 .2062 .2169
2 52 53 66.00 65.62 .1320 .1346

SPINNERS, FRA M E, F em ale.

Alabama............................................................ 2 175 147 65.33 65.24 $0.0462 $0.0596
Georgia.............................................................. 5 246 261 66.00 66.00 .0754 .0787
Maine................................................................. 3 245 200 60.00 60.00 .0941 .1088
Massachusetts................................................... 6 1,096

599
987 58.00 58.00 .1055 . 1221

New Hampshire................................................ 2 776 60.00 60.00 .0966 .1039
North Carolina.................................................. 3 98 80 65.27 63.13 .0690 .0754
P p .T in s y lv A .n ia .................................................................................... 2 54 55 60.00 60.00 .0872 .0950
Rhr»de T s i  A n d ....................................................................... ............ 2 116 123 58.00 58.00 .0983 .1097
South Carolina..............................„.................. 2 228 212 66.00 65.75 .0746 .0775

SPINNERS, MULE, M ale.

Maine................................................................. 3 31 29 60.00 60.00 $0.2069 $0.2192
Massachusetts................................................... 3 46 47 58.00 58.00 .2026 .2154
Rhode Island..................................................... 2 44 48 58.00 58.00 .1913 .2032

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



166 BULLETIN OP THE BUREAU OF LABOR,

T a b l e  V .— AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN 
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY STATES—Continued.

C O T T O N  G O O D S—Concluded.

W EA V ER S, M ale.

State.

Num
ber of 
estab-

HoVfc

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
p erl

e wages 
lour.

usn-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Alabama............................................................. 2 146 106 65.84 65.72 10.0940
.1055

$0.1153 
.1118Georgia............................................................... 4 223 241 66.00 66.00

Maine.................................................................. 3 197 159 60.00 60.00 .1581 .1748
Massachusetts.................................................... 6 895 1,281

105
58.00 58.00 .1646 .1725

North Carolina.................................................. 3 127 66.00 63.52 .1101 .1237
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 61 54 60.00 60.00 .1276 .1341
Rhode Island..................................................... 2 309 298 58.00 58.00 .1475 .1646
South Carolina................................................... 2 244 246 66.00 65.63 .1028 .1105

W EAV ERS, F em ale.

Alabama..........
Georgia............
Maine...............
M assachusetts.. 
North Carolina.. 
Pennsylvania.. 
Rhode Island... 
South Carolina..

2 235 132 64.98 64.52 30.0814 30.0901
4 428 347 66.00 66.00 .0915 .0957
3 574 468 60.00 60.00 .1348 .1474
6 1,980 1,784 58.00 58.00 .1478 .1552
3 75 64 66.00 64.19 .0933 .0963
2 220 201 60.00 60.00 .1323 .1310
2 428 373 58.00 58.00 .1355 .1505
2 83 107 66.00 65.51 .0919 .0975

D Y E I N G , F I N I S H I N G , A N D  P R I N T I N G  T E X T IL E S .

BLEACHERS^ M ale.

Massachusetts.................................................... 4 96 113 58.00 58.00 30.1179 
.1449

30.1214 
.1464New Jersey......................................................... 3 38 48 58.68 58.65

Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 11 16 60.00 60.00 .1538 .1672
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 249 245 59.57 58.55 .1178 .1252

CALENDRERS, M ale.

Massachusetts.................................................... 4 21 25 58.00 58.00 30.1332 
.1567

30.1342 
.1562New Jersey......................................................... 3 49 57 58.67 58.67

Pennsylvania__I............................................... 2 24 27 60.00 60.00 .1569 .1562
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 220 199 59.43 59.11 .1369 .1391

D Y E R S, M ale.

Massachusetts........................ I......................... 4 133 163 58.00 58.00 30.1291 
.1441

30.1322 
.1436New Jersey......................................................... 3 37 40 58.76 58.73

Pennsylvania.................................................... 5 97 104 60.00 60.00 .1758 .1816
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 173 176 59.48 58.44 .1364 .1380

P R IN T E R S , M ale

Massachusetts................................................... 3 40 41 58.00 58.00 30.4451 30.4362
.3654New Jersey......................................................... 2 16 16 59.38 59.38 .3654

Pennsylvania.................................................... 3 18 15 60.00 60.00 . .4594 .4812
Rhode Island..................................................... 3 28 29 57.14 57.07 .4787 .4904
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H ATS, FUR.
F IN ISH E R S, M ale.
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State.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
pernour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

New Jersey......................................................... 4 278 279 50.31 50.38 
58.* 49

10.3470 
- .3025

$0.3823
.3155New York.......................................................... 2 160 156 58.53

Pennsylvania..................................................... 5 349 323 54.97 54.89 .2755 .2888

SIZERS, M ale.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 96 111 54.79 54.68 $0.3121
.3041

$0.3504
.3469
.2748

New Jersey......................................................... 4 350 341 50.23 50.29
New York.......................................................... 2 202 198 57.97 57.96 .2607
P e n n sy lv a n ia . . 5 478 543 54.85 54.81 .2492 .2595

TRIM M ER S, F em ale.

New Jersey......................................................... 4 230 233 50.41 50.41 $0.1803
.1467

$0.1847 
.1346New York........................................................... 2 353 355 57.71 57.68

Pennsylvania..................................................... 5 481 555 54.58 54.44 .1117 .1208

HOSIERY A N D  K N IT GOODS.
FIN ISH E R S, F em ale.

New York.......................................................... 8 355 392 59.12 59.53 $0.1304
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 89 91 60.00 59.73 .1148
Wisconsin........................................................... 2 140 145 59.52 59.55 .0787

K N IT T E R S, F em ale.

Massachusetts................................................... 2 63 95 58.17 55.82 $0.1398 $0.1406
New Y ork.......................................................... 5 69 83 58.96 59.13 .1125 .1149
Pennsylvania..................................................... 4 222 241 59.95 59.67 .1331 .1430
Wisconsin........................................................... 2 152 167 59.92 59.91 .0928 .0948

LEATHER.
F liE S H E R S , M ale.

Illinois................................................................ 3 11 8 58.45 58.25 $0.1985 $0.2010
Kentucky........................................................... 4 11 12 58.45 58.00 .2009 .2066
Massachusetts................................................... 3 21 21 59.00 59.00 .1824 .1848
Michigan............................................................ 2 9 6 55.89 57.83 .1986 .1822
New Jersey........................................................ 5 62 22 59.26 57.91 .1640 .2313
New Y ork........................................................... 4 17 17 59.53 59.53 .1766 .1789
Ohio................................................................... 3 10 10 58.20 57.60 .2109 .2208
Pennsylvania..................................................... 12 70 81 59.27 59.31 .1890 .1883
Virginia.............................................................. 6 34 40 60.00 60.00 .1486 .1594
Wisconsin.......................................................... 4 40 36 59.90 59.89 .1948 .1898

GLAZERS, Male*

Delaware............................................................ 2 72 92 60.00 60.00 $0.1823 $0.1840
Illinois................................................................ 2 18 22 59.00 59.00 .1526 .1514
Massachusetts.................................................... 4 111 172 59.00 59.00 .1670 .1716
New York.......................................................... 5 27 26 59.15 59.15 .1660 .1666
Pennsylvania..................................................... 4 379 373 59.38 59.44 .1812 .1686

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



168 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR,

T a b l e  V . — AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN 
SELECTED OCCUPATIONS, BY STATES—Continued.

State.

California.......
Delaware.......
Illinois...........
Kentucky.......
Massachusetts
Michigan.........
New Jersey...
New York___
Ohio...............
Pennsylvania.
Virginia..........
Wisconsin____

California.......
Delaware........
Illinois..'........
Massachusetts 
New Jersey...
New York......
Ohio...............
Pennsylvania. 
Wisconsin.......

Delaware........
Illinois...........
Massachusetts,
New York......
Pennsylvania. 
Wisconsin.......

California.......
Delaware........
Illinois...........
Kentucky.......
Massachusetts 
New Jersey...
New York___
Ohio...............
Pennsylvania.
Virginia..........
Wisconsin.......

California.......
Delaware........
Illinois............
Kentucky.......
Massachusetts 
New Jersey...
New York----
Ohio...............
Pennsylvania.
Virginia..........
Wisconsin.......

LEATHER—Concluded.
LIJHERS, M ale*

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
perl

e wages 
lour.

1906. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

2 6 7 57.83 56.14 $0.2076 $0.2670
2 17 29 60.00 60.00 .1667 .1673
3 26 24 58.77 58.75 .1820 .1632
4 23 16 59.39 59.13 .1258 .1377
3 68 83 59.00 59.00 .1585 .1593
2 7 7 58.29 58.29 .1765 .1765
4 10 11 56.20 55.91 .2332 .2377
6 26 32 59.54 59.00 .1678 .1688
3 8 8 58.50 58.50 .1843 .1936
6 96 112 57.92 58.40 .1957 .1941
4 20 20 60.00 60.00 .1230 .1296
5 84 79 59.90 59.90 .1622 .1691

SE T T E R S OUT, M ale.

2 6 6 57.00 56.00 $0.2456 $0.2866
2 13 21 60.00 60.00 .1359 .1393
2 15 17 59.00 59.00 .2067 .2078
4 55 77 59.00 59.00 .1672 .1698
3 46 49 59.26 59.31 .1629 .1583
6 56 52 59.41 59.38 .1924 .1963
3 26 26 56.31 56.31 .2464 .2519
5 49 43 58.98 59.02 .1800 .1935
4 85 94 59.92 59.93 .2082 .2058

S I  A K E R S, M ale.

2 43 44 60.00 60.00 $0.1776 $0.1847
2 39 35 59.00 59.00 .1741 .1707
4 67 107 59.00 59.00 .1773 .1752
3 22 15 58.95 59.00 .1612 .1538
4 203 224 59.54 59.55 .2267 .2314
4 31 31 59.87 59.87 .1703 .1705

TANYARD HANDS, M ale.

2 12 9 57.83 55.67 $0.2003 $0.2416
2 46 58 60.00 60.00 .1346 .1320
3 34 31 57.94 57.65 .1806 .1834
3 35 35 59.66 59.66 .1228 .1345
3 70 103 59.00 59.00 .1588 .1579
5 85 68 58.34 57.94 .1606 .1742
5 70 62 59.87 59.92 .1476 .1503
3 46 48 56.74 57.13 .1760 .1754

12 199 227 59.17 59.26 .1583 .1608
6 143 164 60.00 60.00 .1251 .1272
5 188 181 59.95 59.94 .1656 .1674

IJNHAIRERS, M ale.

2 14 11 57.00 56.18 $0.2337 $0.2638
2 59 36 60.00 60.00 .1701 . 1676
3 33 31 58.27 58.23 .2052 .2053
2 13 7 60.00 60.00 .1340 .1498
2 41 57 59.00 59.00 .1732 .1722
4 24 21 58.29 58.05 .2074 .2112
6 29 22 59.41 59.32 .1587 .1637
2 6 6 56.00 56.00 .2127 .2141

10 74 85 58.68 59.02 * .2425 .2403
6 60 55 60.00 60.00 .1341 . 1400
5 54 31 59.87 59.77 .1976 .2003
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LUM BER.
CARRIAGE: MEN, M ale.
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State.

Num
ber of 
estab-

I 2 mI*

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag 
per 1

e  wages 
lour.

USD-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Alabama............................................................. 3 G 6 60.00 60.00 $0.1450 $0.1500
Arkansas............................................................ 5 19 19 65.37 60.95 .1632 .1758
Florida............................................................... 4 9 11 62.67 62.18 .1585 .1620
Iowa................................................................... 4 14 14 61.71 61.71 .1954 .2019
Louisiana........................................................... 6 15 15 64.00 60.00 .1664 .1783
Michigan............................................................ 6 12 13 60.00 60.00 .1958 .1942
Minnesota........................................................... 3 8 8 60.00 60.00 .2938 .3125
Missouri............................................................. 3 10 9 59.70 59.67 .1700 .1750
Ohio.................................................................... 2 4 4 60.00 60.00 .1663 .1688
Oregon............................................................... 2 11 11 60.00 60.00 .2159 .2273
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 4 4 58.25 58.25 .1995 .1995

.1360South Carolina................................................... 2 5 5 61.80 61.80 .1360
W ashington................................ '....................... 4 22 19 60.00 CO. 00 .1927 .2171
W isconsin........................................................... 6 19 19 60.00 60.00 . .1858 .1961

As________

CHOPPERS AND SA W YERS IN WOODS, M ale.

Arkansas............................................................ 4 60 59 66.00 62.44 $0.1818 $0.1957
California........................................................... 3 146 155 66.00 66.00 .2618 .2625
Florida............................................................... 4 89 118 60.00 60.00 .1467 .1552
Georgia.............................................................. 2 18 19 51.33 50.84 .1642 .1658
Michigan............................................................ 5 225 318 62.11 62.07 .1595 .1634
Minnesota.......................................................... 3 1,142 1,229 60.00 60.00 .1889 .2008
Missouri............................................................. 2 101 107 60.00 60.00 .1767 .1785
Washington....................................................... 2 75 86 63.12 62.79 .2614 .2744
Wisconsin........................................................... 5 295 307 60.00 60.00 .1749 .1796

LABO RERS, M ale.

Alabama............................................................ 3 127 127 60.00 60.00 $0.1358 $0.1357
A r k a n sa s.......... .......................................................... 5 492 498 65.52 60.19 .1450 .1577
California........................................................... 2 180 210 60.00 60.00 .1987 .2089
Florida............................................................... 5 350 649 60.57 60.11 .1259 .1448
Georgia.............................................................. 2 56 54 64.50 64.50 .0966 .1163
In d ia n a ........................................................................ 2 66 62 60.00 60.00 .1439 .1431
Iowa................................................................... 4 434 432 61.35 61.32 .1607 .1684
Louisiana........................................................... 6 693 698 63.81 60.00 .1369 .1458
Maine................................................................. 2 92 160 60.00 60.00 .1652 .1641
Michigan............................................................ 6 386 397 60.00 60.00 .1624 .1664
Minnesota............ -........................................... 4 479 540 60.00 60.00 .1970 .2070
Missouri............................................................. 3 377 357 59.57 59.56 .1524 .1567
Ohio................................................................... 2 176 169 60.00 60.00 .1706 .1771
Oregon............................................................... 2 454 381 60.00 60.00 .2135 .2283
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 49 49 58.57 58.57 .1812 .1805
South Carolina.................................................. 2 * 78 59 62.31 62.08 .0875 .0992
Tennessee........................................................... 2 410 394 60.00 60.00 .1271 .1404
Washington....................................................... 4 884 1,352

514
60.00 60.00 .1791 .2039

Wisconsin.......................................................... 6 614 60.00 60.00 .1565 .1680

PAPER A N D  WOOD PULP.
B E A T E R S, M ale.

Maine................................................................. 2 155 146 53.99 54.60 $0.2128 $0.2108
Massachusetts................................................... 5 101 103 59.13 57.98 .1650 .1644
M ich igan..................................................................... 2 28 35 60.00 60.00 .1827 .1881
New York.......................................................... 5 69 71 68.71 68.90 .1575 .1571
Ohio................................................................... 2 26 28 71.38 71.36 .1306 .1353
Pennsylvania.................................................... 3 53 55 72.00 72.00 .1554 .1545
Wisconsin.!....................................................... 4 68 67 72.00 72.00 .1480 .1482
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Table V .—AVERAGE WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1905 AND 1906, IN
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P A P E R  A N D  W O O D  P U L P -C onclu ded.

State.

Num
ber of 
estab-
lies'll

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
perl

e wages 
lour.

lisn-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Massachusetts.................................................... 3 28 30 66.79 66.20 $0.1725 
.1970

$0.1741 
.1948Michigan............................................................. 3 22 35 60.00 60.00

Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 35 53 65.31 63.17 .1621 .1598
Wisconsin........................................................... 4 31 36 66.19 68.00 .1537 .1551

LABORERS, M ale.

Maine.................................................................. 3 236 210 55.63 55.09 10.1768
.1588

$0.1804
.1596Massachusetts................................................... 5 111 120 57.54 57.88

Michigan............................................................. 3 55 107 60.00 60.00 .1500 .1514
New York.......................................................... 5 280 282 59.98 59.98 .1464 .1511
Ohio.................................................................... 2 73 78 59.62 59.65 .1412 .1513
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 404 354 63.86 61.79 .1462 .1506
Wisconsin........................................................... 4 89 55 62.16 63.49 .1454 .1464

MACHINE T EN D ER S, M ale.

Maine.................................................................. 3 69 72 53.45 53.47 $0.3088
.2244

$0.3086
.2257Massachusetts................................................... 5 72 73 58.63 58.48

Michigan............................................................. 2 10 14 60.00 60.00 .3250 .3196
New York.......................................................... 5 47 45 67.17 67.24 .3121 .3186
Ohio.................................................................... 2 11 10 71.55 71.60 .2399 .2386
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 33 33 72.00 72.00 .2729 .2737
Wisconsin........................................................... 4 24 24 72.00 72.00 .2685 .2610

RAO SO RTERS, F em a le.

Massachusetts ................................................ 4 192 195 54.31 52.21 $0.0974 
.1277

$0.1046
.1134Michigan............................................................ 2 15 20 60.00 60.00

Wisconsin.......................................................... 3 49 45 60.00 60.00 .0923 .0976

SH IPBU ILDING .

BLACKSM ITHS, M ale.

California........................................................... 2 41 32 54.00 53.81 $0.3448
.2484

$0.3766
.2770Delaware............................................................ 2 21 13 54.00 54.00

Maine.................................................................. 3 16 19 55.75 55.42 .2656 .2737
Maryland........................................................... 2 17 15 56.00 55.93 .2608 .2606
Massachusetts................................................... 2 21 16 54.00 54.00 .2937 .3030

.3313New Jersey........................................................ 2 10 11 54.50 54.55 .3245
New York.......................................................... 4 14 17 53.57 53.53 .3440 .3628
Ohio................................................................... 2 24 21 60.00 60.00 .2717 .2819
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 43 40 58.37 58.63 .2811 .2855

BO ILER  M AKERS, M ale.

California........................................................... 2 39 50 55.54 54.00 $0.3637
.2508

$0.4382 
.2670Delaware............................................................ 2 42 38 54.00 54.00

Maryland........................................................... 2 65 64 55.18 55.23 .2689 .2713
New Jersey......................................................... 2 59 62 49.19 49.47 .3678 .3632
New York.......................................................... 2 15 24 53.13 53.08 .3182 .3352
Ohio.................................................................... 2 47 50 60.00 60.00 .2873 .3001
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 118 170 58.61 59.16 *.2443 .2493
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S H IP B m M X E N G —Continued.

CALKERS, IRON, M ale.

WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR, 1890 TO 1906. 171

State.

Num
ber of 
estab-
lid'll

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per nour.

nsn-
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

New York.......................................................... 2 20 28 53.85 53.89 $0.3022
.2640

$0.3042
.2632
.2726

Ohio.................................................................... 2 57 57 60.00 60.00
Pennsylvania....... , ............................................ 3 269 217 59.32 59.59 .2697

CALKERS, WOOD, M ale.

Maine.................................................................. 3 56 75 56.59 57.53 $0.2980 $0.2739
.3056Maryland............................................................ 2 60 55 54.00 54.00 .2778

Massachusetts................................................... 3 25 22 48.48 48.55 .3895 .3872
New Jersey.................................................. . 2 93 133 50.32 49.53 .3887 .4199
New York.......................................................... 7 107 84 53.62 53.80 .3251 .3277

CARPENTERS, M ale.

California........................................................... 3 242 136 58.41 52.46 $0.3715
.2756

$0.4470
Delaware............................................................ 3 145 143 54.00 54.00 .2947
Maine................................................................. 4 158

48
191 56.26 56.87 .2487 .2396

Maryland........................................................... 3 70 54.42 54.49 .2935 .3190
Massachusetts................................................... 3 104 94 51.29 51.64 .3301 .3352
New Jersey__.N.................................................. 3 227 244 50.72 50.37 .3794 .4038
New York.......................................................... 7 320 343 53.68 53.55 .3033 .3059
Ohio.................................................................... 2 105 129 60.00 60.00 .2957 .2965
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 261 243 59.00 58.89 .2962 .2942

D R IL L E R S, M ale.

Delaware............................................................ 2 42 25 54.00 54.00 $0.1570
.1817

$0.1684
.1852Maine.................................................................. 3 82 35 55.10 55.23

New York......... ................................................ 2 20 23 53.70 53.87 .2286 .2260
Ohio.................................................................... 2 76 76 60.00 60.00 .1738 .1726
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 381 304 59.62 59.54 .2345 .2430

F IT T E R S , M ale.

Delaware............................................................ 2 43 73 54.00 54.00 $0.2375 $0.2758
Maryland............................................................ 2 55 51 55.51 55.69 .2630 .2760
Massachusetts................................................... 2 35 28 54.00 54.00 .3060 .2952
New York.:......................................................... 3 37 48 53.73 53.71 .3077 .3107
Ohio.................................................................... 2 77 66 60.00 60.00 .2665 .2728
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 215 151 57.87 58.23 .2379 .2386

JOINERS, M ale.

California........................................................... 3 168 177 54.29 53.69 $0.3658
.2612

$0.4352
.2830Delaware............................................................ 2 154 95 54.00 54.00

Maine.................................................................. 2 20 28 57.20 56.43 .2500 .2482
Maryland........................................................... 3 169 59 55.95 55.31 .2639 .2931
Massachusetts................................................... 2 69 60 52.78 52.80 .3301 .3403
New Jersey........................................................ 2 22 32 57.27 56.56 .2875 .2984
New York.......................................................... 4 85 57 54.12 53.96 .3167 .3333
Ohio................................................................... 2 97 70 60.00 60.00 .2983 .2941
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 174 217 58.99 59.03 .2772 .2866
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LABORERS, M ale.
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State.

Num
ber of 
estab

lish
ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averag
p e r l

e wages 
Lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 19C6.

California........................................................... 3 216 366 57.33 53.89 $0.2140 $0.2210
Delaware............................................................ 3 262 257 54.00 54.00 .1422 .1502
Maine................................................................. 4 69 84 55.26 55.18

56.20‘
.1804 .1860

Maryland........................................................... 2 310 298 56.00 .1333 .1322
Massachusetts................................................... 2 68 51 54.00 54.00 .2014 .2052
New Jersey....... ................................................. 2 159 195 55.44 55.51 .1725 .1734
New York.......................................................... 7 289 408 54.15 53.97 .1748 .1864
Ohio................................................................... 2 715 788 60.00 60.00 1507 .1599
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 594 448 57.03 57.59 .1484 .1393

MACHINISTS, M ale.

California........................................................... 2 429 419 54.10 54.00 $0.3401 $0.3745
Delaware......................... •-................................ 2 128 159 54.00 54.00 .2806 .3011
Maryland........................................................... 2 87 102 55.82 55.94 .2603 .2583
Massachusetts................................................... 2 93 105 54.00 54.00 .2831 .2886
New Jersey........................................................ 2 84 94 51.08 52.10 .3333 .3269
New York....... 1................................................. 3 74 88 53.27 53.36 .3104 .3193
Ohio................................................................... 2 152 215 60.00 60.00 .2735 .2778
Pennsylvania........................................... ; ....... 3 558 622 58.60 59.13 .2552 .2568

PA IN T E R S, M ale.

Delaware............................................................ 2 67 65 54.00 54.00 $0.2429 $0.2679
Maryland........................................................... 3 207 165 54.70 54.19 .2294 .2340
New Jersey........................................................ 2 12 10 57.50 56.50 .2500 .2625
New York.......................................................... 5 73 79 54.85 53.56 .2501 .2529
Ohio...................................., ............................. 2 62 55 60.00 60.00 .1941 .1955
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 84 157 58.10 59.15 .2942 .3158

RIG G ER S, M ale.

California........................................................... 4 39 48 54.46 49.50 $0.4961 $0.5514
Delaware...................... -................................... 2 21 14 54.00 54.00 .1929 .2433
Maryland........................................................... 2 23 18 55.78 55.89 .1942 .1861
Massachusetts................................................... 2 32 30 54.00 54.00 .2425 .2486
New York.......................................................... 3 39 51 53.82 53.84 .1881 .2049
Ohio................................................................... 2 13 13 60.00 60.00 .2269 .2269
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 211 221 59.32 59.55 .1968 .2004

R IV E T E R S , M ale.

Massachusetts................................................... 2 35 18 54.00 54.00 $0.3410
New York.......................................................... 3 93 86 53.73 53.77 .3121
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 224 181 59.02 59.28 .3027
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(iU lL L lR S y  F em ale*

State.

Num
ber of 
estab-
liaV i

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Average wages 
per hour.

ii sn- 
ments. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 82 76 60.00 60.00 10.0977
.0899

$0.0986
.0918New Jersey........................................................ 5 152 124 55.00 55.00

New York.......................................................... 3 35 30 58.37 58.07 .0808 .0860
Pennsylvania..................................................... 5 111 89 58.49 58.64 .0785 .0849

SPINNERS, Male*

New Jersey........................................................ 2 28 32 55.00 55.00 $0.1221 $0.1213
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 183 167 .58.44 58.52 .0768 .0822

W A R P E R S , F em a le.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 108 135 60.00 60.00 $0.1458
.1818

$0.1511
.1848New Jersey........................................................ 3 115 120 55.00 55.00

Pennsylvania^.................................................. 5 288 264 58.49 58.50 .1305 .1342

W EA V ER S, M ale.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 314 262 60.00 60.00 $0.1951
.2017

$0.2053
.2110New Jersey........................................................ 5 268 253 55.00 55.00

New York.......................................................... 2 125 122 55.74 55.72 .2048 .1997
Pennsylvania................ .................................... 2 148 92 59.11 59.34 .1351 .1627

W EAV ERS, F em ale.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 277 264 60.00 60.00 $0.1549
.1804

$0.1636
.1802New Jersey........................................................ 5 422 348 55.00 55.00

New York.......................................................... 2 217 242 59.72 59.55 .1687 .1657
Pennsylvania..................................................... 4 1,039 965 58.24 58.30 .1220 .1226

W IN DER S, F em ale.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 211 242 60.00 60.00 $0.1077 $0.1060
New Jersey........................................................ . 6 212 204 55.00 55.00 .1269 .1251
New York.......................................................... 3 48 46 57.42 57.15 .1326 .1389
Pennsylvania..................................................... 5* 320 338 58.92 58.93 .0918 .0921

WOOLEK AND WORSTED GOODS.

B U R L E R S, F em ale*

Connecticut........................................................ 2 23 22 60.00 60.00 $0.1486 $0.1611
Maine................................................................. 3 63 109 60.00 60.00 .1160 .1077
Massachusetts................................................... 5 145 144 5a 00 58.00

60.00
.1041 .1141

New Hampshire................................................ 2 17 21 60.00 .1002 .0998
New Jersey........................................................ 2 26 26 56.15 56.15 .0908 .0985
New York.......................................................... 2 127 112 57.57 57.64 .0908 .0920
Pennsylvania..................................................... 5 100 103 60.00 59.27 .1032 .1064
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 127 135 58.00 57.04 .1102 .1154

8891—No. 71—07--- 12
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CARDERS, M ale.

•State.

Num
ber of 
estab
lish

ments.

Number of 
employees.

Average 
hours per 

week.

Averagi 
per 1

3 wages 
lour.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 16 17 60.00 60.00 $0.1244 $0.1264
Maine.................................................................. 3 16 20 60.00 60.00 .1056 .1125
Massachusetts................................................... 6 109 90 58.11 58.00 .1145 .1211
New Hampshire................................................. 2 18 24 60.00 60.00 .1229 .1146
New York.......................................................... 2 15 17 58.80 58.59 .1151 .1194
Pennsylvania..................................................... 3 18 14 60.00 59.79 .1366 .1304
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 43 86 58.00 58.00 .1078 .1123

D Y E R S, M ale.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 15 11 60.00 60.00 $0.1341 $0.1442
Maine.................................................................. 3 70 79 60.00 60.00 .1400 .1422
Massachusetts........................ .......................... 6 201 177 58.00 58.00 .1293 .1385
New Hampshire................................................. 2 8 8 60.00 60.00 .1375 .1419
New York.......................................................... 2 40 41 58.35 58.39 .1352 .1365
Pennsylvania..................................................... 4 40 52 60.00 58.85 .1546 .1595
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 105 118 61.33 60.89 .1252 .1312

LOOM F IX E R S , M ale.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 14 14 60.00 60.00 $0.1857 $0.2057
Maine.................................................................. 3 20 21 60.00 60.00 .2212 .2453
Massachusetts................................................... 6 82 79 58.00 58.00 .2377 .2530
New Hampshire................................................. 2 7 7 60.00 60.00 .2179 .2179
New York.......................................................... 2 22 22 58.23 58.23 .2420 .2432
Pennsylvania..................................................... 5 32 44 60.00 58.50 .2764 .3042
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 89 79 58.00 58.00 .2393 .2510

SPINNERS, FRA M E, F em a le.

New York.......................................................... 2 118 153 57.38 57.41 $0.0909
.1081Rhode Island..................................................... 2 103 115 58.00 58.00

SPINNERS, MULE, M ale.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 20 23 60.00 60.00 $0.1589 $0.1541
Maine................................................................. 2 24 25 60.00 60.00 .1968 .2195
Massachusetts........................ .......................... 6 113 100 58.09 59.41 .1941 .2127
New Hampshire................................................. 2 41 31 60.00 60.00 .1847 .1841
New Jersey........................................................ 2 46 53 55.65 55.47 .2228 .2329
Pennsylvania..................................................... 2 37 20 60.00 58.35 .1563 .1523
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 78 70 58.00 58.00 .1995 .2003

W E A V E R S, M ale.

Connecticut........................................................ 2 157 151 60.00 60.00 $0.1942
.1464

$0.2266
.1629Maine.................................................................. 3 156 163 60.00 60.00

Massachusetts................................................... 6 361 321 58.00 58.00 .1726 .1955
New Hampshire................................................ 2 42 23 60.00 60.00 .1692 .1807
New Jersey........................................................ 2 39 37 56.79 56.62 .1810 .1987
New. York.......................................................... 2 132 106 59.50 59.29 .1763 .1810
Pennsylvania..................................................... 5 239 245 60.00 59.11 .2114 .2242
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 525 414 58.00 58.00 .1918 .2085

W EAVERS, F em ale.

Connecticut................................................... . 2 27 35 60.00 60.00 $0.1789
.1480

$0.1796
.1453Maine.................................................................. 3 138 137 60.00 60.00

Massachusetts.................................................... 6 936 756 58.00 58.00 .1479 .1693
New Hampshire................................................. 2 73 97 60.00 60.00 .1700 .1784
New Jersey......................................................... 2 109 108 55.41 55.37 .1595 .1654
New York........................................................... 2 196 219 57.58 57.95 .1354 .1365
Pennsylvania..................................................... 5 156 163 60.00 58.79 .1928 .2044
Rhode Island..................................................... 5 616 707 58.00 58.00 .1671 .1749
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RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

Retail prices of food during 1906 were higher than in any other 
year of the seventeen-year period beginning with 1890 covered by 
the investigations of the Bureau of Labor, being 2.9 per cent higher 
than in 1905.

The average prices of 25 of the 30 articles included in this com
pilation of prices were higher in 1906 than in 1905. The articles 
which showed the greatest advance in prices are lard 9.8 per cent, 
evaporated apples 9.1 per cent, fresh pork 8.8 per cent, dry or pickled 
pork 8.7 per cent, bacon 8.4 per cent, ham 7.3 per cent, while the 
advance in fresh fish and mutton exceeded 5 per cent. The only 
articles which showed any material decrease are flour 9.8 per cent 
and sugar 5.5 per cent.

The table which follows shows the per cent of increase or decrease 
in  price for each of the 30 articles when the average price in 1906 is 
compared with the average price in 1905:

PER CENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN THE AVERAGE RETAIL PRICES OF
THE PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF FOOD IN 1906 COMPARED W ITH THOSE IN 1905.

Articles for which the average price in 
1906 was higher than the average price 
in 1905.

Per cent 
of in

crease in 
price.

Articles for which the average price in 
1906 was lower than the average price 
in 1905.

Per cent 
of de

crease in 
price.

Com meal................................................ 0.8 Tea......................................................... 0.2
Molasses................................................... .9 Beans, dry.........................:................... . 9
Coflee................................. 1.2 Bread, wheat.......................................... 2.1
Milk, fresh, unskimmed.......................... 1.8 Sugar...................................................... 5.5
E ggs...................... .•................................. 2.0 Flour, wheat.......................................... 9.8
Vinegar.................................................... 2.3
Fish, salt................................................. 2.6
Beef, salt.................................................. 2.7
Rice.......................................................... 3.0
Beef, fresh, roasts................................... 3.1
Beef, fresh, steaks................................... 3.2
Potatoes, Irish........................................ 3.8
Cheese...................................................... 4.1
Chickens (year or more old), dressed___
Prunes.....................................................

4.4
4.5

Veal......................................................... 4.7
Butter...................................................... 4.9
Mutton.................................................... 5.3
Fish, fresh............................................... 5.7
Pork, salt, ham....................................... 7.3
Pork, salt, bacon..................................... 8.4
Pork, salt, dry or pickled....................... 8.7
Pork, fresh.............................................. 8.8
Apples, evaporated................................. 9.1
Lard......................................................... 9.8

Retail prices of food in December, 1906, were 5.1 per cent higher 
than in December, 1905.

The average prices of 25 of the 30 articles included in this compila
tion were higher in December, 1906, than in the corresponding month
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of 1905. The articles which showed the most marked advance in 
prices in December, 1906, over December, 1905, are butter 15.0 per 
cent, lard 13.9 per cent, fresh pork 12.2 per cent, dry or pickled pork 
11.9 per cent, bacon 11.1 per cent, and ham 9.8 per cent. The only 
articles which show any marked decline in price in December, 1906, 
from the price in December, 1905, are potatoes 5.8 per cent and flour 
4.8 per cent.

The table which follows shows the per cent of increase or decrease 
in price for each of the 30 articles of food when the average price in 
December, 1906, is compared with the average price in December, 
1905:

PER CENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN THE AVERAGE RETAIL PRICES OF THE 
PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF FOOD IN DECEMBER, 1906, COMPARED WITH THOSE IN 
DECEMBER, 1905.

Articles for which the average price in 
December, 1906, was higher than the 
average price in December, 1905.

Per cent 
of in

crease in 
price.

Articles for which the average price in 
December, 1906, was lower than the 
average price in December, 1905.

Per cent 
of de

crease in 
price.

Sugar........................................................ 0.2 Tea.......................................................... 0.1
Molasses................................................... 1.1 Bread, wheat............. j ........................... 1.2
Com meal................................................ 1.2 Beans, dry.............................................. 1.9
Apples, evaporated.................................. 1.2 Flour, wheat.......................................... 4.8
Coffee........................................................ 1.4 Potatoes, Irish................................ 5.8
Rice.......................................................... 2.2
Vinegar.................................................... 2.4
Prunes..................................................... 3.0
Milk, fresh, unskimmed.......................... 3.2
Fish, salt................................................. 3.9
Cheese...................................................... 3.9
Veal.......................................................... 4.0
Beef, fresh, roasts................................... 4.3
Beef, salt.................................................. 4.4
Beef, fresh, steaks........................ ;......... 4 8
Chickens (year or more old),dressed.. 5.8
Mutton.................................................... 6.1
Eggs......................................................... 6.3
Fish, fresh................................................ 6.7
Pork, salt, ham ....................................... 9.8
Pork, salt, bacon..................................... 11.1
Pork, salt, dry or pickled....................... 11.9
Pork, fresh............................................... 12.2
Lard......................................................... 13.9
Butter...................................................... 15.0

Some idea of the high prices of 1906 can be gained when it is 
seen that the average prices of 17 of the 30 articles were higher in 
1906 than in any other year of the seventeen-year period 1890 to 1906. 
Compared with prices in 1896, the year of lowest prices during the 
period, the price of every article, except coffee and prunes, was 
higher in 1906 than in 1896, and in the case of 12 of the 30 articles 
it was more than 25 per cent above the level of 1896. The increases 
in the price of some of the more important articles over the 1896 prices 
were as follows: Bacon, 55.5 per cent; potatoes, 48.6 per cent; fresh 
pork, 41.4 per cent; lard, 38.4 per cent, and chickens, 33.0 per cent.

The average price in 1906 for each of the 30 articles separately 
and as a whole is compared with the average price during each of 
the years from 1890 to 1905 in the following table which shows the 
per cent of increase or decrease:
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PER CENT OF INCREASE (+ ) OR DECREASE ( - )  IN RETAIL PRICES OF PRINCIPAL 
ARTICLES OF FOOD, 1906 COMPARED WITH PREVIOUS YEARS.
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Per cent of increase or decrease in 1906 compared with—
Arncie.

1890. 1891. 1892. 1893. 1894. 1895. 1896. 1897.

Apples, evaporated........................... +  6.1 +  4.8 +16.4 +  8.0 +  9.3 +18.7 +30.5 +31.7
Beans, dry.........................................
Beef, fresh, roasts.............................

+11.6 +  8.5 +12.5 +  9.7 +12.1 +14.6 + 24 3 +25.9
+16.3 +15.7 +16.2 +16.9 +17.7 +17.3 +16.8 +15.4

Beef, fresh, steaks............................. +17.9 +17.2 +17.3 +17.0 +18.6 +17.6 +17.1 +16.3
Beef, salt........................................... +13.6 +12.7 +11.4 +10.5 +12.0 +11.2 +11.0 +  9.8
Bread, wheat..................................... +  2.0 +  2.0 +  2.0 +  2.2 +  2.4 +  2.6 +  2.4 +  2.3
Butter................................................ +19.2 +11.1 +10.7 +  7.6 +16.2 +21.9 +27.5 +27.0
Cheese................................................ +16.9 +15.2 +13.8 +13.5 +13.7 +16.4 +18.0 +16.7
Chickens (year or more old), dressed. +27.4 +24.1 + 24 4 +23.9 +30.9 +31.2 +33.0 +37.3
Coffee................................................. -10.2 -10.0 -  8.8 -  9.6 -  8.3 -  6.9 -  4 9 +  .1
Com meal.......................................... +23.2 +12.3 +17.1 +19.5 +20.5 +22.-2 +29.7 +31.5

f U l, fresh.........................................
+33.4 +25.5 +25.7 + 2 4 1 +39.4 +35.1 + 44 6 +46.8
+17.0 +16.7 +16.1 +16.1 +15.7 +16.4 +16.0 +16.4

Fish, salt........................................... +16.0 +14.8 + 14 3 +13.0 +15.1 +18.1 +19.8 +22.7
Flour, wheat.......,.............................. -  1.5 -  3.9 +  2.9 +12.5 +21.9 +21.5 +16.6 +  3.6
Lard................................................... +30.3 +28.3 +23.6 +  8.6 +19.7 +27.9 +38.4 +42.5
Milk, fresh, unskimmed.................... +  8.4 +  8.4 +  8.3 +  8.5 + 8.7 +  8.9 +  9.0 +  9.2
Molasses............................................ +  .6 +  3.5 +  4 1 +  4 7 +  5.0 +  6.4 +  6.7 +  7.8
M utton............................................. +23.2 +23.4 +22.9 + 24 2 +26.9 +25.7 +25.7 + 24 6
Pork, fresh........................................ +42.0 +39.5 +37.0 +28.7 +35.3 +38.1 +41.4 +41.1
Pork, salt, bacon.............................. +57.0 +55.7 +51.8 +38.0 +45.2 +51.3 +55.5 + 54 4
Pork, salt, dry or pickled................. +43.7 +38.4 +36.2 +25.9 +32.4 +38.0 +43.4 +40.7
Pork, salt, ham................................. +28.9 +28.1 + 24 8 +16.4 + 24 8 +28.7 +30.3 +29.5
Potatoes, Irish.................................. +  4.7 -  1.9 +19.5 +  1.9 +11.5 + 24 6 +48.6 +23.0
Prunes............................................... -27.1 -27.0 - 25.0 - 26.4 -15.7 -  9.7 -  2.0 +  .9
Rice.................................................... +  4 3 +  3.1 +  4 3 +  7.4 +  6.8 +  7.0 +  9.3 +  8.0
Sugar................................................. -17 .2 -  4 4 + 2.1 -  3.3 +  4 7 +  7.0 +  1.7 +  2.6
Tea..................................................... +  5.5 +  5.1 +  5.3 +  5.4 +  6.9 +  7.1 +  6.8 +  7.1
Veal.................................................... + 24 7 +23.7 +23.2 +23.2 + 24 8 +25.1 +23.8 +23.3
Vinegar................................... ........... -  .3 -  2.7 -  .1 +  3.1 +  2.8 +  3.7 +  5.6 +  5.3

All food, simple averages..................
All food, weighted according to 

family consumption.......................

+13.8

+13.0

+12.4

+11.5

+ 1 4 1

+13.5

+11.6

+10.8

+15.9

+16.0

+18.3

+18.3

+21.3

+21.2

+20.7

+20.1

Per cent of increase or decrease in 1906 compared with—
Article.

1898. 1899. 1900. 1901. 1902. 1903. 1904. 1905.

Apples, evaporated........................... +21.2 +16.2 +21.4 +19.4 +10.7 + 14 7 +16.5 +  9.1
Beans, dry.........................................
Beef, fresh, roasts.............................

+20.1 +15.5 +  4 7 +  1.1 -  1.4 -  2.5 -  1.4 -  .9
+13.8 +11.6 +  8.6 +  4 5 -  2.4 +  2.3 +  2.6 +  3.1

Beef, fresh, steaks............................. + 14 2 +12.1 +  9.5 +  5.0 -  1.7 +  3.2 +  2.7 +  3.2
Beef, salt........................................... +  8.5 +  7.4 +  6.8 +  4 4 -  4.5 +  1.8 +  2.3 +  2.7
Bread, wheat..................................... +  2.5 +  2.7 +  2.6 +  2.9 +  2.9 +  2.1 -  1.5 -  2.1
Butter................................................ + 24  3 +21.0 +16.6 + 14 5 +  6.0 +  6.7 +  8.4 +  4.9
Cheese................................................ +18.5 +12.8 +11.2 +11.8 +  7.6 +  5.6 +  7.5 +  4 1
Chickens (year or more old), dressed. +33.4 +26.8 +28.1 +25.3 + 14 0 +  8.9 +  7.0 +  4 4
Coffee................................................. +  4.0 +  4 6 + 4 0 +  4 4 + 5.7 +  6.0 +  3.2 +  1.2
Com meal.......................................... +29.7 +29.5 +26.5 +15.0 + 3.7 +  2.1 +  1.4 +  . 8

F&h, fresh.........................................
+39.5 +32.7 + 34 3 +27.0 +12.7 +  7.1 +  2.5 +  2.0
+15.6 +16.0 +15.7 + 14 6 +10.7 +  8.3 +  7.7 +  5.7

Fish, salt........................................... +18.2 +16.6 +17.9 +15.8 +13.6 +  7.7 +  4 6 +  2.6
Flour, wheat..................................... +  . 7 + 14 3 +14.6 + 14 5 +13.9 +  6.8 -  9.8 -  9.8
Lard................................................... +36.3 +31.8 +22.6 +  8.4 -  4 7 +  1.0 +  9.1 +  9.8
Milk, fresh, unskimmed.................... +  9.6 +10.1 +  9.0 +  7.7 +  5.4 +  2.9 +  2.4 +  1.8
Molasses............................................ +  7.6 +  7.2 +  3.0 +  3.9 +  3.1 +  1.4 +  1.3 +  . 9
M utton.................................. .......... +23.6 +21.0 +17.5 +13.9 +  8.2 +10.2 +  8.8 +  5.3
Pork, fresh........................................
Pork, salt, bacon..............................

+39.7 +35.4 +27.9 +16.8 +  7.3 +  8.4 +11.0 +  8.8
+50.1 +46.2 +37.1 + 24 3 +10.9 +  7.6 +  9.1 +  8.4

Pork, salt, dry or pickled................. +38.1 + 34 5 +27.1 +16.5 +  3.3 +  6.1 +  8.8 +  8.7
Pork, salt, ham................................. +33.8 +28.2 +20.8 +15.4 +  6.5 +  4 9 +  7.4 +  7.3
Potatoes, Irish.................................. +  8.5 +19.0 +22.4 -  2.1 -  2.2 -  .3 -  5.7 + 3.8
Prunes............................................... -  1.4 (a ) +  2.5 +  3.0 +  2.0 +  6.1 +  6.9 +  4 5
Rice.................................. ................ +  3.9 +  3.2 +  3.2 +  2.1 +  2.1 +  1.7 +  4.0 +  3.0
Sugar................................................. -  3.1 -  3.4 -  6.4 -  4.7 +  2.3 +  2.2 -  3.6 — 5.5
Tea..................................................... +  4 8 +  1.1 (a ) -  1.1 -  1.6 -  .5 -  .3 -  .2
Veal.................................................... +21.7 +18.8 +17.4 +13.2 +  6.9 +  7.2 +  6.7 +  4.7
Vinegar.. .-r....................................... +  4 8 +  4 4 +  4 2 +  3.7 +  3.1 +  3.5 +  3.7 +  2.3

All food, simple averages..................
All food, weighted according to 

family consumption.......................

+18.0 +16.7 +14.5 +10.1 +  4 8 +  4 8 +  4 1 +  3.3

+17.2 +16.3 + 14 4 +10.0 +  4 3 + 4 9 +  3.6 +  2.9

a No change.
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The line of this table relating to eggs, for example, shows that the 
1906 price of eggs was 33.4 per cent higher than the price in 1890,
25.5 per cent higher than the price in 1891, etc.

When the 30 articles are taken as a whole and weighted according 
to family consumption, the price in 1906 was, according to the above 
table, 13.0 per cent above the price in 1890, 11.5 per cent above that 
in 1891, 13.5 per cent above 1892, 10.8 per cent above 1893, 16.0 per 
cent above 1894, 18.3 per cent above 1895, 21.2 per cent above 1896, 
20.1 per cent above 1897, 17.2 per cent above 1898, 16.3 per cent 
above 1899, 14.4 per cent above 1900, 10.0 per cent above 1901, 4.3 
per cent above 1902, 4.9 per cent above 1903, 3.6 per cent above 1904, 
and 2.9 per cent above 1905.

In order that the course of prices of the various articles may be 
studied, relative prices have been computed for each of the 30 articles 
included in this investigation; these relative prices have also been 
combined so that the course of prices of food as a whole may be seen.

A relative price, or index number as it is technically called, of any 
article is the, per cent which the price of that article at any certain 
date is of the price of the same article at a date or period which has 
been selected as the base or standard. The base selected for the com
pilation of retail prices is the average price for the ten-year period 
1890 to 1899. This base period is the same as was used in the pre
sentation of wholesale prices in Bulletin Nos. 39,45, 51, 57, 63, and 69 
of this Bureau. The value of the relative price is that it enables the 
reader to follow more readily the course of prices of a single article 
or of groups of articles.

The table which follows shows for each of the five geographical 
divisions and for the United States the relative prices of food for each 
year from 1890 to 1906. In  the first column under each division is 
shown the simple average of the relative prices of the 30 articles. In 
the second column under each division is shown the relative prices 
weighted according to the average consumption of the various articles 
of food in workingmen’s families. The relative prices obtained by 
the two methods are presented so that the reader can make such use 
or comparison as he may desire.
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[Average price lor 1890-1899=100.0.]

Year.

North Atlantic 
division.

South Atlantic 
division.

North Central 
division.

South Central 
division.

Western
division. United States.

Sim
ple.

Weight- Sim
ple.

Weight- Sim
ple.

Weight- Sim
ple.

Weight- Sim
ple.

Weight- Sim
ple.

Weight-

1890........ 101.9 102.3 100.7 101.2 102.3 102.3 101.1 102.1 105.4 107.7 102.1 102.4
1891........ 102.9 103.2 101.5 102.1 104.1 104.5 102.9 103.6 106.2 108.7 103.4 103.8
1892........ 102.0 102.1 100.6 101.1 101.7 101.8 100.6 100.7 104.4 105.2 101.8 101.9
1893........ 104.3 104.4 102.1 103.2 105.0 105.4 102.9 103.5 102.7 102.9 104.1 104.4
1894........ 99.9 99.2 100.3 100.0 100.9 100.6 99.9 100.0 99.4 99.3 100.3 99.7
1895........ 98.2 97.7 99.5 98.7 98.3 98.0 98.2 98.1 97.3 96.7 98.2 97.8
1896...... 96.2 97.0 97.5 96.8 94.9 94.6 96.2 96.1 93.9 93.2 95.8 95.5
1897........ 96.9 96.9 97.8 97.1 95.3 95.6 97.2 97.3 94.2 92.7 96.3 96.3
1898........ 98.3 98.8 99.4 99.3 98.1 98.4 99.9 98.8 96.7 95.2 98.5 98.7
1899........ 99.3 99.5 100.6 100.5 99.4 98.9 101.0 99.9 99.8 98.5 99.6 99.5
1900........ 101.3 101.2 102.2 102.4 101.7 100.8 103.3 101.1 100.1 98.1 101.5 101.1
1901........ 104.4 104.7 106.6 106.9 106.7 106.1 108.1 106.9 102.0 99.9 105.5 105.2
1902........ 110.0 110.5 110.8 111.8 112.1 111.7 114.1 113.5 106.9 104.4 110.9 110.9
1903........ 110.4 110.1 110.1 111.2 112.0 111.0 114.0 113.5 108.1 103.7 110.9 110.3
1904........ 111.2 111.7 110.2 111.9 112.6 112.1 115.0 115.0 109.4 104.9 111.6 111.7
1905........ 111.8 112.1 111.2 113.0 114.0 113.1 115.9 115.9 110.0 105.7 112.5 112.4
1906........ 115.2 114.8 115.9 116.2 117.8 116.5 118.9 119.0 113.6 110.1 116.2 115.7

The columns giving the relative prices, when the various articles of 
food are weighted according to their consumption in workingmen’s 
families, indicate that the lowest relative price was reached in the 
North Atlantic and Western divisions in 1897 and in each of the other 
geographical divisions and in the United States as a whole in 1896. 
The highest relative price was reached in each of the five geographical 
divisions and in the United States as a whole in 1906.

I t  is interesting to compare the results under the two methods of 
computing relative prices of food. In the North Atlantic division 
there is a difference of 0.4 in 1890, 0.3 in 1891, 0.1 in 1892, 0.1 in 1893, 
0.7 in 1894, 0.5 in 1895, 0.8 in 1896, nothing in 1897, 0.5 in 1898, 
0.2 in 1899, 0.1 in 1900, 0.3 in 1901, 0.5 in 1902, 0.3 in 1903, 0.5 in 
1904, 0.3 in 1905, and 0.4 in 1906. The greatest difference in results 
obtained under the two methods is found in the Western division.

In the United States, considered as a whole, there is a difference 
under the two methods of 0.6 in two years, 0.5 in one year, 0.4 in 
three years, 0.3 in four years, 0.2 in one year, 0.1 in four years, and 
nothing in two years.

The table which follows shows the relative prices of food for each 
month of the years 1905 and 1906. The table presents figures com
puted by two methods; under one method the relative prices are 
simple averages of the relative prices of the 30 articles, and under the 
other method the various articles of food are given a weight according 
to their average consumption in workingmen’s families.
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RELATIVE RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, SIMPLE AND WEIGHTED AVERAGES, BY
MONTHS, 1905 AND 1906.

[Average price for 1890-1899=100.0.]

Month.
Simple. Weighted.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

January................................................................................................... 113.8 115.9 115.6 117.0
February................................................................................................. 113.8 115.6 115.7 116.2
March....................................................................................................... 113.0 115.2 113.8 115.0
April........................................................................................................ 112.1 115.0 112.0 113.9
May.......................................................................................................... 111.5 114.7 110.6 113.0
June......................................................................................................... 111.2 115.0 109.8 112.9
July.......................................................................................................... 111.2 115.3 109.7 113.3
August..................................................................................................... 111.3 115.6 110.1 113.8
September................................................................................................ 111.7 116.3 110.7 115.2
October.................................................................................................... 112.5 117.4 112.1 117.1
November................................................................................................ 113.5 118.6 113.8 119.4
December................................................................................................. 114.4 119.5 115.3 121.2

Year............................................................................................... 112.5 116.2 112.4 115.7

In every month of 1906 the price of food was higher than in the 
corresponding month of 1905. Using the relative prices, found by 
giving each article a weight according to its average consumption in 
workingmen's families, the comparison of each month of 1906 with the 
corresponding month of 1905 was as follows: January, 1.2 per cent 
higher; February, 0.4 per cent higher; March, 1.1 per cent higher; 
April, 1.7 per cent higher; May, 2.2 per cent higher; June, 2.8 per 
cent higher; July, 3.3 per cent higher; August, 3.4 per cent higher; 
September, 4.1 per cent higher; October, 4.5 per cent higher; Novem
ber, 4.9 per cent higher; December, 5.1 per cent higher.

The relative price of food in December, 1906, was 4.8 per cent 
above the average for the year 1906, while the price in December, 
1905, was but 2.6 per cent above the average for the year 1905.

The relative price of food in December, 1906, was 21.2 per cent 
above the average price for the ten-year period 1890-1899.

The relative price computed by giving to each article a weight 
according to its average consumption in workingmen's families was 
higher than the simple average during each of the winter months and 
lower during each of the summer months. This difference is due to 
the seasonal fluctuations of articles of large consumption, such as 
butter and eggs.

The course of relative prices of food during the years 1905 and 1906 
is shown in the accompanying graphic table.
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The relative retail prices in the United States, considered as a 
whole, of the 30 articles of food for the seventeen years 1890 to 1906 
are presented in the table which follows. In this table the aver
age price for the ten-year period 1890 to 1899 equals 100.0. The fig
ures in the column for evaporated apples, for instance, indicate 
that the price for evaporated apples in 1890 was 109.0 per cent of 
the average price, for 1890 to 1899, or 9.0 per cent above that aver
age price. The price of evaporated apples in 1906 was 115.6 per 
cent of the average price for 1890 to 1899, or 15.6 per cent above 
that average price.

RELATIVE RETAIL PRICES OF THE PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF FOOD IN  THE UNITED
STATES 1890 TO 1906.

[Average price for 1890-1899=100.0.]

Year.
Apples,
evapo
rated.

Beans,
dry.

Beef,
fresh,

roasts.

Beef,
fresh,

steaks.

Beef,
salt.

Bread,
wheat. Butter. Cheese.

Chick
ens 
(full 

grown), 
dressed.

Coffee.

1890.......... 109.0 103.3 99.5 9a 8 97.5 100.3 99.2 9a 8 101.3 105.4
105.2 
103.8 
104 8
103.3 
101.7
99.6

1891.......... 110.3 106.2 100.0 99.4 9a 3 100.3 106.4 100.3 104 0
1892.......... 99.3 102.4 99.6 99.3 99.5 100.3 106.8 101.5 103.8
1893.......... 107.0 105.0 99.0 99.6 100.3 100.1 109.9 101.8 104 2
1894.......... 105.8 102.8 98.3 9a 2 * 9a 9 99.9 101.7 101.6 9a 6
1895.......... 97.4 100.5 98.6 99.1 99.6 99.7 97.0 99.2 9a 4
1896.......... 88.6 92.7 99.1 99.5 99.8 99.9 92.7 97.9 97.1
1897.......... 87.8 91.5 100.3 100.2 100.9 100.0 93.1 99.0 94 0 94 6
1898.......... 95.4 95.9 101.7 102.0 102.1 99.8 95.1 97.5 96.8 91.1 

90.5
91.1 
90.7 
89 6

1899.......... 99.5 99.7 103.7 103.9 103.2 99.6 97.7 102.4 101.8
1900.......... 95.2 -110.0 106.5 106.4 103.7 99.7 101.4 103.9 100.8

103.0
n a 2
l i a s

1901.......... 96.8 113.9 110.7 111.0 106.1 99. 4 103.2 103.3
1902.......... 104.4 116.8 118.6 l i a s 116.0 99. 4 111.5 107.3 

109. 41903.......... 100.8 11a 1 113.1 112.9 lo a s  
ioa 3

100.2 110.8 89.3 
91.8 
93.6 
94 7

1904.......... 99.2 116,8 112.8 n a 4 103.9 109.0 107. 4 120.7 
12a 61905.......... 106.0 116.3 112.2 112.9 107.9 104 5 112.7 110.9

1906.......... 115.6 115.2 115.7 116.5 110.8 102.3 n a 2 115.5 129.1

Year. Corn
meal. Eggs. Fish,

fresh.
Fish,
salt.

Flour,
wheat. Lard.

Milk,
fresh,

unskim
med.

Molas
ses. Mutton. Pork,

fresh.

1890.......... 100.0 100.6 99.3 100.7 109.7
112.5

9a 2 100.5
100.5

104 7 
101.7

100.7 
100.6 
101.0 
99.9 
97.8 
9a 7

97.0 
9a 7 

100.5 
107.0 
101.8 

99.7 
97.4
97.6
98.6

1891.......... 109.7 106.9 99.6 101.7 99.8
1892.......... 105.2 106.8 100.1 102.2 105.1 103.6 100.6 101.2

100.6
100.3

1893.......... 103.1 108.1 100.1 103.4 96.1 117.9
106.9

100.4
100.21894.......... 102.2 96.3 100.4 101.5 

9a 9
88.7

1895.......... 100.8 99.3 99.8 89.0 100.1 100.0 99.0
1896.......... 95.0 92.8 100.2 97.5 92.7 92.5 99.9 9a 7 

97.7 
97.9

9a 7 
99.6 

100.4 
102.6
105.6 
109.0 
114 7
112.6 
114 1

1897.......... 93.7 91.4 99.8 95.2 104.3
107.4

89.8 99.7
99.41898.......... 95.0 96.2 100.5 9a 8 93.9

1899.......... 95.1 101.1 100.2 100.2 94 6 97.1 9a 9 9a 2 101.7
107.7 
117.9 
m 3  
127.0 
124 0
m e
137.7

1900.......... 97. 4 99.9 100.4 99.1 94  3 104 4 99.9 102.2 
101.3 
102.1

1901.......... 107.1 105.7 101.4 100.9 94 4 n a  i 101.1
1902.......... 118.8 119.1 105.0 102.8 94 9 134 3 103.3
1903.... ...  
1904..........

120.7
121.5

125.3 
13a 9

107.3
107.9

io a 4
111.7

101.2
119.9

126.7
117.3

105.8 
106.3

103.8 
104 0

1905.......... 122.2 131.6 109.9 113.8 119.9 116.6 107.0 104 4 
105.3

117.8
12411906.......... 123.2 134.2 116.2 116.8 io a i 12a 0 108.9
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RELATIVE RETAIL PRICES OF THE PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF FOOD IN THE UNITED 
STATES, 1890 TO 1906—Concluded.

[Average price for 1890-1899=100.0.]

Year.
Pork,
salt,

bacon.

Pork, 
salt, 

dry or 
pickled.

Pork,
salt,
ham.

Pota
toes,
Irish.

Prunes. Rice. Sugar. Tea. Veal. Vinegar.

1890.......... 95.8 95.3 98.7 109.3 116.8 101.3 118.6 100.0 9a 8 102.9
1891.......... 96.6 98.9 99.3 116.6 116.5 102.5 102.7 100.4 99.6 105.5
1892.......... 99.1 100.5 101.9 95.7 113.5 101.3 96.2 100.2 100.0 102.7
1893.......... 109.0 108.7 109.3 112.3 115.6 98.4 101.5 100.1 100.0 99.5
1894.......... m e 103.4 101.9 102.6 100.9 99.0 9a 8 9& 7 9a 7 99.8
1895.......... 99.4 99.2 98.8 91.8 94 2 98.8 91.8 9a 5 9a 5 9a 9
1896.......... 96.7 95.5 97.6 77.0 86.8 9a 7 96.6 9a  8 99.5 97.2
1897.......... 97.4 97.3 98.2 93.0 84 3 97.9 95.7 9 a 5 99.9 97.4
1898.......... 100.2 99.1 95.1 105.4 86.3 101.7 101.3 100.7 101.2 97.9
1899.......... 102.9 101.8 99.2 96.1 85.1 102.4 101.7 104 4 103.7 9a 3
1900.......... 109.7 107.7 105.3 93,5 83.0 102.4 104 9 105.5 1049 9a 5
1901.......... 121.0 117.5 110.2 116.8 82.6 103.5 103.0 106.7 lo a s 9a 9
1902.......... 135.6 132.5 119.4 117.0 83.4 103.5 96.0 107.2 115.2 99.5
1903.......... 139.8 129.0 121.3 114.8 80.2 103.9 96.1 ioao 114 9 99.1
1904.......... 137.9 125.8 118. 4 121.3 79.6 101.6 101.9 105.8 115.5 9a 9
1905.......... 138.8 12a 0 118.5 110.2 81.4 102.6 103.9 105.7 117.7 100.3
1906.......... 150.4 136.9 127.2 114.4 85.1 105.7 98.2 105.5 123.2 102.6

From this table it is seen that the price of fresh roasting beef in 
1890 was 99.5 per cent of the average price during the ten-year period 
from 1890 to 1899. In 1891 the price was exactly the same as the 
average price for the ten-year period—that is, 100.0. The lowest 
point reached was in 1894, when it was 98.3 per cent of the average 
price for the ten-year period. The highest point reached was in 1902, 
when it stood at 118.6. In 1906 it stood at 115.7, or 15.7 per cent 
higher than the average price for the period from 1890 to 1899. In the 
use of these tables showing the relative figures it should be borne in 
mind that the difference between the relative prices in any two years 
is not the per cent of difference in the cost. For example, the relative 
price of fresh roasting beef was 98.3 in 1894 and 115.7 in 1906 The 
difference between these relative prices is 17.4; and this figure being 
17.7 per cent of 98.3, the per cent of increase in 1906 over 1894 is 17.7 
per cent.

Lard, evaporated apples, fresh pork, bacon, dry or pickled pork, 
and ham show a marked increase in price during the last few years.

The table which follows shows the articles whose price in 1906 was 
higher than the average price for the ten-year period 1890 to 1899 
and also the articles whose price ill 1906 was lower than the average 
for 1890 to 1899.
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RELATIVE RETAIL PRICES OF THE PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF FOOD IN THE UNITED  
STATES, 1906 COMPARED WITH AVERAGE PRICE FOR 1890-1899.

[Average price for 1890-1899=100.0.]

Articles for which the average price in 
1906 was higher than the average for 
1890-1899.

Relative
price
1906.

Articles for which the average price in 
1906 was lower than the average for 
1890-1899.

Relative
price
1906.

102.3 Sugar...................................................... 98.2
Vinegar.................................................... 102.6 Coffee...................................................... 94.7
M olasses ' ...................................................... 105.3 Prunes................................................... 85.1
Tea........................................................... 105.5
Rice.......................................................... 105.7
Flour, wheat........................................... 108.1
Milk, fresh............................................... 108.9
Beef, salt................................................. 110.8
Potatoes, Irish........................................ 114.4
Beans, dry............................................... 115.2
Cheese...................................................... 115.5
Apples, evaporated................................. 115.6
Beef, fresh, roasts................................... 115.7
Fish, fresh............................................... 116.2
Beef, fresh, steaks................................... 116.5
Fish, salt................................................. 116.8
Butter....... ............................................. 118.2
Com meal................................................ 123.2
Veal ...................................................... 123.2
Mutton and lamb.................................... 124.1
Pork, salt, bam....................................... 127.2
Lard......................................................... 128.0
Chickens................................................... 129.1
Eggs......................................................... 134.2
Pork, salt, dry or pickled........................ 136.9
Pork, fresh............................................... 137.7
Pork, salt, bacon..................................... 150.4

This table shows that the price of each of the articles except sugar, 
coffee, and prunes was higher in 1906 than the average price for the 
ten-year period 1890 to 1899. The price of bacon was 50.4 per cent 
higher; fresh pork, 37.7 per cent higher; dry or pickled pork, 36.9 
per cent higher; eggs, 34.2 per cent higher, etc. The price of only 
three articles was lower in 1906 than the average for the ten-year 
period 1890 to 1899. Prunes were 14.9 per cent lower; coffee, 5.3 
per cent lower, and sugar, 1.8 per cent lower.

The preceding table is summarized in the short table which follows:

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF THE PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF FOOD, CLASSIFIED BY 
PER CENT WHICH THE 1906 RETAIL PRICE IS ABOVE OR BELOW THE AVERAGE 
PRICE FOR 1890-1899.

Price higher.
Number

of
articles.

Per cent 
of

articles.
Price lower.

Number
of

articles.

Per cent 
of

articles.

40 per cent or over................. 1 3.3 Less than io per cent............. 2 6.7
25 to 40 per cent..................... 6 20.0 10 to 25 per cent..................... 1 3.3
10 to 25 per cent..................... 13 43.4
Less than 10 per cent............. 7 23.3

Total............................. 27 90.0 Total............................. 3 10.0

From this table it is seen that in 1906 the price of one of the 30 
articles was more than 40 per cent (50.4 per cent) higher than the 
average price for the ten-year period 1890 to 1899; the price of 6 
articles, or 20.0 per cent of the total, was from 25 to 40 per cent higher 
than the average price for the ten-year period; the price of 13 arti
cles, or 43.4 per cent of the total, was from 10 to 25 per cent higher
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than the average price for the ten-year period, and the price of 7 
articles, or 23.3 per cent of the total, was less than 10 per cent higher 
than the average price for the ten-year period. On the other hand, 
the price of 2 articles, or 6.7 per cent of the whole number, was less 
than 10 per cent lower than the average price for the ten-year period, 
and the price of one article, or 3.3 per cent of the whole number, 
was from 10 to 25 per cent (14.9 per cent) lower than the average 
price for the ten-year period.

The following table compares for each article the price in December, 
1906, with the average price for the ten-year period 1890 to 1899:

RELATIVE RETAIL PRICES OF THE PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF FOOD IN THE UNITED  
STATES, DECEMBER, 1906, COMPARED WITH AVERAGE PRICE FOR 1890-1899.

[Average price for 1890-1899=100.0.]

Articles for which the average ] 
December, 1906, was higher tl 
averaere for 1890-1899.

price in 
lan the

Relative 
price, 

Decem
ber, 1906.

Articles for which the average price in 
December, 1906, was lower than the 
average for 1890-1899.

Relative 
price, 

Decem
ber, 1906.

Bread.......................................... ........... 102.3 Sugar...................................................... 97.7
Vinegar.................................................... 103.1 Coffee..................................................... 95.3
Tea........................................................... 105.5 Prunes.................................................... 85.6
Molasses.................................................. 105.9
Flour........................................................ 106.2
Rice.......................................................... 106.7 •
Potatoes.................................................. 109.1
Beef, salt, corned..................................... 112.1
Millr.......................................................... 113.3
Beans, dry............................................... 113.6
Applfts, evaporated.................................. 114.4
Beef, fresh, roasts................................... 115.5
Beef, fresh, steaks........................ i ......... 116.5
Fish, sa lt................................................. 118.5
Cheese...................................................... 119.8
Fish, fresh............................................... 121.9
Corn m eal................................................ 123.2
Veal......................................................... 124.7
Mutton...................................................: 125.9
Pork, salt, ^«nn....................................... 129.6
Chickens................................................... 131.5
Lard......................................................... 134.0
Butter...................................................... 137.4
Pork, fresh............................................... 139.4
Pork, salt, dry, or pickled...................... 140.9
Pork, salt, bacon..................................... 154.8
E g g s ........................................................ 180.6

This table shows that in December, 1906, eggs were 80.6 per cent 
higher than the average price for the ten-year period from 1890 
to 1899, bacon was 54.8 per cent higher than during the ten-year 
period, etc.

The only articles which show a decline in price are sugar, 2.3 per 
cent; coffee, 4.7 per cent, and prunes, 14.4 per cent.

The table which follows summarizes the above table.
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NUMBER AND PER CENT OF THE PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF FOOD, CLASSIFIED BY  
PER CENT WHICH THE DECEMBER, 1906, RETAIL PRICE IS ABOVE OR BELOW 
THE AVERAGE PRICE FOR 1890-1899.

Price higher.
Number

of
articles.

Per cent 
of

articles.
Price lower.

Number
of

articles.

Per cent 
of

articles.

40 per cent or over................. 3 10.0 Less than 10 per cent............. 2 6.7
25 to 40 per cent..................... 6 20.0 10 to 25 per cent..................... 1 3.3
10 to 25 per cent..................... 11 36.7
Less than 10 per cent............. 7 23.3

Total............................. 27 90.0 Total............................. 3 10.0
---- -------------------------

From this table it is seen that in December, 1906, the price of 3, or 
10 per cent of the total, of the 30 articles was more than 40 per cent 
higher than the average price for the ten-year period 1890 to 1899. 
The price of 6 articles, or 20 per cent of the total, was from 25 to 40 
per cent higher than the average price for the ten-year period, etc.

A table follows which shows for the United States the lowest and 
highest yearly relative price of each of the 30 articles of food for the 
seventeen years 1890 to 1906; also the year in which the lowest and 
highest yearly prices were reached:

LOWEST AND HIGHEST YEARLY RELATIVE RETAIL PRICES OF THE PRINCIPAL  
ARTICLES OF FOOD IN  THE UNITED STATES, 1890 TO 1906.

[Average price for 1890-1899*=100.0.]

Lowest. Highest.

Articie.
Year. Relative

price. Year. Relative
price.

Apples, evaporated...................... 1...................................... 1897 87.8 1906 115.6
Beans, dry............................................................................ 1897 91.5 1903 118.1
Beef, fresh, roasts................................................................ 1894 98.3 1902 118.6
Beef, fresh, steaks................................................................ 1894 98.2 1902 118.5
Beef, salt.............................................................................. 1890 97.5 1902 116.0
Bread, wheat........................................................................ 1901,1902

1896
99.4 1905 104.5

Butter.....................1............................................................ 92.7 1906 118.2
Cheese................................................................................... 1898 97.5 1906 115.5
Chickens (year or more old), dressed.................................. 1897 94.0 1906 129.1
Coffee.................................................................................... 1903 89.3 1890 105.4
Com meal............................................................................. 1897 93.7 1906 123.2
E ggs..................................................................................... 1897 91.4 1906 134.2
Fish, fresh............................................................................ 1890 99.3 1906 116.2
Fish, salt.............................................................................. 1897 95.2 1906 116.8
Flour, wheat........................................................................ 1894 88.7 1904,1905

1902
119.9

Lard..................................................................................... 1897 89.8 134.3
Milk, fresh, unskimmed....................................................... 1899 98.9 1906 108.9
Molasses............................................................................... 1897 97.7 1906 105.3
Mutton................................................................................. 1894 97.8 1906 124.1
Pork, fresh ................................................................ 1890

1890
97.0 1906

1906
1906

137.7
150.4
136.9

Pork, salt, bacon.. .............................................................. 95.8
Pork, salt, dry or pickled..................................................... 1890 95.3
Pork, salt, ham.................................................................... 1898 95.1 1906 127.2
Potatoes, Irish..................................................................... 1896 77.0 1904 121.3
Prunes.................................................................................. 1904 79.6 1890 116.8
Rice....................................................................................... 1896 96.7 1906 105.7
Sugar.................................................................................... 1895 91.8 1890 118.6
Tea........................................................................................ 1895,1897

1895
98.5 1902 107.2

Veal....................................................................................... 98.5 1906 123.2
Vinegar........................... ..................................................... 1896 97.2 1891 105.5

Of the 30 articles the lowest yearly relative price was reached by 5 
in 1890, 4 in 1894, 2 in 1895, 1 in 1895 and 1897 (the price being the 
same for the two years), 4 in 1896, 8 in 1897, 2 in 1898,1 in 1899,1 in 
1901 and 1902, 1 in 1903, and 1 in 1904. The highest yearly
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relative price was reached by 3 in 1890, 1 in 1891, 5 in 1902, 1 in 1903, 
1 in 1904, 1 in 1904 and 1905, 1 in 1905, and 17 in 1906. Thus the 
highest yearly price of the seventeen-year period was reached by 
five-sixths of the 30 articles during the last five years and by more 
than one-half of the 30 articles during the last year.

Certain of the articles included in this investigation are related to 
each other in such a way as to make a comparison of the course of 
prices of such articles very interesting. These groups of related 
articles are shown in the table which follows:

RELATIVE RETAIL PRICES IN THE UNITED STATES OF CERTAIN GROUPS OF 
RELATED ARTICLES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

[Average price for 1890-1899=100.0.]

Year.

Cattle products. Dairy products.

Beef,
fresh,

roasts.

Beef,
fresh,

steaks.

Beef,
salt.

Milk, 
fresh, un
skimmed.

Butter. Cheese.

1890........................................... 99.5 98.8 97.5 100.5 99.2 98.8
1891........................................... 100.0 99.4 98.3 100.5 106.4 100.3
1892........................................... . 99.6 99.3 99.5 100.6 106.8 101.5
1893........................................... . 99.0 99-6 100.3 100.4 109.9 101.8
1894........................................... . 98.3 98.2 98.9 100.2 101.7 101.6
1895...............:............................ 98.6 99.1 99.6 100.0 97.0 99.2
1896............................................ 99.1 99.5 99.8 99.9 92.7 97.9
1897............................................ 100.3 100.2 100.9 99.7 93.1 99.0
1898............................................ 101.7 102.0 102.1 99.4 95.1 97.5
1899............................................ 103.7 103.9 103.2 98.9 97.7 102.4
1900............................................ *106.5 106.4 103.7 99.9 101.4 103.9
1901............................................ 110.7 111.0 106.1 101.1 103.2 103.3
1902............................................ 118.6 118.5 116.0 103.3 111.5 107.3
1903............................................ 113.1 112.9 108.8 105.8 110.8 109.4
1904............................................ 112.8 113.4 108.3 106.3 109.0 107.4
1905............................................ 112.2 112.9 107.9 107.0 112.7 110.9
1906............................................ 115.7 116.5 110.8 108.9 118.2 115.5

Hog products. Flour and bread.

Year. Pork, Pork,
a o l ^  h o «

Pork, 
salt, dry Pork, Lard. Flour, Bread,

fresh. o c tl l / ,  U H * or salt, ham. wheat. wheat.con. pickled.

1890............................................ 97.0 95.8 95.3 98.7 98.2 109.7 100.3
1891............................................ 98.7 96.6 98.9 99.3 99.8 112.5 100.3
1892............................................ 100.5 99.1 100.5 101.9 103.6 105.1 100.3
1893............................................ 107.0 109.0 108.7 109.3 117.9 96.1 100.1
1894............................................ 101.8 103.6 103.4 101.9 106.9 88.7 •99.9
1895............................................ 99.7 99.4 99.2 98.8 100.1 89.0 99.7
1896............................................ 97.4 96.7 95.5 97.6 92.5 92.7 99.9
1897............................................ 97.6 97.4 97.3 98.2 89.8 104.3 100.0
1898............................................ 98.6 100.2 99.1 95.1 93.9 107.4 99.8
1899............................................ 101.7 102.9 101.8 99.2 97.1 94.6 99.6
1900............................................ 107.7 109.7 107.7 105.3 104.4 94.3 99.7
1901............................................ 117.9 121.0 117.5 110.2 118.1 94.4 99.4
1902............................................ 128.3 135.6 132.5 119.4 134.3 94.9 99.4
1903............................................ 127.0 139.8 129.0 121.3 126.7 101.2 100.2
1904............................................ 124.0 137.9 125.8 118.4 117.3 119.9 103.9
1905............................................ 126.6 138.8 126.0 118.5 116.6 119.9 104.5
1906............................................ 137.7 150.4 136.9 127.2 128.0 108.1 102.3

Under cattle products are shown the three articles, beef, fresh, 
roasts; beef, fresh, steaks, and beef, salt. The price of each of these 
three articles was higher in 1891 than in 1890; that of the two 
descriptions of fresh beef was lower, and that of salt beef was higher 
in 1892 than in 1891; prices of roasts were lower and of steaks and

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



188 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

salt beef higher in 1893 than in 1892; all three of the articles show 
lower prices in 1894 than in 1893; in each year from 1895 to 1902, 
inclusive, the price of each of the three articles increased; all were 
lower in 1903 than in 1902; prices of roasts and salt beef were lower 
and steaks higher in 1004 than in 1903; the price of each of these 
three articles was lower in 1905 than in 1904; and the prices of 
all were higher in 1906 than in 1905..

In the group of hog products, all of the 5 articles take the same 
course in each of the six years, 1891 to 1896; in 1897 all except lard 
were higher than in 1896; in 1898 all except salt ham were higher 
than in 1897; in each of the four years, 1899 to 1902, all of the 5 arti
cles were higher than in the year immediately preceding; in 1903 
fresh pork, dry or pickled pork, and lard were lower, while bacon and 
ham were higher than in 1902; in 1904 all were lower than in 1903; 
in 1905 all except lard were higher than in 1904; in 1906 all were 
higher than in 1905.

WHOLESALE AND RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD.

In connection with this report on retail prices it is interesting to 
compare the course of wholesale prices and the course of retail prices. 
Retail prices usually follow the wholesale but do not always vary in 
the same proportion. The table which follows shows the relative 
wholesale prices of food (simple averages of 53 articles from 1890 to 
1892 and 1904 to 1906, and of 54 articles from 1893 to 1903) and the 
relative retail prices of food (simple averages of 30 articles). The 
figures for wholesale prices are from Bulletin No. 69 of this Bureau.

RELATIVE WHOLESALE AND RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD IN  THE UNITED STATES, 1890
TO 1906.

[The wholesale prices are from Bulletin No. 69 of the Bureau of Labor and are simple averages of 53 articles 
from 1890 to 1892 and 1904 to 1906, and of 54 articles from 1893 to 1903. The retail prices are simple aver
ages of 30 articles. Average price for 1890-1899= 100.0.]

Year.

Relative 
wholesale 
prices of 

food.

Relative 
retail 

prices of 
food.

Year.

Relative 
wholesale 
prices of 

food.

Relative 
retail 

prices of 
food.

1890................................... 112.4
115.7
103.6
110.2
99.8
94.6
83.8
87.7 
94.4

102.1
103.4
101.8
104.1
100.3
98.2 
95.8
96.3 
98.5

1899................................... 98.3
104.2 
105.9
111.3
107.1
107.2 
108.7 
112.6

99.6
101.5
105.5
110.9
110.9
111.6 
112.5 
116.2

1891................................... 1900...................................
1892................................... 1901...................................
1893................................... 1902...................................
1894................................... 1903...................................
1895................................... 1904...................................
1896................................... 1905................... , ..............
1897................................... 1906...................................
1898...................................

The facts presented in this table are clearly shown in the accom
panying graphic table.
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From this table it is seen that both wholesale and retail prices of 
food were higher in 1891 than in 1890, the wholesale, however, show
ing a much greater advance; both wholesale and retail prices were 
lower in 1892 than in 1891, the decline being much greater in whole
sale than in retail; both were higher in 1893 than in 1892; both lower 
in 1894 than in 1893; both lower in 1895 than in 1894; both lower 
in 1896 than in 1895, the decline in wholesale being much greater 
than in retail; both were higher in each of the years from 1897 to 1902 
than in the year immediately preceding; wholesale prices were lower 
in 1903 than in 1902, while retail prices remained on the same level; 
wholesale prices were slightly higher in 1904 than in 1903, while 
retail prices made a more marked advance; both wholesale and retail 
prices were higher in 1905 than in 1904, and were also higher in 1906 
than in 1905.

RETAIL PRICES AND COST OF LIVING.

- The significance of changes in the retail prices of food will be better 
understood in connection with certain information in regard to 
detailed family expenditures covering the entire cost of living fur
nished by 2,567 workingmen’s families and published in the Eighteenth 
Annual Report of this Bureau. If it be assumed that the expenditure 
for each of the various articles bore the same relation to the total 
expenditure for food in each of the other years of the seventeen-year 
period covered by this investigation as in 1901, the average cost for 
food per family in 1906 was $359.53, against $296.76 in 1896, the 
year of lowest prices, and against an expenditure of $349.27 in 
1905, a difference between 1896 and 1906 of $62.77, or 21.2 per cent. 
The increase in 1906 over 1905 was $10.26, or 2.9 per cent.

The table which follows shows by geographical divisions the average 
food cost per family each year from 1890 to 1906. This table is based 
on the average food cost per family in 1901 as reported by the fam
ilies investigated in each geographical division, and the course of retail 
prices of food as indicated by the relative prices, weighted according 
to family consumption in that division.

In each of the geographical divisions and in the United States as a 
whole it is considered in this table that the expenditure for each of 
the various articles bore the same relation to the total expenditure 
for food in each of the other years of the seventeen-year period 
covered by this investigation as in 1901.

The table follows:
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AVERAGE FOOD COST PER WORKINGMAN'S FAMILY, BY GEOGRAPHICAL 
DIVISIONS, FOR EACH YEAR, 1890 TO 1906.

[Based on the average cost per family in 1901 and the course of retail nrices of food as indicated by 
the relative prices weighted according to family consumption.]

Year.

North
Atlantic
division,

1,415
families.

South
Atlantic
division,

219
families.

North
Central

division,
721

families.

South
Central

division,
122

families.

Western
division,

90
families.

United
States,

2,567
families.

1890............................................................. $330.35 $282.72 $310.08 $279.54 $332.61 $318.20
1891_________________________ ______ 333.26 285.23 316.75 283.64 335.72 322.55
1892_______ . 329.70 282.44 308.57 275.71 324.90 316.65
1893............................................................. 337.13 288.30 319.48 283.37 317.80 324.41
1894.........................................., ................. 320.34 279.36 304.93 273.79 306.68 309.81
1895............................................................. 315.50 275.73 297.05 268.59 298.65 303.91
1896............................................................ 313.23 270.42 286.74 263.11 287.84 296.76
1897............................................................ 312.91 271.26 289.77 266.40 286.29 299.24
1898............................................................ 319.05 277.41 298.26 270.50 294.01 306.70
1899............................................................ 321.31 280.76 299.78 273.51 304.21 309.19
1900............................................................ 326.80 286.07 305.54 276.80 302.97 314.16
1901............................................................ 338.10 298.64 321.60 292.68 308.53 326.90
1902............................................................ 356.83 312.33 338.57 310.75 322.43 344.61
1903............................................................. 355.54 310.65 336.45 310.75 320.27 342.75
1904............................................................. 360.70 312.61 339.79 314.86 323.97 347.10
1905............................................................. 362.00 315.68 342.82 317.32 326.44 349.27
1906............................................................. 370.72 324.62 353.12 325.81 340.03 359.53

From this table it is seen that in the North Atlantic division the 
average food cost per family (assuming that food was purchased in 
the same quantity each year and that the expenditure for each of 
the various articles bore the same relation to the total expenditure 
for food in each of the years) was $330.35 in 1890, $333.26 in 1891, 
etc. The lowest cost was $312.91 in 1897, and the highest was 
$370.72 in 1906, a difference of $57.81.

For the United States, considered as a whole, the average cost of 
food per family in 1890 was $318.20. In 1896, the year of lowest 
prices, it fell to $296.76; in 1906 it reached the highest point of the 
period, being $359.53.

The changes in the cost of living, as shown by this table, relate 
to food alone, representing 42.54 per cent of all family expenditures 
in the 2,567 families furnishing information relative to cost of living.

The table which follows shows for the United States the average 
cost of a year’s food supplies in representative workingmen’s families 
if purchased at the prices for the specified month of 1905 and 1906. 
This table is based on the average food cost per family in 1901 as 
reported by the 2,567 families investigated.

In computing this table it was considered that the expenditure for 
each of the various articles bore the same relation to the total expen
diture for food in each month of 1905 and 1906 as in the year 1901.
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AVERAGE COST OF A YEAR’S FOOD SUPPLIES PER WORKINGMAN’S FAMILY IF  
PURCHASED AT THE PRICES FOR EACH SPECIFIED MONTH OF 1905 AND 1906.

[Based on the average cost per family in 1901 and the course of retail prices of food as indicated by the 
relative prices weighted according to family consumption.]

Month. 1905. 1906.

January........................................................................................................................ 1359.22
359.53

1363.57
361.08February.... .................................................................................................................

March........................................................................................................................... 353.62 357.35
A prih........................................................................................................................... 348.03 353.93
May.............................................................................................................................. 343.68 350.83
June............................................................................................ ................................ 341.19 350.83
July.............................................................................................................................. 340.88 352.07
August........................................................................................................................ 342.12 353.62
September.................................................................................................................... 343.99 357.97
October........................................................................................................................ 348.34 363.88
November..................................................................................................................... 353.62 371.03
December..................................................................................................................... 358.28 376.62

Y ear........................ :......................................................................................... 349.27 359.53

The average cost at December, 1906, prices of a year’s food sup
plies per family (assuming that food was purchased in the same 
quantity and that the expenditure for each of the various articles 
bore the same relation to the total expenditure for food as in the 
year 1901) was $376.62; which was an advance of $18.34 over the 
average cost of a year’s supplies at December, 1905, prices. The 
lowest point reached during the two years was $340.88, the average 
cost of a year’s food supplies at July, 1905, prices. By referring to 
the table on page 191 comparison may be made with each of the years 
since 1890.

For a comparison of the relative advance of retail prices of food 
and wages in the manufacturing and mechanical industries the 
reader is referred to the article on “ Wages and hours of labor,” 
pages 1 to 174 of this Bulletin. The increase in wages in many indus
tries has exceeded the advance in food, but, as has been mentioned in 
previous numbers of the Bulletin, the increased cost of food has been 
felt by everyone, and perhaps more keenly by employees on salaries, 
as the general tendency is to advance employees on salaries less rapidly 
than those employed by the day or week or whose services are con
tracted for at frequent intervals.

The table which follows shows for 20 articles of food the amount 
which could have been bought for one dollar in each of the years 1890 
to 1906.

The table is based on the average price reported paid by the 2,567 
families in 1901, the quantities for the other years being calculated 
from the relative retail prices for each of the articles. Flour and 
meal were combined on the family budgets; therefore the average 
price reported for these two articles by the retail merchants was used 
in computing the number of pounds of each which could have been 
bought for one dollar.
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No detailed description of the various articles can be given, but 
they were of the grade reported used by the 2,567 workingmen's 
families reporting expenditures in detail.

The table follows:

AMOUNT OF VARIOUS ARTICLES OF FOOD OF THE GRADE USED BY THE 2,567 WORK
INGMEN’S FAMILIES REPORTING EXPENDITURES IN DETAIL, WHICH COULD HAVE 
BEEN BOUGHT FOR ONE DOLLAR IN EACH YEAR FROM 1890 TO 1906.

RETAIL PRICES OE FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 1 9 3

[Based on the average price paid by the 2,567 workingmen’s families in 1901, and the course of retail
prices.]

Year.
Fresh
beef,

pounds.

Salt
beef,

pounds.

Fresh
pork,

pounds.

Salt
pork,

pounds.

Poul
try

(chick
ens),

pounds.

Fish,
pounds.

Eggs,
dozens.

Milk,
quarts.

Butter,
pounds.

Cheese,
pounds.

1890......................... 7.81 10.06 9.89 9.s58
9.41

7.25 10.09
10.02

5.33 16.74 4.23 
v 3.95 

3.93 
3.82

6.39
6.29
6.22

1891.......................... 7.78 9.97 9.72 7.06 5.01 16.74
1892.......................... 7.79 9.85 9.55 9.20 7.08 9.97 5.02 16.72
1893.......................... 7.81 9.77 8.97 8.49 7.05 9.91

9.99
4.96 16.76 6.20 

6.211894.......................... 7.89 9.91 9.43 8.98 7.45 5.56 16.79 4.13
4.33
4.53

1895.......................... 7.84 9.84 9.63 9.33 7.46 10.15 5.40 16.82 6.36
6.45
6.38
6.47

1896.......................... 7.81 9.82 9.84 9.58 7.56 10.20 5.77 16.84
1897.......................... 7.73 9.72 9.83 9.48 7.81 10.35 5.86 16.87 4.51

4.421898.......................... 7.61 9.60 9.73 9.43 7.59 10.12 5.57 16.92
1899.......................... 7.47 9.50 9.44 9.13 7.21 10.07 5.30 17.01 4.30 6.16
1900.......................... 7.28 9.45 8.91 8.60 7.29 10.11 5.36 16.84 4.14 6.07
1901.......................... 6.99 9.24 8.14 7.96 7.13 9.97 5.07 16.64 4.07 6.11
1902.......................... 6.54 8.45 7.48 7.16 6.49 9.71 4.50 16.29

15.90
3.77
3.79

5.88
5.771903.......................... 6.86 9.01 7.56 7.12 6.20 9.35 4.28

1904.......................... 6.85 9.05 7.74 7.26 6.08 9.19 4.09 15.83 3.85 5.88
1905.......................... 6.88 9.09 7.58 7.24 5.94 9.02 4.07 15.72 3.73 5.69
1906.......................... 6.68 8.85 6.97 6.69 5.69 8.66 3.99 15.45 3.55 5.46

Year. Lard,
pounds.

Tea,
pounds.

Coliee,
pounds.

Sugar,
pounds.

Molas
ses,

gallons.

Flour,
wheat,

pounds.

Com
meal,

pounds.

Bread,
one-

pound
loaves.

Rice,
pounds.

Pota
toes,

bushels

1890.......................... 10.86 2.13 3.75 14.80 2.06 34.42 46.57 20.15 12.51 1.22
1891.......................... 10.69 2.13 3.76 17.09 2.12 33.56 42.45 20.15 12.36 1.14
1892.......................... 10.29 2.13 3.81 18.24 2.13 35.93 44.27 20.15 12.51 1.39 

1.191893.......................... 9.05 2.13 3.77 17.29 2.14 39.29 45.17 20.19 12.87
1894.......................... 9.98 2.16 3.83 18.71 2.15 42.57 45.56 20.23 12.80 1.30
1895.......................... 10.65 2.17 3.89 19.12 2.18 42.43 46.20 20.27 12.82 1.45
1896.......................... 11.53 2.16 3.97 18.17 2.19 40.73 49.02 20.23 13.10 1.73
1897.......................... 11.88 2.17 4.18 18.34 2.21 36.20 49.70 20.21 12.94 1.43
1898.......................... 11.36 2.12 4.34 17.33 2.20 35.16 49.02 20.25 12.46 1.26
1899.......................... 10.98 2.04 4.37 17.26 2.20 39.92 48.97 20.29 12.37 1.39
1900.......................... 10.21 2.02 4.34 16.73 2.11 40.04 47.81 20.27 12.37 1.42
1901.......................... 9.03 2.00 4.36 17.04 2.13 40.00 43.48 20.33 12.24 1.14
1902.......................... 7.94 1.99 4.41 18.28 2.11 39.79 39.20 20.33 12.24 1.14
1903.......................... 8.42 2.01 4.43 18.26 2.08 37.31 38.58 20.17 12.19 1.16
1904.......................... 9.09 2.02 4.31 17.22 2.07 31.49 38.33 19.45 12.47 1.10
1905.......................... 9.15 2.02 4.22 16.89 2.07 31.49 38.11 19.34 12.35 1.21
1906......................... 8.33 2.02 4.18 17.87 2.05 34.93 37.80 19.75 11.99 1.16

From this table it is seen that the amount of fresh beef (of the 
grade consumed by the 2,567 families investigated) which could have 
been bought for $1 was 7.81 pounds in 1890, 7.78 pounds in 1891, 7.79 
pounds in 1892, 7.81 pounds in 1893, 7.89 pounds in 1894, 7.84 pounds 
in 1895, 7.81 pounds in 1896, 7.73 pounds in 1897, 7.61 pounds in 1898, 
7.47 pounds in 1899, 7.28 pounds in 1900, 6.99 pounds in 1901, 6.54 
pounds in 1902, 6.86 pounds in 1903, 6.85 pounds in 1904, 6.88 pounds 
in 1905, and 6.68 pounds in 1906.

The investigation into the cost of living of workingmen's families 
which the Bureau conducted in 1901 included 2,567 families and 
13,643 persons. The table which follows shows by geographical
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divisions the total number of families reporting expenditures in 
detail, average size of family and average income, average expendi
ture for all purposes, and average expenditure for food per family for 
the year 1901:

NUMBER OF FAMILIES, AVERAGE SIZE OF FAMILY, AVERAGE INCOME PER FAMILY, 
AVERAGE EXPENDITURE PER FAMILY FOR ALL PURPOSES, AND AVERAGE 
EXPENDITURE PER FAMILY FOR FOOD, BY GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS, 1901.

Geographical division. Families.
Average 

size oi 
family.

Average
income

per
family.

Average 
expendi
ture per 
family 
for all 

purposes.

Average 
expendi
ture per 
family 

for food.

North A tlantic......................................................... 1,415
219

5.25 $834.83 $778.04 $338.10
298.64
321.60

South Atlantic........................................................... 5.30 762.78 700.62
North Central........................................................... 721 5.46 842.60 785.95
South Central............................................................ 122 5.65 715.46 690.11 292.68

308.53W estern..................................................................... 90 4.69 891.82 751.46

United S ta tes.............................................. 2,567 5.31 827.19 768.54 326.90

A marked difference in condition is seen by comparing the geo
graphical divisions. The average family income varied from $715.46 
in the South Central division to $891.82 in the Western division. 
The average family expenditure for all purposes was $690.11 in the 
South Central division and $785.95 in the North Central division. 
The average family expenditure for food was $292.68 in the South 
Central division and $338.10 in the North Atlantic division.

The average expenditure for food, when compared with the average 
expenditure for all purposes, does not vary materially in the five 
divisions. In the North Atlantic division the average expenditure for 
food was 43.46 per cent of the average expenditure for all purposes; 
in the South Atlantic division, 42.63 per cent; in the North Central 
division, 40.92 per cent; in the South Central division, 42.41 per cent; 
in the Western division, 41.06 per cent, and in the United States, 
cpnsidered as a whole, 42.54 per cent.

The table which follows shows, for the 2,567 families reporting 
expenditures in detail, the average amount expended per family for 
each of the principal items entering into the cost of living, and also 
the per cent which the amount expended for each item is of the total 
family expenditure:
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AVERAGE EXPENDITURE OF 2,567 WORKINGMEN'S FAMILIES FOR EACH OF THE 
PRINCIPAL ITEMS ENTERING INTO COST OF LIVING, AND*PER CENT OF AVER
AGE TOTAL EXPENDITURE, 1901.

Expenditure based 
on all families.

Items of expenditure.

Average.

Percent 
of total 

expendi
ture.

Food............................................................................................................................. 1326.90 42.54
Rent............................................................................................................................. 99.49 12.95
Mortgage:

Principal................................................................................................................ «8.15 1.06
Interest.................................................................................................................. 6 3.98 .52

Fuel.............................................................................................................................. 32.23 4.19
Lighting....................................................................................................................... 8.15 1.06
Clothing:

Husband................................................................................................................ 33.73 4.39
Wife....................................................................................................................... 26.03 3.39
Children................................................................................................................. 48.08 6.26

Taxes............................................................................................................................ 5.79 .75
Insurance:

Property................................................................................................................ 1.53 .20
Life........................................................................................................................ 19.44 2.53

Organizations:
Labor..................................................................................................................... 3.87 .50
Other...................................................................................................................... 5.18 .67

Religious purposes...................................................................................................... 7.62 .99
Charity......................................................................................................................... 2.39 .31
Furniture and utensils................................................................................................ 26.31 3.42
Books and newspapers................................................................................................ 8.35 1.09
Amusements and vacation.......................................................................................... 12.28 1.60
Intoxicating liquors...................................... :........................................................... 12.44 1.62
Tobacco........................................................................................................................ 10.93 1.42
Sickness and death...................................................................................................... 20.54 2.67
Other purposes............................................................................................................ 45.13 5.87

Total................................................................................................................... 768.54 100.00

a Including interest paid by 13 families.
& Not including interest paid by 13 families, included in principal.

The following table shows for each of the geographical divisions 
and for the United States the average quantity per family of certain 
principal articles of food consumed in one year. These averages are 
based on all families from which detailed statements were secured in 
each geographical division.

AVERAGE QUANTITY PER WORKINGMAN'S FAMILY OF CERTAIN PRINCIPAL 
ARTICLES OF FOOD CONSUMED IN 1901, BY GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS.

Article. Unit.

North
Atlantic
division,

1,415
families.

South
Atlantic
division,

219
families.

North
Central

division,
721

families.

South
Central

division,
122

families.

Western
division,

90
families.

United
States,

2,567
families.

Fresh beef................................. Pounds. 352.2 306.8 363.5 317.4 348.4 349.7
Salt beef.................................... Pounds. 75.3 9.4 21.3 3.5 3.8 48.6
Fresh hog products.................. Pounds. 103.4 85.3 152.6 128.1 28.4 114.2
Salt hog products.................... Pounds. 95.2 222.0 87.3 248.7 76.6 110.5
Other m eat............................... Pounds. 98.1 28.1 68.8 11.2 37.8 77.7
Poultry..................................... Pounds. 67.2 73.6 71.3 53.0 53.5 67.7
Fish........................................... Pounds. 98.9 66.1 56.5 39.5 57.5 79.9
E ggs.......................................... D ozen.. 85.8 90.6 88.3 85.0 39.8 85.2m ................................. Quarts.. 

Pounds.
396.3 191.9 348.2 220.8 324.4 354.5

Butter....................................... 118.9 102.1 124.0 88.9 108.9 117.1
Cheese....................................... Pounds. 15.9 15.2 17.4 18.9 3.8 16.0
Lard.......................................... Pounds. 73.8 119.5 89.1 143.3 48.5 84.4
Tea............................................ Pounds. 12.9 8.2 8.5 4.9 5.6 10.6
Coflee........................................ Pounds. 38.5 60.7 57.5 71.4 25.2 46.8

Pounds. 282.8 240.4 253.1 245.8 267.2 268.5
Gallons. 3.2 4.6 3.4 6.2 4.0 3.6

Flour and meal......................... Pounds. 624.0 851.8 718.2 979.5 452.3 680.8
Bread........................................ Loaves.. ' 310.2 197.0 165.6 199.8 255.2 252.7
Rice........................................... Pounds. 22.2 49.1 21.8 47.2 10.3 25.1
Potatoes................................... Bushels. 13.8 11.1 18.3 13.3 10.3 14.7
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From this table it is seen that 349.7 pounds was the average quan
tity per family of fresh beef consumed in the 2,567 families investi
gated. In the North Atlantic division the average quantity was 352.2 
pounds; in the South Atlantic division, 306.8 pounds; in the North 
Central division, 363.5 pounds; in the South Central division, 317.4 
pounds, and in the Western division, 348.4 pounds.

In the five divisions a great difference is seen in the consumption of 
salt beef. The average quantity consumed per family in the North 
Atlantic division was 75.3 pounds; in the South Atlantic division, 9.4 
pounds; in the North Central division, 21.3 pounds; in the South 
Central division, 3.5 pounds, and in the Western division, 3.8 pounds. 
The average for the United States was 48.6 pounds.

Of the more important articles salt hog products show the greatest 
variation in quantity consumed per family. The average consump
tion of these products in the North Atlantic division was 95.2 pounds; 
in the South. Atlantic division, 222 pounds; in the North Central 
division, 87.3 pounds; in the South Central division, 248.7 pounds, 
and in the Western division, 76.6 pounds. The average for the 2,567 
families investigated was 110.5 pounds.

The average quantity of sugar consumed per family varied but little 
in the different localities. In the North Atlantic division it was 282.8 
pounds; in the South Atlantic division, 240.4 pounds; in the North 
Central division, 253.1 pounds; in the South Central division, 245.8 
pounds, and in the Western division, 267.2 pounds. The average for 
the 2,567 families was 268.5 pounds.

Another table shows the average cost per family of the principal 
articles of food consumed in one year. These averages are based 
on all families from which detailed statements were secured in each 
of the geographical divisions.
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AVERAGE COST PER WORKINGMAN'S FAMILY OF THE PRINCIPAL ARTICLES OF 
FOOD CONSUMED IN  1901, BY  GEOGRAPHICAL DIVISIONS.

Article.

North
Atlantic
division,

1,415
families.

South
Atlantic
division,

219
families.

North
Central

division,
721

families.

South
Central

division,
122

families.

Western
division,

90
families.

United
States,

2,567
families.

Fresh beef.................................................. 154.27 $41.08 $46.06 $37.84 $54.13 $50.05 
5.26Salt beef..................................................... 8.18 1.13 2.20 .33 .66

Fresh hog products.................................. 12.83 10.48 18.39 15.60 4.04 14.02
Salt hog products..................................... 12.19 26.79 11.25 28.09 11.06 13.89
Other meat................................................ 12.26 3.86 8.68 1.40 5.35 9.78
Poultry...................................................... 10.18 8.44 9.34 5.93 7.15 9.49
Fish........................................................... 10.06 5.21 5.67 3.95 6.90 8.01
Eggs.......................................................... 18.44 15.55 15.24 13.20 11.01 16.79
MUk........................................................... 24.29 13.02 19.67 12.25 20.46 21.32
Butter!...................................................... 29.77 25.76 28.48 21.74 31.81 28.76
Cheese........................................................ 2.55 2.65 2.87 3.36 .69 2.62
Lard.......................................................... 8.15 12.72 10.34 14.31 5.44 9.35
Tea............................................................. 6.33 4.40 4.22 2.69 3.43 5.30
Coffee......................................................... 9.70 10.58 12.91 12.22 8.06 10.74
Sugar......................................................... 16.67 14.15 14.63 15.70 14.49 15.76
Molasses.................................................... 1.51 2.01 1.53 2.93 3.28 1.69
Flour and meal......................................... 16.24 21.10 16.47 22.68 8.85 16.76
Bread......................................................... 15.41 9.34 8.11 9.55 11.93 12.44
Rice............................................................ 1.94 2.77 1.92 3.70 .91 2.05
Potatoes.................................................... 13.77 9.29 13.01 11.54 9.84 

35.41
12.93

Other vegetables....................................... 16.08 20.75 22.03 16.62 18.85
Fruit.......................................................... 15.31 15.22 17.15 11.52 40.53 16.52
Vinegar, pickles, and condiments............ 4.06 3.21 4.80 4.41 1.49 4.12
Other food................................................. 17.91 19.13 26.63 21.12 11.61 2Qi 40

Total.............................................!. 338.10 298.64 321.60 292.68 30a53 326.90

From this table it is seen that the average cost per family of the 
fresh beef consumed was $54.27 in the North Atlantic division, $41.08 
in the South Atlantic division, $46.06 in the North Central division, 
$37.84 in the South Central division, and $54.13 in the Western divi
sion. The average cost for the 2,567 families investigated was $50.05. 
The average cost per family of salt hog products consumed was 
$12.19 in the North Atlantic division, $26.79 in the South Atlantic 
division, $11.25 in the North Central division, $28.09 in the South 
Central division, and $11.06 in the Western division. The average for 
all families investigated was $13.89.

The average cost of all food consumed during the year was $338.10 
m the North Atlantic division, $298.64 in the South Atlantic division, 
$321.60 in the North Central division, $292.68 in the South Central 
division, and $308.53 in the Western division.

The average expenditure for food in the families investigated in 
the North Atlantic division was 15.52 per cent above the average 
expenditure in the families investigated in the South Central division. 
The average expenditure for the 2,567 families in the United States 
was $326.90.

From the table just shown another table has been computed, 
showing the relative importance, as measured by the average family 
expenditure, of the principal articles of food consumed in one year. 
For the purpose of computing the relative importance of the various 
articles, the total value of food consumed is considered equal to 
10,000. The table follows.
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[Total value of food consumed**10,000.]

Article.

North
Atlantic
division,

1,415
families.

South
Atlantic
division,

219
families.

North
Central

division,
721

families.

South
Central

division,
122

families.

Western
division,

90
families.

United
States,

2,567
families.

Fresh beef.................................................. 1,605 1,375 1,432 1,293 1,754 1,531
Salt beef..................................................... 242 38 68 11 21 161
Fresh hog products.................................. 379 351 572 533 131 429
Salt hog products..................................... 361 897 m 960 359 425
Other meat................................................ 363 129 270 48 173 299
Poultry...................................................... 301 283 290 203 232 290
Fish........................................................... 298 174 176 135 224 245
Eggs........................................................... 545 521 474 451 357 . 514
Milk........................................................... 718 436 612 418 663 652
Butter....................................................... 881 863 886 743 1,031 880
Cheese........................................................ 75 89 89 115 22 80
Lard.......................................................... 241 426 322 489 176 286
Tea............................................................ 187 147 131 92 111 162
Coffee......................................................... 287 354, 401 417 261 328
Sugar......................................................... 493 474 455 536 470 482
Molasses.................................................... 45 67 48 100 106 52
Flour and meal......................................... 480 706 512 775 287 513
Bread......................................................... 456 313 252 326 387 381
Rice............................................................ 57 93 60 126 30 63
Potatoes.................................................... 407 311 405 394 319 395
Other vegetables....................................... 476 695 685 568 1,148 577
Fruit.......................................................... 453 510 533 394 1,314 505
Vinegar, pickles, and condiments............ 120 107 149 151 48 126
Other food...........:.................................... 530 641 828 722 376 624

Total................................................ 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10.000*

This table shows that upon the basis of the reported expenditures 
for food in the 2,567 families, the total value of food being represented 
by 10,000, fresh beef has a value of 1,531; salt beef, 161; fresh hog 
products, 429; salt hog products, 425; other meat, 299; poultry, 290; 
fish, 245; eggs, 514; milk, 652; butter, 880; cheese, 80; lard, 286; 
tea, 162; coffee, 328; sugar, 482; molasses, 52; flour and meal, 513; 
bread, 381; rice, 63; potatoes, 395; other vegetables, 577; fruit, 505; 
vinegar, pickles, and condiments, 126, and other food, 624. I t  
should be understood that these figures of relative importance are 
based on the cost of the various articles—that is, for every $100 spent 
for food, $15.31 was spent for fresh beef, $1.61 for salt beef, etc.

I t  is interesting to note that in the 2,567 families fresh hog products 
and salt hog products have almost equal importance, and that the 
two combined have almost exactly one-half the importance of fresh 
beef and salt beef combined. Eggs are practically equal in impor
tance to flour and meal. Tea has one-half the importance of coffee, 
and sugar is almost equal in importance to the sum of tea and coffee. 
Butter is almost equal in importance to the sum of flour and meal 
and bread.

Marked differences in the importance of the various articles are 
shown in the 5 geographical divisions. In the North Atlantic division 
fresh beef has a relative importance of 1,605; in the South Atlantic 
division, 1,375; in the North Central division, 1,432; in the South 
Central division 1,293, and in the Western division, 1,754. The rela
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tive importance of salt beef is 11 in the South Central division, while 
in the North Atlantic division it is 242, or 22 times its importance in 
the South Central division.

The importance of salt hog products is 361 in the North Atlantic 
division, 897 in the South Atlantic division, 350 in the North Central 
division, 960 in the South Central division, and 359 in the Western 
division. The importance of sugar does not show a great difference; 
it is 493 in the North Atlantic division, 474 in the South Atlantic 
division, 455 in the North Central division, 536 in the South Central 
division, and 470 in the Western division.

By the use of this table a series of index numbers, or relative 
prices, has been computed in which the principal articles of food 
have been given the weight or importance shown in the preceding 
table, thus showing the course of retail prices from year to year 
when the various articles are weighted according to average family 
consumption.

Certain groupings of the articles for which retail prices were 
secured are necessary in order to bring them within the classification 
reported in the family budgets.

Fresh beef is represented by the two articles—one, roasts, and the 
other, steaks; salt hog products by the three articles—salt bacon, 
dry or pickled pork, and salt ham; other meat by the two articles— 
mutton and veal; poultry by the single article—chickens; fish by 
fresh fish and salt fish; flour and meal by wheat flour and corn meal. 
However, in obtaining an average index number to be used in weight
ing by relative importance, wheat flour is given twice the importance 
of corn meal. I t would be necessary to give wheat flour even a 
greater weight as compared with corn meal but for the fact that 
bread is considered separately from flour and meal. Fruit is repre
sented by two articles only—evaporated apples and prunes—as it 
was impossible to secure complete series of prices of other descrip
tions of fruits. Vinegar, pickles, and condiments are represented by 
the single article vinegar.

This list includes all articles for which retail prices were secured 
except beans. The groupings are as follows:

Fresh beef:
Roasts,
Steaks.

Salt beef.
Fresh hog products:

Pork, fresh.
Salt hog products:

Pork, salt, bacon.
Pork, salt, dry or pickled. 
Pork, salt, ham.

Other meat:
Mutton.
Veal.

Poultry:
Chickens (year or more old), 

dressed.
Fish:

Fresh.
Salt.

Eggs.
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Milk, fresh, unskimmed. 
Butter.
Cheese.
Lard.
Tea.
Coffee.
Sugar.
Molasses..
Flour and meal:

Flour, wheat (2). 
Com meal (1).

Bread.
Rice.
Potatoes.
Fruit:

Apples, evaporated.
Prunes.

Vinegar, pickles, and condiments: 
Vinegar.

Other food:
The same index as for “ total 

food, except meat.”

The figures showing the relative importance of the various articles 
of food are based on the family consumption for 1901. There is no 
doubt that the relative importance of articles varied slightly from 
year to year, but no figures are available covering the 17 years, there
fore the relative consumption of the various articles of food is, in 
this study, considered the same for each of the years.

The method of computing the series of relative prices weighted 
according to family consumption, for each of the geographical divi
sions and for the United States considered as a whole, can best be 
explained by illustrating the process.

The following table is for the United States for the year 1906:

TABLE ILLUSTRATING THE METHOD OF COMPUTING THE RELATIVE RETAIL 
PRICE OF FOOD IN THE UNITED STATES IN 1906, THE VARIOUS ARTICLES BEING  
WEIGHTED ACCORDING TO AVERAGE CONSUMPTION IN  2,667 WORKINGMEN'S 
FAMILIES.

Article.
Relative
impor
tance.

Relative
price. Result.

Fresh beef................................................................................................. 1,531
161

116.1 177,749.1
17,838.8
59.073.3 
58,735.0
36.986.3

Salt beef................................................................................................... 110.8
Fresh hog products.................................................................................. 429 137.7
Salt hog products..................................................................................... 425 138.2
Other meat............................................................................................... 299 123.7

Total m eat...................................................................................... 2,845 | 123.2 350,382.5

Poultry..................................................................................................... 290 129.1 37.439.0
28.542.5
68.978.8
71.002.8 

104,016.0
9.240.0

36.608.0
17.091.0
31.061.6 
47,332.4
5,475.6

58.020.3
38.976.3

6.659.1
45.188.0
50.702.0
12.927.6

Fish........................................................................................................... 245 116.5
Eggs.......................................................................................................... 514 134.2
Milk........................................................................................................... 652 108.9
Butter....................................................................................................... 880 118.2
Cheese....................................................................................................... 80 115.5
Lard.......................................................................................................... 286 128.0

105.5Tea,.......................................................................................................... 162
Coflee......................................................................................................... 328 94.7
Sugar........................................................................................................ 482 98.2
Molasses................................................................................................... 52 105.3
Flour and meal......................................................................................... 513 113.1

102.3Bread........................................................................................................ 381
Rice.............................................................„............................................ 63 105.7

114.4Potatoes.................................................................................................... 395
Fruit......................................................................................................... 505 100.4
Vinegar, pickles, and condiments............................................................ 126 102.6

Total, except m eat......................................................................... 5,954
624

112.4 669,261.0
Other food................................................................................................ 112.4 70,137.6

350,382.5Meat.......................................................................................................... 2,845 123.2

Grand total..................................................................................... 9,423 j  115.7 1,089,781.1
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The sum of the numbers indicating the relative importance of the 
various kinds of meat is 2,845, the relative importance in family con
sumption of all meat. The sum of the results which were obtained 
by multiplying the relative price of each of the kinds of meat by the 
number indicating its relative importance is 350,382.5. Therefore 
to obtain the relative price of the group, meat, for the United States 
in 1906, the sum of the results is divided by 2,845, the relative impor
tance of the meat group. The quotient, 123.2, shows the relative 
price of the meat group in 1906 when weighted according to family 
consumption.

Each of the remaining 17 articles or classes of articles is taken up 
in the same way as were the several kinds of meat, the relative price 
for the United States in 1906, as shown in Table II, being multiplied 
by the relative importance of the article, as shown in the table on 
page 198. For the group of 17 articles comprised in “ total, except 
meat,” the relative price, 112.4, was found in the same way as was the 
relative price for all meat, the sum of the results, 669,261.0, being 
divided by 5,954, the sum of the numbers indicating relative impor
tance. One other group, designated “ other food,” remains to be 
considered. As the various descriptions of meat most generally used 
and also a class, “ other meat,” were included in the total meat, it is 
presumed that all meat was included in that total and that the food 
which in the family budgets was classed as “ other food” must be 
more nearly related to the various articles considered in the group 
“ total food, except meat,” and therefore “ other food” was given the 
same relative price as “ total food, except meat.”

The grand total of the numbers indicating relative importance was 
9,423, and the sum of the results obtained by multiplying the relative 
price of each of the various articles considered by its relative impor
tance was 1,089,781.1. The sum of the results divided by 9,423 is 
115.7, the relative price of food for the United States in 1906, when 
the various articles are weighted according to the reported consump
tion in 2,567 families. The class “ other vegetables” has a relative 
importance of 577, but it was impossible to collect retail prices of 
articles to represent properly this class for the sixteen years; hence it 
was not possible to include that class in this table, and therefore the 
grand total of relative importance, 9,423, lacks 577 of making the 
10,000 total importance of food indicated in the table on page 198. 
That is, 94.23 per cent of the total food consumption per family is 
represented in this table.

I t  is interesting to see, from the table on page 179, that the relative 
price for 1906, weighted according to family consumption and includ
ing 94.23 per cent of the total food consumption, differed but little 
from the simple average of the 30 articles of food shown on the same 
page, the weighted price being 115.7 and the simple average 116.2.
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I t  should not be understood that the 30 articles for which retail prices 
were secured, and which are enumerated on page 204, comprise 94.23 
per cent of the food consumed, but these articles represent groups or 
classes which do, according to the 2,567 family budgets, comprise 
94.23 per cent of the food consumed.

The weighted relative price for the United States for each of the 
years from 1890 to 1905 was found in the same way as has been 
explained for 1906.

The same method was employed in computing the weighted rela
tive prices for each of the five geographical divisions as for the United 
States. The relative importance of the various articles, or classes of 
articles, in the different geographical divisions is shown in the table on 
page 198.

The following table shows the average price per pound, dozen, 
quart, etc., in 1901, of various articles of food. One column shows 
the average price paid by the 2,567 workingmen’s families investigated 
in the United States, as reported by the housewife or other member 
of the family—that is, the average amount paid per family for each 
article was divided by the average quantity of the article consumed. 
Another column shows the average price computed from the reports 
obtained from the retail merchants. The average price shown for 
fresh beef in the last column, for instance, is the simple average of 
the prices quoted on the 614 schedules for fresh beef; the average 
for salt beef is the simple average of the prices quoted on the 121 
schedules for that article, etc.

AVERAGE PRICE PER POUND, DOZEN, QUART, ETC., OF CERTAIN PRINCIPAL
ARTICLES OF FOOD, 1901.

Average price—

Article.

Fresh beef..............
Salt beef.................
Fresh hog products 
Salt hog products..
Other m eat............
Poultry..................
Fish........................

Butter....................
Cheese.....................
Lard.......................
Tea.........................
Coffee......................
Sugar.....................
Mmasses.................
Flour and meal___
Bread.....................
Rice........................
Potatoes................

Unit.

Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Dozen..  
Q uart..  
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Pound.. 
Gallon.. 
Pound...
Loaf___
Pound.. 
Bushel..

Com
puted
from
2,567

family
budgets.

10.1431 
.1082 
.1228 
.1257 
.1259 
.1402 
.1003 
.1971 
.0601 
.2456 
.1638 
.1108 
.5000 
.2295 
.0587 
.4694 
.0246 
.0492 
.0817 
.8796

Com
puted
from

retail-
price

sched
ules.

10.1470
.0931
.1300
.1457
.1430
.1529
.1166
.2194
.0617
.2644
.1634
.1190
.5455
.2445
.0587
.5136

(a )

.0545

.0837

.9908

a Flour, $0.0250; com meal, $0.0230.
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The average price per pound for fresh beef reported paid by the 
2,567 families was 14.31 cents; the simple average price from the 614 
schedules for fresh beef secured from the retail merchants was 14.70 
cents. The average price per pound for salt beef reported in the family 
budgets was 10.82 cents; the average from the 121 schedules for salt 
beef secured from the retail merchants was 9.31 cents. In the family 
budget salt beef included dried beef, while the prices from retail mer
chants are for corned beef. The prices for the other articles can be 
compared by referring to the table.

It will be noticed that for all articles except four—salt beef, 
cheese, sugar, and flour and meal—the average price computed from 
the family budgets is less than the reports of retail merchants. In 
explanation of this difference, two suggestions may be offered. The 
first is, that when the price of any article of food advances there is a 
tendency on the part of the consumers to use some substitute for 
that article. Therefore, if an article is low for six months of the year 
and high for the remaining six months the greater quantity con
sumed by the family may have been purchased during the months 
when the price was low, thus producing a lower average for the year 
than would the simple average of twelve monthly quotations. A 
second suggestion is that prices secured from retail merchants were 
usually for some standard grade or brand of article, while in some 
families investigated it is no doubt true that articles of a lower grade 
were purchased at times.

The table which shows for each of the 5 geographical divisions 
and for the United States the relative price of food for each year 
from 1890 to 1906 is presented on page 179. The results were com
puted by two methods. By one method the figures obtained are 
the simple average of the relative prices of the 30 articles, and by 
the other method the relative prices of the various articles were 
weighted according to their average consumption in the working
mens families investigated in the States included in the geograph
ical division.

EXPLANATION OF SCOPE AND METHOD.

The present report gives the results of an investigation of retail 
prices in 69 of the principal cities of the United States for the year 
1906 and also summaries covering the seventeen-year period from 
1890 to 1906. Previous investigations of retail prices have been 
made and published by the Bureau of Labor, as follows: Eighteenth 
Annual Report, covering 1890 to 1903; Bulletin No. 59 (July, 1905), 
covering 1904; Bulletin No. 65 (July, 1906), covering 1905.

The present investigation includes 6,176 schedules or statements 
of prices secured from 993 firms in the principal industrial localities 
in 39 States, including the District of Columbia. In the Eighteenth
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Annual Report, the first of the series, were included 5,302 schedules 
from 814 retail merchants for the years 1890 to 1902, and 5,293 
schedules from 811 merchants for the year 1903. The prices were 
secured in the principal industrial localities in 33 States, including 
the District of Columbia. In collecting the prices published in Bul
letin No. 59 the scope of the investigation was enlarged and included 
6,760 schedules from 1,064 firms in 40 States. The report in Bulletin 
No. 65 included 6,193 schedules from 999 firms in 39 States.

As far as possible 1906 prices were secured from those firms which 
furnished prices for previous years. If a firm which had heretofore 
furnished prices to the Bureau was no longer in business, or where 
additional firms were desired, prices were secured for both 1905 and 
1906, so that in every case the 1905 and 1906 prices shown in this 
compilation are from the same firm.

The schedules were in all cases secured by personal visits of agents 
of the Bureau. The firms furnishing prices were those selling largely 
to the workingmen. In this compilation prices are quoted for 30 
distinct articles and under each article prices are shown for various 
grades and descriptions of that article. The articles for which retail 
prices are quoted in this report, the number of schedules or state
ments of prices secured for each article, and the number of cities 
and States in which the schedules were secured are shown in the 
table which follows:

ARTICLES FOR WHICH RETAIL PRICES ARE SHOWN, NUMBER OF SCHEDULES 
SECURED FOR EACH ARTICLE, AND NUMBER OF CITIES AND STATES IN  WHICH 
THE SCHEDULES WERE SECURED FOR 1905 AND 1906.

Article. Total
schedules.

Cities 
in which 
secured.

States 
in which 
secured.

Apples, evaporated.................................................................................. 155 68 39
Beans, dry................................................................................................ 159 69 39
Beef, fresh, roasts..................................................................................... 449 69 39
Beef, fresh, steak s................................................................................... 451 69 39
Beef, s a lt ................................................................................................. 155 69 39
Bread, wheat........................................................................................... 225 69 39
Butter...................................................................................................... 237 69 39

39Cheese....................................................................................................... 173 69
Chickens (full grown), dressed................................................................ 161 69 39
Coffee........................................................................................................ 182 69 39
Com meal................................. .............................................................. 176 69 39
Eggs.......................................................................................................... 227 69 39
Fish, fresh................................................................................................ 172 68 39
Fish, sa lt.........................................................•........................................ 173 69 39 

* 39Flour, wheat............................................................................................. 227 69
Lard......................................................................................................... 178 69 39
Milk, fresh, unskimmed........................................................................... 211 69 39
Molasses................................................................................................... 176 69 39
Mutton and lamb..................................................................................... 163 69 39
Pork, fresh...................... ................................................ :...................... 221 69 39
Pork, salt, bacon..................................................................................... 228 69 39
Pork, salt, dry or pickled........................................................................ 163 69 39
Pork, salt, ham........................................................................................ 236 69 39
Potatoes, Irish............ ........................................................................... 224 69 39
Prunes......................................................................................... ............ 161 69 39
Rice.......................................................................................................... 174 69 39
Sugar........................................................................................................ 227 69 39
Tea............ ....................................................................................... 169

161
69 39

Veal........................................................................................................... 68 38
Vinegar..................................................................................................... 162 69 39

Total............................................................................................... 6,176 69 39
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The 69 cities in which quotations of retail prices were secured are 
enumerated in the following table. The cities selected are so dis
tributed that the prices fairly represent the prices to the consumers 
in the principal industrial localities in all parts of the country.
CITIES IN WHICH RETAIL PRICES WERE SECURED, NUMBER OF FIRMS FROM WHICH 

SECURED, AND NUMBER OF SCHEDULES OR QUOTATIONS OF PRICES SECURED.

Cities.

Albany, N. Y .............. .
Allegheny, Pa..............
Atlanta, Ga.................
Baltimore, Md............
Birmingham, Ala.........
Boston, Mass..............
Brooklyn, N. Y ...........
Buffalo, N. Y ..............
Butte, Mont................
Charleston, S. C..........
Chicago, 111..................
Cincinnati, Ohio..........
Cleveland, Ohio...........
Dallas, Tex..................
Denver, Colo...............
Des Moines, Iowa.......
Detroit, Mich..............
Dubuque, Iowa...........
Duluth, Minn..............
Fall River, Mass.........
Flushing N. Y ............
Grand Rapids, Mich...
Indianapolis, Ind....... .
Jacksonville, Fla.........
Jersey City, N. J .........
Kansas City, Mo.........
Little Rock, Ark.........
Los Angeles, Cal.........
Louisville, K y.............
Lynn, Mass.................
Malden, Mass..............
Manchester, N. H .......
Memphis, Tenn...........
Milwaukee, W is...........
Minneapolis, Minn.......
Montgomery, Ala.......
Nashville, Tenn...........
New Haven, Conn.......
New Orleans, La.........
New York, N. Y .(a )...
Norfolk, V a.................
Omaha, Nebr..............
Peoria, 111....................
Philadelphia, P a ........
Pittsburg, P a..............
Portland, Me...............
Portland, Oreg............
Providence, R. I .........
Richmond, Va.............
Rochester, N. Y ..........
St. Louis, Mo..............
St. Paul, Minn............
Salt Lake City, U tah..
San Antonio, Tex.......
San Francisco, Cal___
Scranton, Pa...............
Seattle, Wash.............
Sioux Falls, S. Dak___
Syracuse, N. Y ............
Tacoma, Wash............
Terre Haute, Ind........
Toledo, Ohio...............
Topeka, Kans..............
Trenton, N. J ..............
Washington, D. C.......
Wheeling, W. V a........
Wilkes-Barre, P a.........
Wilmington, Del.........
Worcester, Mass.........

Total..................

Number of firms 
from which quo
tations of prices 

were secured.

Number of sched
ules or quota
tions of prices 

secured.

12 79
9 81

19 88
24 113
13 81
30 114

7 85
28 125
8 78

21 86
18 144
23 113
17 119
13 78
10 82
6 78

14 102
11 79
8 79

14 76
13 81
10 87
12- 82
18 107
15 78
12 75
12 79
14 78
16 78
5 75

13 76
6 80

16 87
12 84
10 104
17 78
19 79
12 90
28 107
24 153
12 78
8 78

12 110
38 148
6 78

12 79
16 82
16 83
19 87
12 88
14 113
9 82

13 84
13 79
23 131
17 79
12 90
11 78
10 82
12 78
10 79
14 76
10 78
11 84
11 102
12 78
20 80
14 73
17 81

993 6,176

« Borough of Manhattan only.

8891—No. 71—07---14
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EXPLANATION OF TABLES.

This report includes three general tables, as follows:
Table I.—Retail prices of food, 1905 and 1906.
T able II.—Relative retail prices of food, by months, 1905 and 

1906.
T able III.—Relative retail prices of food, 1890 to 1906.

Table / .—Retail prices o f food, 1906 and 1906 (pp. 210 to 816).—This 
table shows for each of the years 1905 and 1906 the average price of 
the particular article enumerated in each separate schedule or state
ment of prices. The agents of the Bureau obtained from the retail 
merchants the prevailing price for the various articles of food during 
each month of the two years. The monthly prices of the various arti
cles are not published in detail, but from these monthly prices an 
average price for each year has been computed for each schedule or 
separate statement of prices. The average price for the year is a 
simple average, found by adding together the 12 monthly quotations 
of prices for each article for the year and dividing by 12. The 30 
articles are presented in alphabetical order, the prices for each article 
being shown under each State, by localities in which secured.

The particular grade or description of each article is shown in con
nection with the average prices. The greatest care was taken to 
secure prices throughout the two years for an article of uniform grade 
or quality, as changes in quality are, of course, reflected in prices. 
A reference to Table I  (page 210) shows that the first article is 
“ Apples, evaporated,” and the first line shows the average price 
computed from monthly statements of the price of evaporated apples 
as sold by a certain retail merchant in Birmingham, Ala. The third 
column shows the average price per pound, 12.50 cents, in 1905, 
the fourth column the average price per pound, 12.50 cents, in 1906. 
The second line presents the average price of evaporated apples 
computed from statements of monthly prices furnished by a certain 
other retail merchant in Birmingham, Ala. The third line shows 
the price of evaporated apples computed from statements of monthly 
prices furnished an agent of the Bureau by a certain retail merchant 
in Montgomery, Ala.

For evaporated apples 155 statements of prices are shown. These 
statements were obtained in 68 cities in 39 States. For dry beans 159 
statements of prices are shown. For fresh beef (roasts) 449 state
ments are shown. The number of statements of prices, or schedules, 
shown for each of the 30 articles may be seen by reference to the table 
on page 204.

In some localities the weight of a loaf of bread is fixed by statute, 
but in many other localities the weight of a loaf varies to some extent 
with the fluctuations in the price of flour. For this reason the por
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tion of Table I relating to bread shows the weight of the loaf for 
which the statement of prices was secured, the average price per 
loaf for 1905 and 1906, and the computed average price per pound 
(after baking) for each of the two years. A loaf of bread is the usual 
unit of purchase, but in comparing 1906 and 1905 prices the price per 
pound should be used in preference to the price per loaf when the 
weight per loaf has changed.

Table I I .—Relative retail prices o f food, by months, 1905 and 1906 
(pp. 317 and 318).—This table shows for each month of 1905 and 
1906 the relative price for each of the 30 articles of food included in 
this compilation. This table has not been included in previous reports 
on retail prices published by the Bureau.

The method followed in computing the relative prices is fully ex
plained in the description of Table III, which immediately follows.

Table I I I .—Relative retail prices o f food, 1890 to 1906 (pp. 319 to 
328).—In the Eighteenth Annual Report of this Bureau were shown 
the relative retail prices for each of the fourteen years from 1890 to 
1903 for each of the 30 articles of food included in that report, in 
Bulletin No. 59 those prices were extended to include 1904, in Bul
letin No. 65 to include 1905, and in the present compilation they are 
extended to include 1906.

As explained on a previous page, a Relative price, or an index num
ber as it is technically called, of any article is the per cent which 
the price of that article at any certain date is of the price of the 
same article at a date or a period which has been selected as the 
base or standard.

The base selected for the compilation of retail prices is the average, 
price for the ten-year period 1890 to 1899. This base period is the 
same as was used in the presentation of wholesale prices in Bulletin 
Nos. 39,45,51,57, 63, and 69 of this Bureau. The average for the ten- 
year period is used as the base for the reason that an average price 
for a number of years more nearly represents average or normal 
conditions than does the price for a single year. The value of the 
relative price is that it enables the reader to follow more readily the 
course of prices of a single article or of groups of articles.

In the Eighteenth Annual Report relative prices were computed 
for each of the schedules of prices. The method followed after com
puting the average price for each year was to determine for each 
schedule the base price, which is the sum of the average prices of 
the ten years, 1890 to 1899, divided by 10. The relative price or 
index number was then obtained for the schedule for each year in 
the period covered by dividing the average price of the article shown 
on that schedule for each year by the average price of the same arti
cle for the ten-year period 1890 to 1899. The quotient thus obtained

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 2 0T
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multiplied by 100 is the per cent which the average price that year 
was of the base price, and is called the index number or relative 
price.

In the compilations of prices published in Bulletin Nos. 59 and 65 and 
in the present compilation of prices for 1905 and 1906 schedules 
were secured from many firms who had not before furnished prices, 
and in many cases such firms had been in existence but a few years. 
I t  was therefore necessary to follow a slightly different method in 
determining the relative price or index number for 1904, as shown 
in Bulletin No. 59, and for 1905, as shown in Bulletin No. 65, and the 
relative price or index number for 1906, as shown in this Bulletin. The 
method adopted for determining the 1904 relative price was to com
pute for each schedule or statement of prices the average price for 
each year, 1903 and 1904, and then the per cent which the average 
price in 1904 was of the average price in 1903. These per cents or 
relative prices for all of the various grades and descriptions of the 
article were added and the sum divided by the number of schedules 
secured for that article. Thus for evaporated apples the 33 sched
ules secured in the North Atlantic division showed that the average 
price in 1904 was 98.48 per cent of the average price in 1903; the 18 
schedules secured in the South Atlantic division showed that the aver
age price in 1904 was 98.14 per cent of the average price in 1903; the 33 
schedules from the North Central division, 97.93 per cent; the 17 sched
ules from the South Central division, 98.47 per cent; the 17 schedules 
from the Western division, 99.32 per cent, and the total schedules, 118, 
showed that the average price in 1904 was 98.39 per cent of the 

• average price in 1903. By referring to Table III  (page 319) it is 
seen that the relative price*or index number (average price for 1890 
to 1899 = 100.0) for evaporated apples in the North Atlantic division in 
1903 was 107.5; therefore in 1904 the relative price was 98.48 per cent 
of 107.5, or 105.9. The relative price for each of the geographical 
divisions and also for the United States was found by the same method. 
The relative prices for other articles were determined in the same 
way.

After collecting prices for 1904 and 1905 the relative price for 1905 
was determined in the same way as was the relative price for 1904, 
as has just been explained.

In the present report a table (Table II ) has been added, showing 
relative prices for each of the months of 1905 and 1906. A great 
amount of work would have been required to compute the relative 
prices for each month according to the method heretofore followed 
for the years 1904 and 1905, therefore a shorter method which pro
duces practically the same results was used. The method followed 
was to compute the average price for each article for each month of 
1905 and 1906, and also for each of the two years. Thus for evapo
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rated apples the average price was 10.86 cents per pound in January, 
1905,11.28 cents for the year 1905,12.03 cents in January, 1906, and 
12.30 cents for the year 1906. By referring to Table II I  (p. 319) it is 
seen that the relative price or index number (average price for 1890 to 
1899 = 100.0) for evaporated apples in 1905 was 106.0. The relative 
price for January, 1905, would bear the same relation to 106.0 as the 
average price in January, 1905, (10.86 cents) bears to the average price 
for the year 1905 (11.28 cents). Upon computation, the number is 
found to be 102.1. The same method was followed in computing 
the relative prices for each month of 1905 and also for the year 1906. 
The relative prices for each month of 1906 were found by comparing 
the average price each month with the average for the year 1906.

For reasons explained in the discussion of Table I the relative 
prices for bread are computed from the price per pound and not from 
the price per loaf.

Kelative prices are not presented for each of the schedules or state
ments of prices, owing to the large amount of space which would be 
required, and it is not believed that such presentation would mate
rially add to the value of the report. The 39 States from which 
prices were secured have been grouped. The relative prices for each 
of the 30 articles are shown for each of the five geographical divisions, 
and for the United States. The classification into groups of the 
States represented is as follows:

North Atlantic division: 
Connecticut.
Maine.
Massachusetts.
New Hampshire. 
New Jersey.
New York. 
Pennsylvania.
Rhode Island.

South Atlantic division: 
Delaware.
District of Columbia. 
Florida.
Georgia.
Maryland.
South Carolina. 
Virginia.
West Virginia.

North Central division: 
Illinois.
Indiana.
Iowa.
Kansas.

North Central division—Concluded. 
Michigan.
Minnesota.
Missouri.
Nebraska.
Ohio.
South Dakota.
Wisconsin.

South Central division:
Alabama.
Arkansas.
Kentucky.
Louisiana.
Tennessee.
Texas.

Western division:
California.
Colorado.
Montana.
Oregon.
Utah.
Washington.
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Table I.—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906.

A PPL ES, EVA PO R ATED, P E R  POUNJD.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.......................................... Evaporated............................................... 10.1250 $0.1250
Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1250

Montgomery.......................................... Evaporated............................................... .1104 .1200
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock........................................... Evaporated............................................... .1063 .1250
E vaporated............................................. .1250 .1250

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles........................................... Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1229
Evaporated............................................... .0850 .1292

San Francisco........................................ Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000

COLORADO.

Denver................................................... Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1250
Evaporated............................................... .1067 .1200

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven........................................... Evaporated............................................... .1200 .1200
Evaporated............................................... .1500 .1467
Evaporated............................................... .1300 .1308

DELAWARE.

Wilmington........................................... Sold in 3-pound lo ts........ ........................ .0956 .1200
Sold in 1-pound packages.......................... .1050 .1100

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington.......................................... Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1267
Evaporated............................................... .1117 .1500
Evaporated............... ............................... .1075 .1417

FLORIDA.

J a ck so n v ille................ .......................... Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1500
Evaporated............................................... .1058 .1333
Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1250

GEORGIA.

Atlanta.................................................. Evaporated............................................... .1050 .1250
Evaporated............................................... .1017 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.................................................. Evaporated............................................... .1300 .1300
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1200 .1200

Peoria.................................................... Evaporated............................................... .1063 .1250
Evaporated............................................... .1167 .1500
Evaporated............................................... .1500 .1500

INDIANA.

Indianapolis.......................................... Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000

Terre H aute.......................................... Evaporated............................................... .1500 .1500
Evaporated............................................... .1500 .1500

IOWA.

Des Moines............................................ Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1292
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000

Dubuque................................................ Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1083 .1542

KANSAS.

Topeka............................................... Evaporated............................................... .0944 .1196
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1188

KENTUCKY.

Louisville............................................... Evaporated ..  _.......................................... .1000 .1104
Evaporated............................................... .1014 .1125

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans.......................................... Evaporated............................................... .10 00 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1067 .1171
Evaporated............................................... .1146 .1396

MAINE.

Portland................................................ Evaporated............................................... .1400 .1400
Evaporated............................................... .1500 .1500

MARYLAND.

Baltimore............................................... Evaporated............................................... .0833 .0808
Evaporated............................................... .1200 .1200
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1200
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

A PPL ES, EVAPORATED, P E R  POUND—Con tinned.

RETAIL PRICES OP POOD, 1890 TO 1906.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MASSACHUSETTS.
Boston...................................................... Evaporated.................................................. $0.1250

.1367
$0.1425

.1233Evaporated..................................................
Evaporated.................................................. .0967 .1208

Fall River................................................ Evaporated.................................................. .1067 .1450
Evaporated.................................................. .1200 .1367

Lynn......................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1275 .1450
Evaporated.................................................. .1175 .1244

Maiden...................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1208 .1250
Evaporated.................................................. .1058 .1217

W orcester................................................ Evaporated.................................................. .1225 .1517
Evaporated.................................................. .1133 .1117

MICHIGAN.
Detroit..................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1050 .1083

SoldTin 3-pound lots.................................... .0972 .1250
Grand Rapids.......................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1000

Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1000
MINNESOTA.

Duluth...................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1042 .1217
Evaporated.................................................. .1146 .1208

Minneapolis.............................................. Evaporated.................................................. .1146 .1313
Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1458
Evaporated.................................................. .1200 .1200

St. P a u l................................................ Evaporated.................................................. .0717 .0967
Evaporated.................................................. .1063 .1250

MISSOURI.
Kansas City............................................. Evaporated.................................................. .1146 .1250

Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .0833
St. Louis................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1063 .1229

Evaporated.................................................. .1063 .1229
Evaporated.............: ................................... .1000 .1000

MONTANA.
Butte.... ................................... ................ Evaporated.................................................. .1250 .1292

Evaporated.................................................. .1292 .1500
NEBRASKA.

Omaha...................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1250 .1250
Evaporated.................................................. .1250 .1250

NEW HAMPSHIRE.
Manchester.......................... ................... Evaporated.................................................. .1167 .1308

Evaporated.................................................. .1142 .1625
NEW JERSET.

Jersey City............................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1117

Trenton.....................................................
Evaporated..................................................
Evaporated..................................................

.1000

.1000
.1267
.1200

Evaporated.................................................. .1200 .1400
Evaporated.................................................. .1200 .1200

NEW YORK.
Albany...................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1367

Evaporated.................................................. .1300 .1300
Brooklyn.................................................. Evaporated.................................................. .1225 .1500

Buffalo......................................................
Sold in 1-pound boxes.................................
Evaporated..................................................

.1322

.1114
.1450
.1057

Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1000
Flushing................... r ............................. Evaporated.................................................. .1225 .1400

Evaporated.................................................. .1475.1200
New York................................................ Evaporated.................................................. .1167 .1500

Evaporated................................................ .1450 .1500
Sold in 1-pound packages........................... .1200 .1200

Syracuse...................................................
Sold in 1-pound packages...........................
Evaporated..................................................

.1050

.1000
.1033
.1100

Evaporated.................................................. .1100 .1200

OHIO.

Cincinnati................................................. Evaporated.................................................. .1250 .1125
Evaporated.................................................. .1500 .1500
Evaporated.................................................. .1200 .1200

Cleveland.................................................. Evaporated.................................................. .1117 .1000
Evaporated.................................................. .1400 .1400
Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1100

Toledo....................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1500 .1500
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Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

A PPL ES, EVAPORATED, P E R  POUND—Concluded.

State* and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

OREGON.

Portland................................................ Evaporated............................................... 10.0903 10.0930
Evaporated............................................... .0889 .1083

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny............................................... Evaporated....................................... i ___ .1200 .1300
Evaporated............................................... .1375 .1292

Philadelphia.......................................... Evaporated............................................... .1183 .1200
Evaporated............................................... .1033 .1200
Evaporated............................................... .1050 .1125

Pittsburg.............................................. Evaporated.......... ................................... .1208 .1250
Evaporated............................................... .1075 .1300

Scranton................................................ Evaporated............................................... .1200 .1200
Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1250

Wilkes-Barre......................................... Evaporated............................................... .1133 .1250
Evaporated............................................... .1154 .1325

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................ Evaporated............................................... .1333 .1600
Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1500
Evaporated............................................... .1483 .1508

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Evaporated............................................... .0917 .1000
Evaporated.............................................. .1000 .1000

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1104 .1438

TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................ Evaporated............................................... .1104 .1100
Evaporated............................................... .1050 .1042

Nashville.............................................. Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .0833 .0833

TEXAS.

Dallas.................................................... Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1250
Evaporated............................................... .1167 .1250

San Antonio.......................................... Evaporated............................................... .1083 .1167
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000

UTAH.

Salt Lake City....................................... Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1875
Evaporated............................................... .1250 .1875

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .0800 .1000

Richmond................................................ Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000
Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1200

WASHINGTON.

Seattle...................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1250 .1250
Evaporated.................................................. .1042 .1250

Tacoma.................................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1000 . 1000
Evaporated.................................................. .1250 .1250

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling............................................... Evaporated.................................................. .1000 .1000
Evaporated.................................................. .1292 .1500

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee................................................ Evaporated.................................................. .1250 .1000
Evaporated............................................... .1000 .1000

REANS, D R V , P E R  QUART.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham......................

Montgomery......................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock........................

CALIFORNIA. 

Los Angeles.......................

. Navy............................................................. 10.1250
Navy............................................................. .1250

. Navy............................................................. .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000

. Navy, sold by the pound.......................... .1113
Navy' sold by the pound........................... .1172

. Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0750
Pint, sold by the pound............................ :0750

10.1250
.1250

.1000

.1172

.1172

.0750

.0750

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



RETAIL PRICES OP POOD 1890 TO 1906. 213

T a b l e  I , — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Cantinued.

BEANS, D R Y , P E R  <IUART—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

CALIFORNIA—concluded.

San Francisco......................................... Navy...................................................... . $0.0750 $0.0750
Pea,"sold by the pound.............................. .0938 .0938
Pea, sold 4 pounds for 25 cents................. .1172 .1172
Pink, sold 6 pounds for 25 cents, Jan. to .0763 .0670

Oct., 1905r 7 pounds for 25 cents, Nov., 
1905, and Dec., 1906.

COLORADO.
Denver...................................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

Navy  ̂sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
CONNECTICUT.

New Haven.............................................. Pea................................................................ .1000 .1000
Pea................................................................ .1000 .1000

DELAWARE.
W i lm in g t o n ....................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .0800

Pea................................................................ .0800 .0800
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

W ashington............................................. Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Pea.v.............................................................. .1000 .1000
Pea................................................................ .1000 .1000

FLORIDA.
Jacksonville.............................................. Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

GEORGIA.
Atlanta..................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Navy.................................. .......................... .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .0833 .0833

ILLINOIS.
Chicago..................................................... Navy............................................................. * .0800 .0800

Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Peoria....................................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0813 .0938
Navy, sold by the pound............................ .0938 .0938
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .1172

INDIANA.
Indianapolis............................................ Navy............................................................. .0833 .0833

Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Terre Haute............................................ Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0750 .0750

Navy, sold in 7-pound lots........................ .0670 .0670
IOWA.

Des Moines............................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0750 .0750

Dubuque................................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0750

KANSAS.
Topeka..................................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
KENTUCKY.

Louisville................................................. Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0781 .0781
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0797 .0719

LOUISIANA.
New Orleans............................................ Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

Navy, sold by the pound........................... .1000 .0938
Navv, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

MAINE.
Portland................................................... Pea................................................................ .0800 .0800

Pea................................................................ .0800 .0767
MARYLAND.

Baltimore................................................. Navy............................................................ .0783 .0800
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

MASSACHUSETTS.
Boston...................................................... Navy or pea................................................. .0800 .0800

Navy or pea, sold by the £ peck................ .0817 .0635
Pea................................................................ .1000 • .1000

Fall River................................................ Pea................................................................ .1000 .0800
Pea................................................................ .0800 .0780

Lynn......................................................... N a v y  o r  p ea . ........................ . .0767 .0703
Navy or pea................................................. .0913 .0800
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Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OP FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

BEANS, D B I ,  P E R  QUART—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MASSACHUSETTS—concluded.
Malden........................................ ............ Navy or pea................................................. $0*0850 $0.0900

Navy or pea, sold by the £ peck................ .0758 .0683
Worcester................................................ Pea................................................................ .0800 .0900

Pea................................................................ .0700 .0600
MICHIGAN.

Detroit..................................................... Navy............................................................. .0779 .0708
Navy, sold in 6-pound lots........................ .0781 .0781

Grand Rapids.......................................... Navy............................................................. .0800 .0767
Navy............................................................. .0700 .0700

MINNESOTA.
Duluth....................................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0828

Navy', sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
MirmAA.polis.............................................. Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .0800 .0800

St. Paul.................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Pea.'............................................................... .1000 .1000

MISSOURI.
Kansas C i t y . ..................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0856

Navy  ̂sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
St. Louis................................................... Hand picked, sold by the pound............... .0938 .0922

Navy,*sold by the pound.*......................... .0938 .0907
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0797 .0750

MONTANA.
Butte........................................................ Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
NEBRASKA.

Omaha...................................................... Navy, sold by the pound............................ .0938 .0938
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

NEW HAMPSHIRE.
Manchester.............................................. Navy............................................................. .0800 .0708

Pea................................................................ .0800 .0733
NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................ Pea................................................................ .0825 .0858
Pea................................................................ .1000 .1000

Trenton.................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Pea................................................................ .1000 .0850
Pea................................................................ .1000 .1000

NEW YORK.
Albany..................................................... Navy............................................................. .0800 .0783

Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Brooklyn.................................................. Marrow......................................................... .1283 .1400

Pea................................................................ .0900 .0900*
Buffalo...................................................... Navy............................................................. .0900 .0900

Navy............................................................. .0800 .0800
Flushing................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
New Y ork.. .■........................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1067
Pea................................................................ .1000 .1000
White............................................................ .1200 .1200

Rochester................................................. Navy............................................................. .0758 .0733
Navy............................................................. .0800 .0800
Navy............................................................. .1000 .0867

Syracuse................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1200
Navy............................................................. .0850 .1000

OHIO.
Cincinnati................................................ Dry................................................................ .1000 .1000

Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Cleveland.................................................. Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .0800 .0800

Toledo....................................................... Navy............................................................. .0800 .0800
Navy............................................................. .0800 .0800

OREGON.
Portland................................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
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BEANS, D R  IT, P E R  QUART—Concluded.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 215

State and locality Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

PENNSYLVANIA.
Allegheny................................................. Navy............................................................. 10.1000 10.1000

Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Philadelphia............................................ Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Navy............................................................. .0938 .0938
Pea, sold by the pound............................... .0938 .0930

Pittsburg................................................. Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Scranton................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1200 .1200

Wilkes-Barre........................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

RHODE ISLAND.
Providence............................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Navy............................................................. .0967 .1017
SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston................................................ Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

SOUTH DAKOTA.
Sioux Falls............................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

Nashville.................................................. Navy............................................................. .1000. .0750
Navy, sold in 6-pound lots........................ .0938 .0938

TEXAS.
Dallas....................................................... Navy............................................................. .1172 .1172

Navy, sold by the pound........................... .1156 .1172
San Antonio............................................ Navy........................ i................................... .0938 .0938

Navy, sold by the pound.......................... .0938 .0938
UTAH.

Salt Lake City......................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .0800 .1000

Richmond................................................ Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .0800 .0800

WASHINGTON.

Seattle...................................................... Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000
Navy............................................................. .1000 .1000

Tacoma.................................................... Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0938

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling.................................................. Navv............................................................. .0800 .0800
Navy............................................................. .0800 .0750

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee................................................ Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0656 .0563
Navy, sold by the pound........................... .0938 .0750

B E E F , F R E S H , ROASTS* P E R  POUND.

Birmingham

Montgomery

. Chuck......................................................... 10.1000
Chuck......................................................... .1017
Chuck......................................................... .1083
Chuck......................................................... .1250
Rib............................................................. .1800
Rib............................................................. .1733
Rib............................................................. .1567

. Chuck......................................................... .0800
Chuck......................................................... .0950
Chuck........................................................ .0917
Rib............................................................. .1271
Rib............................................................ .1146
Rib............................................................ .1167

$0.1000 
.1075 
.1208 
.1250 
.1800 
.1867 
.1725 
.0800 
.0933 
.0917 
.1250 
.1250 
.1250
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T a b l e  I — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

B E E F , F R E S H , ROASTS, P E R  POUND—Continued.

State and locality.

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock.

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles..

San Francisco..

COLORADO.

Denver..

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven.

Wilmington.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington...............................

Jacksonville.,

Atlanta.

Chicago.

Asosuripi/ioii.
1905. 1906.

Chuck......................................................... $0.1000 $0.1000
Chuck....................................... ................. .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .0800

.1500
.0800

Rib............................................................. .1500
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1250
Rib............................................................. .1000 .1000

Chuck......................................................... .0817 .0800
Chuck......................................................... .0867 .0900
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Rib............................................................. .1700 .1700
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1800
Rib............................................................. .1500 .1500
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Chuck........................................................ .0800 .0800
Rib............................................................. .1500 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1933
Rib............................................................. .1500 .1500
Rib............................................................. .2000 .2000

Chuck......................................................... .0600 .0600
Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0800
Chuck......................................................... .0700 .0700
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1333
R ib............................................... ............ .1250 .1250
Rib............................................................. .2000 .2000

Chuck......................................................... .1183 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1375 .1400
Chuck........................................................ .1300 .1317
Rib............................................................. . 1817 .1800
Rib............................................................. .2500 .2500
Rib............................................................. .2083 .2083

Chuck........................................................ .1233 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1117 .1000
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1800
Rib............................................................. .1500 .1500

Chuck........................................................ .1133 .1250
Chuck........................................................ .1208 .1242
Chuck........................................................ .1208 .1250
Rib............................................................ .1500 .1683
Rib............................................................ .1525 .1658
R ib ........................................................... .1700 .1700

Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .0867 .0883
Chuck........................................................ .1000 .1250
R ib............................................................. .1250 .1250
R ib ............................................................. .1800 .1800
R ib ............................................................ .1783 .1867
Rib............................................................. .1500 .1500

Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Rib............................................................. .1333 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1867 .1892
Rib............................................................. .1750 .1750

Chuck......................................................... .1050 .1033
Chuck......................................................... .0600 .0600
Chuck......................................................... .0842 .0858
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1079
Rib............................................................. .1083 .1117
Rib............................................................. .0867 .0917
Rib............................................................. .1200 . 1150
Rib............................................................. .1383 .1479

Average price.
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B E E F , F R E S H , ROASTS, P E R  POUND^-Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 190 6 .

Illinois—concluded.

Peoria.................................................... Chuck......................................................... $ 0 .0 8 0 0 $ 0 .1 0 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .0 7 5 0 .0 8 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .0 8 0 0 .0 9 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .0 5 6 7 .0 8 0 0
Rib............................................................. .1 0 0 0 .1 1 6 7
Rib............................................................. .1 0 0 0 .1 2 0 0
Rib............................................................. .0 9 8 3 .1 2 0 0
Rib............................................................ .1 0 9 2 .1 2 5 0

INDIANA.

Indianapolis.......................................... Chuck.................................................. .1 2 5 0 .1 3 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 5 0 .1 1 5 0
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 1 6 7
R ib ........................................................... .1 6 2 5 .1 6 5 0
Rib............................................................ .1 6 1 7 .1 6 2 5
Rib............................................................. .1 2 5 0 .1 3 1 7

Terre Haute............  ............. Chuck............................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0

i Ri b ............................................................ .1 3 1 3 .1 3 4 2
Short rib................................................... .1 5 0 0 .1 5 8 3
Short rib................................................... .1 4 3 8 .1 4 5 8

IOWA.

Des Moines............................................ Chuck......................................................... .0 8 6 9 .0 8 8 9
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 2 5 .1 0 8 3
Chuck........................................................ .0 8 3 3 .0 8 3 3
Rib............................................................. * 1550 .1 5 6 7
Rib............................................................ .1 9 5 0 .1 9 3 3
Rib............................................................. .1 1 6 7 .1 2 5 0

Dubuque................................................ Chuck........................................................ .1 1 0 4 .1 2 0 8
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 6 3 .1 0 8 3
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 6 3 .0 9 7 5
Rib............................................................. .1 5 0 0 .1 5 0 0
Rib............................................................. .1 2 5 0 .1 2 5 0
Rib............................................................. . 1313 .1 3 3 3

KANSAS.

Topeka.................................................. Chuck......................................................... .0 8 0 0 .0 8 6 7
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Cnuck........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Rib............................................................ .1 3 1 3 .1 1 6 7
Rib............................................................ .1 4 1 7 .1 3 7 5
Rib............................................................. .1 4 1 7 .1 5 0 0

KENTUCKY.

Louisville............................................... Chuck........................................................ .0 8 5 8 .1 0 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .0 8 5 0 .0 9 5 8
Chuck........................................................ .0 8 9 2 .1 0 0 0
Rib............................................................ .1 2 3 3 .1 4 5 0
Rib............................................................ .1 3 5 8 .1 5 3 3
Rib............................................................ .1 3 3 3 .1 3 5 0
Rib............................................................ .1 4 3 8 .1 5 0 0
Rib............................................................ .1 3 1 3 .1 3 8 3

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans.......................................... Chuck......................................................... .1 0 3 3 .1 0 5 8
Chuck........................................................ .0 9 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .0 8 5 8 .0 8 6 7
Chuck........................................................ .0 9 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Rib............................................................ .1 5 0 0 .1 5 0 0
Rib............................................................. .1 5 0 0 . lp 0 0
Rib............................................................ .1 6 6 7 .1 6 6 7
Rib............................................................. .1 5 0 0 .1 5 0 0

MAINE.

P o r tla n d . ............. ....................... Chuck........................................................ .0 8 7 5 .0 8 6 7
Chuck........................................................ .0 8 6 7 .0 8 3 3
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Rib............................................................. .1 2 0 0 .1 2 0 0
Rib............................................................. 1408 .1 4 8 3
Rib............................................................. .1 4 2 5 .1 5 2 5

MARYLAND.

Baltimore.............................................. Chuck........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .0 9 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Chuck........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Chuck......................................................... .0 9 1 7 .1 0 0 0
Rib............................................................. .1 7 6 7 .1 7 5 0
Rib............................................................ .1 2 8 3 .1 3 3 3
Rib............................................................. .1 5 6 7 .1 6 5 0
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T a b l e  I.—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

B E E F , F R E S H , ROASTS, P E R  TOUNO—Continued.

State and locality. i^Bcnpuou.
1905. 1906.

Chuck......................................................... 10.1067
.1133

10.1000
.1250Chuck.........................................................

Chuck......................................................... .1138 .1163
Chuck......................................................... .0900 .0950
Rib............................................................. .1708 .1758
Rib............................................................. .1567 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1917 .1933
Rib............................................................. .1950 .1933
Chuck......................................................... .0750

.0867

.0892

.0858
Chuck......................................................... .1033
Chuck......................................................... .1008
R ib............................................................. .1725 .1800
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1533
R ib............................................................. .1300 .1467
Chuck......................................................... .0850 .0800
Chuck......................................................... .1233 .1200
Chuck..:................................................... .1300 .1288
R ib............................................................. .1283 .1221
Rib............................................................. .1775 .1800
R ib............................................................. •J617 .1592
Chuck......................................................... .1167 .1229
Chuck......................................................... .1217 .1233
Chuck......................................................... .1113 .1100
R ib............................................................. .1650 .1667
Rib............................................................. .1600 .1733
R ib............................................................. .1313 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .0992

.0908
.0992

Chuck......................................................... .0958
Chuck......................................................... .0808 .0700
R ib............................................................. .1658 .1700
Rib............................................................. .1692 .2000
Rib............................................................. .1617 .1650

Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0883
Chuck......................................................... .0933 .0925
Chuck......................................................... .0842 .0842
Chuck......................................................... .0917 .0800
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1375
R ib............................................................. .1117

.1133
.1308

R ib............................................................. .1125
R ib............................................................. .1104 .1000
Rib............................................................. .1379 .1404
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .0900 .0900
Chuck........................................................ .1021

.1400
.0967

Rib.............................................. :............ .1400
Rib............................................................. .1400 .1400
Rib............................................................. .1300 .1288

Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0933
Chuck......................................................... .1083 .1083
Chuck......................................................... .1188 .1250
Rib................................ ........................... .1000 .1133
R ib............................................................. .1354 .1375
Rib..........:................................................. .1725 .1800
Chuck......................................................... .0817 .0792
Chuck........................................................ .0883 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .0883 .0867
Rib............................................................. .1396 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1600 .1600
Rib............................................................. .1313 .1375
Chuck......................................................... .0900 .1033
Chuck......................................................... .1117 .1225
Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0800
R ib............................................................. .1354 .1458
Rib............................................................. .1692 .1767
R ib............................................................. .1000 .1146

Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .0817 .0833
Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0800
R ib............................................................. .1563 .1667
R ib........................................ :................... .1292 .1438
R ib............................................................. .1188 .1150

Average price.

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston.

Fall River.

Lynn..

Malden.

Worcester.

Detroit.

Grand Rapids.

MINNESOTA.

Duluth..

Minneapolis.

St. Paul..

Kansas City.
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

HissouBi—concluded.

fit. Louis................................................ Chuck......................................................... $0 0850 $0.0808
Chuck............................................1........... .0758 .0733
Chuck......................................................... .0867 .0958
Chuck......................................................... .0842 .0750
Rib............................................................. .1388 .1250
R ib............................................................. .1592 .1592
Rib............................................................. .1400 .1213
Rib................ •........................................... .1575 .1500

MONTANA.

Butte..................................................... Chuck......................................................... .0819 .0917
Chuck......................................................... .0575 .0538
Chuck........................................................ .0700 .0708
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1250
R ib............................................................. .0963 .1083
Rib............................................................. .1333 .1375

NEBRASKA.

Omaha................................................... Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0800
Chuck........................................................ .0800 .0800
Chuck......................................................... .0850 .0800
R ib............................................................. .1313 .1333
R ib............................................................. .1250 .1250
R ib............................................................. .1313 .1333

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester............................................ Chuck......................................................... .1017 .1083
Chuck......................................................... .0900 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .0967 .1150
R ib............................................................. .2000 .2000
Rib............................................................. .1000 .1133
Rib............................................................. .1167 .1375

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................. Chuck......................................................... .1113 .1092
Chuck......................................................... .1050 .1050
Chuck......................................................... .1317 .1292
R ib............................................................. .1542 .1650
Rib............................................................. .1271 .1296
R ib............................................................. .1867 .1850

Trenton.:.............................................. Chuck.................................................... . .1275 .1300
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1200
Rib............................................................. .1650 .1767
Rib............................................................. .1650 .1667
Rib............................................................. .1567 .1667

NEW YORK.

A lbany.......... ........................... ......... . Chuck......................................................... .1450 .1400
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1275 .1250
R ib............................................................. .1825 .1867
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1800
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1800

Brooklyn............................................... Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1050
Chuck.................. ..................................... .1300 .1300
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1800
R ib............................................................. .1517 .1533
R ib............................................................. .2000 .2000

Buffalo...................................... ............ Chuck......................................................... .0842 .0842
Chuck......................................................... .1133 .1183
Chuck......................................................... .0967 .0967
Chuck......................................................... .0900 .1067
Chuck......................................................... .0900 .0983
Chuck......................................................... .1025 .1042
Rib............................................................. .1300 .1300
R ib............................................................. .1517 .1517
Rib............................................................. .1196 .1321
Rib............................................................. .1183 .1233
Rib............................................................. .1642 .1775

Flushing........................................ ........ Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1050
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1042
Rib............................................................. .1750 .1950
Rib............................................................. .1900 .1883
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T a b l e  !•—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

B E E F , F R E S H , ROASTS, P E R  POUND—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

new York—concluded.

New York.............................................. Chuck......................................................... 10.0917 10.1000
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1333
Chuck......................................................... .1117 .1133
Chuck......................................................... .0900 .1083
Chuck............................... ......................... .1167 .1167
Rib............................................................. .1388 .1400
Rib........................................... .•............... .1800 .1950
Rib............................................................. . 1442 .1425
Rib............................................................. .2000 .2000
R ib............................................................. .1333 .1338
R ib............................................................. .1767 .1800

Rochester.............................................. .0800 .0800
Chuck......................................................... .1025 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Rib............................................................. .1338 .1375
Rib............................................................. .1433 .1400
R ib............................................................. .1417 .1400

Syracuse............. ........................ Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1200
Rib............................................................. .1288 .1250
R ib ............................................................ .1967 .2050
Rib............................................................. .1950 .1933

OHIO.

Cincinnati.............................................. Chuck......................................................... .0883 .0850
Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0800
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0800
Rib............................................................. .1392 .1392
Rib............................................................. .1500 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1500 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1375 .1417
Rib............................................................. .1375 .1367

Cleveland............................................... Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0900
Chuck......................................................... .1158 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1167 .1250
Chuck.................. ..................................... .1142 .1183
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1400
Rib........... :............................................... .1438 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1600 .1600
Rib............................................................. .1454 .1500

Toledo.................................................... Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1150
Chuck......................................................... .0850 .0908
Chuck......................................................... .1263 .1400
Rib............................................................. .1100 .1275
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1800
Rib............................................................. .1600 .1800

OREGON.

Portland................................................ Chuck......................................................... .0900 .0900
Chuck......................................................... .0900 .0900
Chuck......................................................... .0992 .1000
Rib............................................................. .1375 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1500 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1479

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny.............................................. Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1250
Rib............................................................. .1550 .1567
Rib............................................................. .1550 .1533
Rib............................................................. .1533 .1600

Philadelphia.......................................... Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .0933
Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1200 .1200
Chuck......................................................... .1117 .1167
R ib............................................................. .1700 .1800
Rib............................................................. .1400 .1350
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1833
Rib............................................................. .2000 .2000
R ib............................................................. .1883 .1800

Pittsburg............................................... Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Rib............................................................. .1767 .1800
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1867
Rib............................................................. .1567 .1600
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Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

BEEF, FRESH, ROASTS* PER POCJNR—Continued.

221

State and locality. JL/escripnon.
1905. 1906.

Chuck......................................................... $0.1146 
.1250

60.1050
.1300Chuck.........................................................

Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Rib............................................................. .1400 .1400
R ib............................................................ .2000 .2150
R ib............................................................ .1600 .1750
Chuck........................................................ .1000 .1000
Chuck........................................................ .1000 .1000
Chuck.......................... I............................ .1021 .1250
R ib............................................................. .1600 .1600
Rib............................................................. .1400 .1425
Rib............................................................. .1417 .1417

Chuck........................................................ .1283 .1267
Chuck..............*.......................................... .0800 .0800
Rib............................................................. .2150 .2117
Rib............................................................. .1800 .1800

Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0800
Chuck........................................................ .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Rib............................................................. .1525 .1500
Rib........................ ................................... .1250 .1313
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1458

Chuck......................................................... .0625 .0650
Chuck........................................................ .0833 .0833
Chuck........................................................ .0800 .0800
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1333
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1250
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1250

Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
R ib .... ’..................................................... .1288 .1300
R ib............................................................. .1450 .1458
R ib............................................................. .1250 .1288
Chuck........................................................ .0950 .0933
Chuck.................. :.................................... .0733 .0758
Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0883
R ib............................................................. .1375 .1313
R ib............................................................. .1313 .1375
R ib............................................................. .1333 .1354

Chuck.................................. ..................... .0917 .0900
Chuck........................................................ .1000

.0875
.1000

Chuck........................................................ .1000
R ib...................................... ..................... .1146 .1083
R ib ............................................................ .1083 .1188
R ib.............................•............................... .1104 .1188
Chuck........................................................ .0500 .0600
Chuck........................................................ .0600 .0600
Chuck........................................................ .0700 .0700
Rib............................................................. .1125 .1125
Rib............................................................. .1250 .1250
R ib............................................................. .1083 .1063

Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1250
R ib............................................................ .1750 .2000
R ib............................................................. .1500 .1500
R ib............................................................. .1250 .1500

Chuck....... ................................................ .1000 .1000
Chuck........................................................ .1021 .1042
Chuck....... ................................................ .1000 .1250
R ib............................................................. .1500 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1271 .1292
R ib............................................................. .1250 .1500

Average price.

PENNSYLVANIA—concluded. 

Scranton........................................

Wilkes-Barre.

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence.

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston.

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls.

Memphis.

Nashville.

Dallas.

San Antonio.

Salt Lake City.

Norfolk.

8891—No. 71—07--- 15
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T a b l e  I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

B E E F , F R E S H , ROASTS, P E R  POUND-Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

Virginia—concluded.

Richmond.............................................. Chuck......................................................... $0.1000 $0.1250
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
R ib............................................................. .1250 .1500
R ib............................................................. .1250 .1250
R ib............................................................. .1250 .1250

WASHINGTON.

Seattle, T ................... -____________ Chuck......................................................... .0725 .0892
Chuck......................................................... .1000 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .0800 .0800
R ib............................................................. .1375 .1396
R ib............................................................. .1500 .1500
R ib............................................................. .1500 .1500

Tacoma............. -__________________ Chuck......................................................... .0883 .0900
Chuck......................................................... .0917 .1033
Chuck......................................................... .1125 .1021
R ib............................................................. .1438 .1500
R ib............................................................. .1500 .1558
R ib............................................................. .1500 .1500

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling................................................ Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .1250 .1250
Chuck......................................................... .1104 .1204
R ib............................................................. .1500 .1500
R ib............................................................. .1500 .1500
Rib............................................................. .1292 .1383

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. Chuck......................................................... .0900 .1000
Chuck......................................................... .1375 .1375
Chuck......................................................... .0900 .1000
Rib............................................................. .1313 .1400
R ib............................................................. .1800 .2050
R ib............................................................. .1117 .1250

R E E F , F R E S H , STEAKS, P E R  POUND.

Birmingham.

Montgomery.

Little Rock.

Los Angeles.

San Francisco.

ALABAMA.

Round........................................................ $ 0 .1 5 0 0
.1 5 0 0

$ 0 .1 5 0 0
.1 5 0 0Round........................................................

Round........................................................ .1 5 0 0 .1 5 0 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 8 6 3 *2 0 0 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 8 5 0 .1 9 3 3
Sirloin........................................................ .1 8 0 4 .1 9 3 8
Round........................................................ .1 1 6 7 .1 1 4 6
Round....................................................... .1 2 5 0 .1 2 5 0
Round....................................................... .1 2 5 0 .1 2 5 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 5 0 0 .1 5 0 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 4 1 7 .1 5 0 0

ARKANSAS.

Round........................................................ .1 5 0 0 .1 5 0 0
Round........................................................ .1 2 5 0 .1 2 9 2
Round........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 7 5 0 .1 7 5 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 7 5 0 .1 8 1 3
Sirloin........................................................ .1 0 8 3 .1 2 5 0

CALIFORNIA.

Round........................................................ .1 2 5 0 .1 2 5 0
Round........................................................ .1 2 5 0 .1 2 5 0
Round........................................................ .1 2 5 0 .1 2 5 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 5 1 7 .1 7 0 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 5 0 0 .1 5 0 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 6 0 0 .1 6 0 0

>0................................. Round........................................................ .1 2 5 0 .1 2 5 0
Round........................................................ .1 2 5 0 .1 2 5 0
Round........................................................ .1 2 5 0 .1 2 5 0
Round........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1 0 0 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 3 9 6 .1 2 5 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 5 0 0 .1 5 0 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 3 9 6 .1 2 5 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1 5 0 0 .1500
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Table I.—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

BEEF, FRESH, STEAKS, PER POUNR—Continued.

State and locality.

COLORADO.

Denver,

CONNECTICUT.

Round
Round
Round
Sirloin
Sirloin
Sirloin

Average price.
Description.

1905.

$0.1000
.1000
.1500
.1500
.1250
.2000

1906.

$0.1083
.1000
.1500
.1583
.1250
.2000

New Haven

DELAWARE.

Wilmington

DISTRICT OP COLUMBIA. 

Washington...............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville

GEORGIA.

Atlanta,

ILLINOIS.

Chicago

Peoria

INDIANA.

Indianapolis,

Round.
Round.
Round,
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.

Round.
Round.
Round
Sirloin.
Sirloin.

Round.
Round.
Round.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.

Round
Round,
Round
Round
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.

Round 
Round 
Round 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin.

Round.
Round
Round
Round
Round
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Round.
Round.
Round.

■ Round.
Round.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.

Round
Round
Round
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.

.1775

.2017

.2167

.2217

.2400

.2325

.1900

.1600

.1500

.2033

.2100

. 1 0 2 9

.1438

.1833

.1850

.1883

.1250

.1800

.1350

.1500

.1500

.1800

.1950

.2000

.1342

.1500

.1250

.1500

.1750

.2000

.1100

.0950

.1083

.1146

.1125

.1458

.1313

.1417

.1050

.1508

.1325

.1200

.1250

.1267

.1217

.1250

.1250

.1500

.1458

.1583

.1500

.1442

.1250

.1800

.1592

.1500

.2000

.2200

.2083

.2217

.2500

.2425

.2000

.1600

.1500

.2200

.2150

.1525

.1542

.1500

.1917

.1883

.1933

.1500

.1800

.1433

.1500

.2000

.1800

.2033

.2000

.1354

.1396

.1250

.1500

.1750

.2000

.  1UUU

.1075

.1133

.1058

.1458

.1383

.1429

.1083

.1425

.1313

.1383

.1300

.1408

.1317

.1288

.1467

.1600

.1542

.1542

.1500

.1483

.1350

.1800

.1658

.1675
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

B E E F , F R E S H , STEAKS, P E R  FOUND—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

Indiana—concluded.

Terre Haute.......................................... Round....................................................... 10.1250 10.1250
Round........................................................ .1250 .1300
Round........................................................ .1250 .1475
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1592
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1600

IOWA.

Round........................................................ .1208 .1250
Round........................................................ .1163 .1417
Round....... .1 ............................................ .1042 .1083
Sirloin........................................................ .1600 .1600
Sirloin........................................................ .1667 .1767
Sirloin........................................................ .1208 .1333

Dubuque................................................ Round........................................................ .1625 .1500
Round........................................................ .1354 .1438
Round........................................................ .1250 .1250
Sirloin........................................................ .1792 .1958
Sirloin........................................................ .1708 .1750
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500

KANSAS.

Topeka.................................................. Round........................................................ .1250 .1313
Round...................... , ............................... .1250 .1396
Round........................................................ .1250 .1250
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1608 .1683
Sirloin...:.................................................. .1567 .1583

KENTUCKY.

Louisville.............................................. Round........................................................ .1333 .1425
Round......... ............................................. .1313 .1400
Round........................................................ .1250 .1367
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1675
Sirloin........................................................ .1417 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1688

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans.......................................... Round........................................................ .1050 .1104
Round........;.............................................. .1063 .1167
Round........................................................ .1146 .1083
Round........................................................ .1258 .1250
Sirloin....................................................... .1500 .1500
Sirloin................ ....................................... .2 0 0 0 .2 0 0 0
Sirloin........................................................ .1717 .1700
Sirloin........................................................ .1771 .1800

MAINE.

Portland................................................ Round........................................................ .1 0 0 0 .1250
Round........................................................ .1250 .1250
Round........................................................ .1400 .1379
Sirloin........................................................ .1300 .1300
Sirloin........................................................ .2017 .2017
Sirloin..................................................... . .2850 .2700

MARYLAND.

Baltimore.............................................. Round........................................................ .1500 .1508
Round........................................................ .1500 .1467
Round........................................................ .1500 .1550
Round........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1800 .1817
Sirloin........................................................ .1642 .1650
Sirloin........................................................ .1592 .1667

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston................................................... Round........................................................ .2025 .2 0 0 0
Round........................................................ .2008 .2 0 0 0
Round........................................................ .1925 .1842
Sirloin........................................................ .2308 .2367
Sirloin........................................................ .2225 .2208
Sirloin....................:................................... .2433 .2400
Sirloin........................................................ .2192 .2158
Sirloin........................................................ .2596 .2533

Fall River.............................................. Round........................................................ .1300 .1467
Round........................................................ .1275 .1383
Round........ :.............................................. .1 2 0 0 .1250
Sirloin........................................................ .2233 .2400
Sirloin........................................................ .2083 .2233
Sirloin........................................................ .2350 .2400
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Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

BEEF, FBESH, STEAKS, PER POUND—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. * 1906.

$0.1508 $0.1475
.2158 .2067
.1667 .1658
.2350 .2300
.2642 .2817
.2433 .2675
.1867 .1950
.2025 .2000
.1558 .1608
.2533 .2500
.2608 .2675
.2308 .2150
.1917 .1883
.1867 .2000
.1550 .1550
.2800 .3000
.2750 .2800
.2533 .2600

.1000 .1042

.1225 .1221

.1075 .1175

.1250 .1500

.1425 .1600

.1383 .1442

.1250 .1250

.1042 .1250

.1300 .1250

.1600 .1600

.1408 .1600

.1450 .1450

.1288 .1363

.1354 .1396

.1425 .1500

. 1517 .1567

.1542 .1658

.1750 .1933

. 1217 .1208

.1104 .1208

.1263 .1317

.1500 .1500

.1600 .1600

.1533 .1575

. 1313 .1396

. 1417 .1433

.1250 .1250

.1600 .1700

.1917 .1983

.1500 .1500

. 1175 .1250

. 1167 .1313

.1146 .1250

.1604 .1750

.1500 .1604

.1438 .1417

.1075 .1229

.1100 .1200

.1133 .1200

.1158 .1263

. 1533 .1492

.1600 .1500

. 1646 .1746

.1642 .1604

.1000 .1146

.0833 .0900

.1063 .1008

.1500 .1500

.1083 .1125

. 1375 .1375

MASSACHUSETTS—c o n c lu d e d .  

Lynn.'.............................................

Malden..

Worcester..

Detroit.

Grand Rapids.

MINNESOTA.

Duluth..

Minneapolis.

St. Paul..

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.

St. Louis..

MONTANA.

Butte.

Round- 
Round.. 
Round- 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin., 
Round- 
Round.. 
Round- 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin- 
Sirloin.. 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Round- 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin- 
Sirloin..

Round- 
R,ound- 
Round.. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin- 
Round.. 
Round. 
Round.. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin.

Round.. 
Round.. 
Round-  
Sirloin- 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Round- 
Sirloin. . 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Round- 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin..

Round..
Round..
Round..
Sirloin..
Sirlo’n..
Sirloin..
Round..
Round..
Round..
Round..
Sirloin..
Sirioin..
Sirloin..
Sirloin..

Round., 
Round- 
Round.. 
Sirloin a 
Sirloin- 
Sirloin..
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Table I . —RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1 9 0 6 - Continued.

B E E F , F R E S H , STEAK S, P E R  POTJNR—Continued.

State and locality.

NEBRASKA.

Omaha.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Round
Round
Round
Sirloin
Sirloin
Sirloin

Description.

Manchester.

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City.

Trenton.

NEW YORK.

Albany.

Brooklyn.

Buffalo.

Flushing

New York.

Rochester.

Round
Round
Round
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.

Round.
Round.
Round.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Round.
Round.
Round,
Sirloin.
Sirloin.
Sirloin.

Round.. 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Round. 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Round., 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Sirloin.. 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Round.. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Round. 
Round. 
Round. 
Round. 
Round. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Round. 
Round. 
Round. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin. 
Sirloin.

Average price.

1905. 1906.

10.1104 itQ. 1126
.1104 .1125
.1083 .1154
.1500 .1500
.1500 .1500
.1500 .1500

.1833 .1900

.1500 .1500

.1525 .1683

.2833 .2883

.2000 .2200

.2800 .3033

.1425 .1425

.1983 .1917

.1867 .1933

.1817 .1817

.2225 .2142

.2117 .2117

.1650 .1667

.1600 .1617

.1550 .1600

.2125 .2217

.1917 .2108

.2000 .2067

.1667 .1800

.1600 .1600

.1650 .1600

.2500 .2300

.2000 .2000

.2200 .2200

.1800 .1800

.1600 .1600

.1850 .1883

.2000 .2000

.1833 .1867

.2000 .2000

.1108 .1167

.1083 .1200

.1288 .1400

.1000 .1200

.1283 .1200

.1283 .1363

.1375 .1383

.1400 .1517

.1600 .1750

.1363 .1433

.1450 .1500

.1475 .1717

.1717 .1800

.1650 .1800

.1667 .1633

.1917 .2000

.1833 .2000

.1933 .1883

.1800 .2000

.1850 .1933

.1567 .1633

.1600 .1600

.1800 .1800

.2000 .2183

.1633 .1700

.2150 .2167

.1917 .1950

.1600 .1600

.1950 .1867

.1800 .2000

.2000 .2000

.1100 .1100

.1283 .1367

.1242 .1200

.1300 .1375

.1450 .1550

.1400 .1400
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RETAIL PRICES OP FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 227

B E E F , F R E S H , STEAKS, P E R  POIJNJD-Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

new York—concluded.

Syracuse................................................ ■ Round........................................................ $0.1200 $0.1200
Round........................................................ .1483 .1525
Round........................................................ .1400 .1400
Sirloin........................................................ .1400 .1400
Sirloin........................................................ .1783 .1850
Sirloin........................................................ .1867 .1867

OHIO.

Cincinnati.............................„............... ■ Round.. .................................. .1063 .1125
Round........................................................ .1117 .1167
Round........................................................ .1250 .1250
Round........................................................ .1125 .1250
Sirloin........................ ............................... .1417 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1417 .1417
Sirloin........................................................ .1600 .1600

Cleveland............................................... Round................ ....................................... .1375 .1600
Round........................................................ .1321 .1417
Round........ ...............................:.............. .1400 .1400
Round........................................................ .1483 .1400
Sirloin........................................................ .1533 .1600
Sirloin........................................................ .1733 .1800
Sirloin........................................................ .1750 .1800
Sirloin........................................................ .1700 .1800

Toledo................................................... .1125 .1208
Round........................................................ .1288 .1500
Round........................................................ .1050 .1050
Sirloin........................................................ .1350 .1425
Sirloin........................................................ .2000 .2000
Sirloin........................................................ .1800 .2000

OREGON.

Portland............................................... Round.. ............................................. .1250 .1250
Round........................................................ .1250 .1250
Round........................................................ .1250 .1250
Sirloin................................:...................... .1250 .1259
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................... ........................... .1500 .1500

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny.............................................. Round........................................................ .1517 .1600
Round........................................................ .1475 .1667
Round........................................................ .1533 .1683
Sirloin........................................................ .1883 .2000
Sirloin........................................................ .1833 .1867
Sirloin........................................................ .1900 .2000

Philadelphia.......................................... Round........................................................ .1667 .1917
Round........................................................ .1667 .1600
Round........................................................ .1650 .1792
Round........................................................ .1500 .1592
Round........................................................ .1917 .1800
Sirloin........................................................ .2350 .2300
Sirloin....................................................... .2067 .1950
Sirloin........................................................ .2033 .2150
Sirloin........................................................ .2500 .2500
Sirloin........................................................ .2400 .2450

Pittsburg.............................................. Round........................ ............................... .1500 .1600
Round........................................................ .1500 .1500
Round........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1933 .2000
Sirloin........................................................ .1933 .2067
Sirloin........................................................ .1850 .2000

Scranton................ .............................. Round........................... ........................... .1250 .1250
Round........................................................ .1600 .1600
Round........................................................ .1500 .1600
Sirloin........................................................ .1600 .1667
Sirloin........................................................ .2200 .2450
Sirloin....................................................... .2000 .2000

Wilkes-Barre........................................ Round........................................ .'.............. .1400 .1400
Round........................................................ .1288 .1250
Round........................................................ .1400 .1467
Sirloin........................................................ .2000 .2000
Sirloin........................................................ .1800 .1800
Sirloin........................................................ .1800 .1883

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................. Round........................... •........................... .1758 .1917
Round....................................................... .1858 .2000
Round........................................................ .1933 .2083
Round........................................................ .1900 .2083
Sirloin........................................................ .3275 .3492
Sirloin........................................................ .3200 .3200
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Table I . —RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

B E E F , F R E S H , STEAKS, P E R  POUND—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

SOUTH CAROLINA.
J|

Charleston............................................. Round....................................................... 10.1104 10.1167
Round........................................................ .1250 .1188
Round........................................................ .1250 .1250
Sirloin........................................................ .1333 .1396
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1333 .1396

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Round........................................................ .1000 .1083
Round........................................................ .1000 .1083
Round........................................................ .1125 .1250
Sirloin........................................................ .1354 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1375 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1375 .1500

TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................ . Round................... ................................... .1279 .1313
Round........................................................ .1163 .1287
Round........................................................ .1600 .1500
Sirloin........................................... *........... .1742 .1729
Sirloin........................................................ .1800 .1708
Sirloin........................................................ .1558 .1625

Nashville............................................... Round....................................................... .1146 .1125
Round.............................................. ^  — .1250 .1188
Round....................................................... .1250 .1188
Sirloin..................................*..................... .1375 .1354
Sirloin........................................................ .1333 .1396
Sirloin........................................................ .1333 .1333

TEXAS.
Dallas.................................................... Round........................................................ .1250 .1250

Round........................................................ .0931 .0931
Round....................................................... .1000 .1000
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1396 .1396
Sirloin........................................................ .1250 .1250

San A ntonio......................................... Round....................................................... .1000 .1000
Round........................................................ .1000 .1000
Round....................................................... .1000 .1000
Sirloin........................................................ .1250 .1375
Sirloin........................................................ .1479 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1333 .1333

UTAH.

Salt Lake City........ ............................. Round....................................................... .1500 .1500
Round....................................................... . 1250 .1250
Round........................................................ .1250 .1333
Sirloin........................................................ ,1750 .1750
Sirloin........................................................ .1750 .1750
Sirloin........................................................ .1750 .1750

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Round....................................................... .1000 .1250
Round....................................................... .1250 .1250
Round....................................................... .1000 .1250
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1800

Richmond............................................ . Round....................................................... .1083 .1354
Round....................................................... .1250 .1250
Round....................................................... .1250 .1250
Sirloin........................................................ .1250 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1667 .1665
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................... Round....................................................... .1125 .1146
Round....................................................... .1250 .1250
Round....................................................... .1250 .1250
Sirloin....................................................... .1700 .1717
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500

Tacoma........................................ ......... Round....................................................... .1250 .1250
Round....................................................... .1146 .1238
Round.................... .................................. .1250 .1250
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1500
Sirloin........................................................ .1500 .1583
Sirloin........................................................ .1800 .1800
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling................».............................. Hound....................................................... 10.1438 
.1417

10.1500
.1500Hound....... ...............................................

Round....................................................... .1288 .1433
Sirloin........................................................ .1750 .1867
Sirloin........................................................ .1800 .1800
Sirloin........................................................ .1483 .1650

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. Hound....................................................... .1167 .1250
Round....................................................... .1458 .1733
Round....................................................... .1150 .1267
Sirloin........................................................ .1533 .1600
Sirloin........................................................ .1800 .2150
Sirloin....................................................... .1375 .1450

B E E F , SALT, CORNER, P E R  POUND.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.......................................... Brisket......................................................

Montgomery.........................................
Plate..........................................................
Brisket......................................................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock................................ .......... Corned......................................................

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles...........................................

Brisket......................................................

Plate.................. ......................................

San Francisco.......................................
Plate..........................................................
Brisket......................................................

COLORADO.

Denver................................... .............

Plate..........................................................
Plate..........................................................

Brisket......................................................

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven...........................................

Brisket......................................................
R u m p .................................................................

Neck or flank.............................................

DELAWARE.

Wilmington...........................................

Plate..........................................................

Chuck........................................................

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Washington..........................................

Rump........................................................

Plate..........................................................

FLORIDA.

J acksonville..........................................

Plate.........................................................
Plate..........................................................

Plate..........................................................

GEORGIA.

Atlanta_ . . •........................... .......... Bulk..........................................................

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.......... •......................................

Sold in 2-pound cans.................................

Blade or brisket........................................

Peoria -.............. -............... ...........

Brisket or rump........................................
Rump........................................................
Rump, boneless........................................
Corned.......................................................

INDIANA.

Indianapolis. ; ......................................

Corned.......................................................
Rump or shoulder.....................................

Plate..........................................................

Terre Haute..........................................
Rump........................................................
Rump or shoulder.....................................

IOWA.

Des Moines............................................

Rump or shoulder.....................................
Rump or shoulder.....................................

Rump or rib..............................................

Dubuque...............................................
Shoulder....................................................
Plate..........................................................
Shoulder....................................................

10.1250 10.1250
.1250 .1250
.1000 .1000

.1000 .1000

.1000 .1000

.0800 .0800

.1000 .1000

.1000 .1000

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0500 .0500

.0800 .0800

.1000 .1000

.0600 .0517

.1000 .1200

.1288 .1375

.0883 .0983

.0933 .1000

.0950 .1000

.0800 .0800

.1250 .1250

.1250 .1250

.0575 .0875

.0550 .0600

.0800 .0850

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0900

.1000 .1000

.0817 .0900

.0600 .0700

.1000 .1000

.1000 .1171

.1000 .1000

.1000 .1000

.1208 .1417

.0800 .0800

.0867 .0867

.0906 .1133
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T a b le  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

B E E F ,  S A I/T , C O R N E D , P IS H  P O U N D —Continued.

Average price.
State and locality.

Topeka

KANSAS.

KENTUCKY.

Louisville........................

LOUISIANA. 

New Orleans...................

Portland..

Baltimore

MAINE.

MARYLAND.

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Boston.................................

Fall River............................

Lynn....................................

Malden.................................

Worcester............................

MICHIGAN.

Detroit.................................

Grand Rapids......................

MINNESOTA.

Duluth. ...............................

Minneapolis..........................

St. Paul................................

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.........................

St. Louis..............................

Butte

MONTANA.

NEBRASKA.

Omaha.................................

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Manchester..........................

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City........................

Trenton.............................

NEW  YORK. 

Albany.............................

Brooklyn.........................

Buffalo.............................

Description.

Plate...............
Plate, boneless.

Brisket...........
Brisket............

Brisket
P late..
P late..

Brisket. 
Thin rib

P la te ....
P la te ....
Shoulder

Brisket..........
Sticking piece. 
Sticking piece.
Flank............
Thick rib.......
Thick en d s...  
Thick ends. . .  
Thick en d s... 
Thick en d s...
Thick rib.......
Thin rib.........

P late..........................
Plate, boneless, rolled 
Plate, boneless, rolled.
Rump.........................
Rump.........................
Rump.........................

Shoulder....................
Shoulder....................
Shoulder....................
Chuck.........................
Rump, boneless.........
Rump.........................
Shoulder....................

P late............
P late............
Brisket........
Flank...........
Rump...........

Plate or neck 
Rolled..........

Plate.
Plate.

Thick, rib.........
Thin, rib...........

Plate.................
Plate or brisket. 
Brisket or flank. 
Brisket or plate.

R um p... 
Shoulder. 
P la te ....  
R um p... 
Chuck...  
R um p...

1905. 1906.

10.0833 $0.0944
.0833 .0833

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0800

.0800 .0800

.1000 .1000

.1167 .1250

.1200 .1200

.0658 .0717

.0733 .0708

.0700 .0700

.0817 .0917

.1271 .1225

.0850 .0800

.0725 .0733

.0567 .0700

.0983 .1000

.1000 .1000

.1200 .1200

.1200 .1250

.1000 .1100

.1275 .1250

.0958 .0900

.0600 .0600

.0800 .0900

.0800 .0858

.1250 .1125

.1250 .1250

.1275 .1250

.1042 .1000

.1000 .1000

.1000 .1000

.1000 .1000

.0975 .0933

.1163 .1150

.0800 .0850

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0758 .0650

.0700 .0700

.0750 .0833

.0700 .0700

.0700 .0889

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0800 .0842

.0800 .0800

.0908 .0867

.0800 .0800

.0775 .0850

.0917 .0933

.1400 .1400

.1200 .1200

.0800 .0800

.1200 .1200

.0800 .0825

.0967 .0967
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OP FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

B E E F , SALT, COBNED, P E R  POCNO—Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

new yoek—concluded.
Flushing................................................... Plate............................................................. $0.0600 $0.0600

.1213Rump................... ....................................... .1200
New York................................................ Brisket.......................................................... .0800 .0800

Plate............................................................. .0800 .0800
Plate............................................................. .0650 .0717

Rochester................................................. Brisket.......................................................... .0500 .0592
Rump............................................................ .0700 .0717

Syracuse................................................... Plate............................................................. .0600 .0600
Rump............................................................ .0800 .0800

OHIO.
Cincinnati................................................. Brisket.......................................................... .0800 .0800

Rump dr shoulder....................................... .0900 .0900
Cleveland................................................. Brisket, boneless......................................... .1000 .1000

N avel........................................................... .0617 .0700
Rump............................................................ .1250 .1250

Toledo...................................................... Rib.............................................................. . .0471 .0500
Shoulder........................................................ .0767 .0792

OREGON.
Portland................................................... Brisket.......................................................... .0725 .0700

Plate............................................................. .0617 .0700
PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny................................................. Rump............................................................ .1100 .1000
Philadelphia............................................ Brisket, boneless............................ .0800

.0500
.0817
.0600Plate of brisket...........................................

Rump............................................................ .1000 .1000
Rump............................................................ .1200 .1200

Pittsburg................................................. Rump............................................................ .1250 .1250
Rump............................................................
Chuck............................................................

.1250 .1250
Scranton................................................... .1000 .1000

Chuck or neck.............................................. .1000 .1000
Wilkes-Barre.......................................... Plate............................................................. .1000 .1000

Rump............................................................ .1250 .1250
RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................... Plate............................................................. .1150 .1150
Plate............................................................. .1200 .1200

SOUTH CAROLINA.
Charleston................................................ Round........................................................... .1000 .1000

Round.................... ..................................... .1000 .1000
SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................... Shoulder........................................................ .0833 .0833
Shoulder........................................................ .0800 .0800

TENNESSEE.
Memphis................................................... Plate............................................................. .1000 .1000

Rump or brisket......................................... .0933 .0856
Rump or brisket......................................... .1000 .1000

Nashville.................................................. Brisket......................................................... .0800 .0800
Rump............................................................ .1000 .1000

TEXAS.
Dallas....................................................... Shoulder........................................................ .1250 .1250
San Antonio............................................ Brisket........................ ................................ .1000 .1000

Corned.......................................................... .1000 .1313
UTAH.

Salt Lake City......................................... Brisket, boneless......................................... .1250 .1250
Brisket, boneless......................................... .1250 .1250
Brisket, boneless......................................... .1000 .1250

VIRGINIA.
Norfolk..................................................... Navel............................................................ .0800 .0800

Navel............................................................ .0800 .0800
Richmond................................................ Brisket...................................................... .. .0800 .0800

Brisket.......................................................... .0800 .0800
WASHINGTON.

Seattle...................................................... Plate............................................................. .0800 .0800
Plate or chuck............................................. .0550 .0567
Plate or rib................................................... .0600 .0600

Tacoma.................................................... Brisket.......................................................... .0700 .0767
Plate or brisket........................................... .0800 .0800

WEST VIRGINIA.
Wheeling................................................... Brisket.......................................................... .1000 .1000

Plate............................................................. .1000 .1000
WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee................................................ Flank............................................................ .0600 .0700
Rump............................................................ .1325 .1450
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B R E A D ) W H E A T .

Table I.—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

State and locality. Description.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.......

Montgomery.......

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock.........

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles.........

San Francisco___

COLORADO.

12-ounce loaf.......................................
12-ounce loaf .............................
12-ounce loaf, 1905; 1-pound loaf, 1906.
14-ounce loaf, sold by ticket..............
14-ounce loaf 1905; 13£-ounce loaf, 

1906; sold by ticket.
1-pound loaf, sold by ticket...............
14-ounce loaf, sold by ticket..............

12- ounce loaf, 3 loaves sold for 10 
cents.

14-ounce loaf, 6 loaves sold for 25 
cents.

13- ounce loaf, Jan. to Mar., 1905; 14- 
ounce loaf, Apr., 1905, to Dec., 1906; 
3 loaves sold lor 10 cents.

1-pound loaf....................................
1-pound loaf.......................................
20-ounce loaf.......................................
1-pound loaf.......................................
1-pound loaf.......................................
144-ounce loaf.....................................
144-ounce loaf.....................................
18-ounce loaf, Jan., 1905, to Apr., 

1906; 1-pound loaf, May to Dec., 
1906.

Denver.

CONNECTICUT.

1-pound loaf. 
1-pound loaf. 
1-pound loaf.

New Haven.

DELAWARE.

14-ounce loaf, 1905; 15-ounce loaf, 
1906.

14-ounce loaf, 1905; 15-ounce loaf, 
1906.

14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Aug. and Dec., 
1905; 144-ounce loaf, Sept, to Nov., 
1905 and 1906.

26-ounce loaf.....................................

W ilmington................. 1-pound loaf.
1-pound loaf. 
1-pound loaf.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington.

FLORIDA.

1-pound loaf. 
1-pound loaf. 
1-pound loaf.

Jacksonville.

GEORGIA.

14-ounce loaf........................
14-ounce loaf........................
14-ounce loaf........................
14-ounce' loaf, sold by ticket

Atlanta

ILLINOIS.

12-ounce loaf..................................... .
1-pound loaf..................................... .
1-pound loaf, Jan. to June, 1905, and 

Dec., 1905, to Dec., 1906; 14-ounce 
loaf, July to Nov., 1905.

Chicago 13-ounce loaf, Jan. to Mar., 1905; 
1-poundloaf, Apr., 1905, to Dec., 1906.

13-ounce loaf, Jan. to Mar., and Nov. 
and Dec., 1905; 1-pound loaf, Apr. 
to Oct., 1905, and Jan. to Dec., 1906.

13-ounce loaf, Jan. to Mar., 1905, and 
Nov., 1905, to Dec., 1906; 1-pound 
loaf, Apr. to Oct., 1905.

13-ounce loaf, Jan. to Mar., Nov. and 
Dec., 1905, and Jan., 1906; 1-pound 
loaf, Apr. to Oct., 1905, Feb. to 
Dec., 1006.

Average price per 
loaf.

Average price per 
pound.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

$0.0500 $0.0500 10.0667 10.0667
.0500 .0500 .0667 .0667
.0500 .0500 .0667 .0500
.0313 .0313 . .0357 .0357
.0313 .0313 .0357 .0370

.0357 .0357 .0357 .0357

.0357 .0357 .0408 .0408

.0333 .0333 .0444 .0444

.0417 .0417 .0476 .0476

0333 .0333 .0388 .0381

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0400 .0400

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0552 .0552

.0500 .0500 .0552 .0552

.0500 .0500 .0444 .0481

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0571 .0533

.0500 .0500 .0571 .0533

.0500 .0500 .0566 .0552

.1000 .1000 .0615 .0615

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0417 .0417 .0476 .0476

.0417 .0417 .0476 .0476

.0400 .0400 .0457 .0457

.0400 .0400 .0457 .0457

.0500 .0500 .0667 .0667

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0530 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0529 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0548 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0548 .0615

.0500 .0500 .0548 .0510
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B R E A D , W H E A T —Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average .price per Average price per 

pound.

19C5. 1906. 1905. 1906.

Illinois—concluded.

Peoria........................... 1-pound loaf......................................... $0.0500 $0.0500 $0.0500 $0.0500
1-pound loaf.................................... * .. .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

INDIANA.

Indianapolis................. 17-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0471 .0471
17-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0471 .0471
17-ounce loaf....................................... . .0500 .0500 .0471 .0471

Tfirrfi TTo.ute................. 17-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0471 .0471
17-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0471 .0471
19-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0421 .0421

IOWA.

Des Moines................... 1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

Dubuque....................... 13-ounce loaf, 1905; 15-ounce loaf, 1906. .0500 .0500 .0615 .0533
13-ounce loaf, 1905; 15-ounce loaf, 1906. .0500 .0500 .0615 .0533
13-ounce loaf, 1905; 15-ounce loaf, 1906. .0500 .0500 .0615 .0533

KANSAS.
Topeka.......................... 1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

KENTUCKY.

Louisville...................... 1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-poond loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans................. 20-ounce loaf, Jan. to Oct., 1905, and .0500 .0500 .0389 .0400
Jan. to Dec., 1906; 24-ounce loaf, 
Nov. and Dec., 1905.

20-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0400 .0400
20-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0400 .0400
20-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0400 .0400
20-ounee loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0400 .0400

MAINE.
Portland....................... 14-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571

15-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

MARYLAND.
Baltimore........... 1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500.
1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

MASSACHUSETTS.
Boston .. 1-pound loaf..................... - .................. .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

1-pound loaf.........................................
14-ounce loaf, 1905; 15-ounce loaf, 1906.

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0571 .0533
14-ounce loaf, 1905; 15-ounce loaf, 1906. .0500 .0500 .0571 .0533

Tf9.ll Rivp.r 14-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571
15-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
15-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533

Lynn............................. 14-ounce loaf, 1905; 1-pound loaf, 1906. .0500 .0500 .0571 .0500
14-ounce loaf, 1905; 1-pound loaf, 1906. 
21-ounce loaf........................................

.0500 .0500 .0571 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0381 .0381
Malden.......................... 14-ounce loaf, Jan. to July, 1905; 15- .0500 .0500 .0555 .0533

ounce loaf, Aug., 1905, to Dec., 1906. 
14-ounce loaf, Jan. to July, 1905; 15- .0500 .0500 .0555 .0533

ounce loaf, Aug., 1905, to Dec., 1906. 
15-ounce loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533

Worcester................... 14§-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0552 .0552
14£-ounce loaf, Jan., 1905, to Jan., 

1906; 14-ounce loaf, Feb. to Dec., 
1906.

14£-ounce loaf, 1905; 1-pound loaf, 1906.

.0500 .0500 .0552 .0569

.0500 .0500 .0552 .0500
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State and locality. Description.

Average price per 
loaf.

Average price per 
pound.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

MICHIGAN.

1-pound loaf....................................... 10.0500 10.0500 10.0500 10.0500
1-pound loaf....... ............................... .0533 .0500 .0533 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0533 ‘ .0500 .0533 .0500
1-pound loaf.......................................
14-ounce loaf.......................................

.0583 .0500 .0583 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0571 .0500
14-ounce loaf, 1905; 1-pound loaf, 1906. .0500 .0500 .0571 .0500
14-ounce loaf, 1905; 1-pound loaf, 1906. .0500 .0500 .0571 .0500

MINNESOTA.

1-pound loaf..............................;....... .0550 .0500 .0550 .0500
1-pound loaf.......................................
14-ounce loaf.......................................

.0567 .0500 .0567 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0571 .0571
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

St. Paul....................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

MISSOURI.

1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf.................................................. .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

St. Louis.. .  - ____ ___ 20-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0400 .0400
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

MONTANA.

B utte........................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0573 .0500 .0573 .0500
12^-ounce loaf............................................... .0583 .0500 .0747 .0640
12-ounce loaf, 1905; 12J-ounce loaf,1906. .0531 .0500 .0709 .0640

NEBRASKA.

O m a h a____ __________ 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf.................................................. .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf.................................................. .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

lVf fl.rip.hpatftr..................... 1-pound loaf.................................................. .0500 .0500
.0500

.0500

.0500
.0500

1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf.................................................. .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City....................... 14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Mar., 1905;
1-poundloaf, Apr.,1905, to Dec.,1906. 

14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Mar., 1905;

.0500 .0500 .0518 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0518 .0500
1-pound loaf, Apr.,1905,to Dec. ,1906. 

14-ounce loaf, Jan. and Feb., 1905; .0500 .0500 .0512 .0500

Trenton.......................
1-poundloaf,Mar.,1905,to Dec.,1906. 

14-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571
15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533

NEW YORK.

Albany......................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
17-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0471 .0471
17-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0471 .0471

Brooklyn..................... 15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533

Buffalo......................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Oct., 1905; 15- 

ounce loaf, Nov. and Dec., 1905; 
1-pound loaf, 1906.

14-ounce loaf.......................................

.0500 .0500 .0565 .0500

F lu s h in g .......................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571
14-ounce loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571
Vienna, 14-ounce loaf......................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571

New York.................... 15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
15-ounce loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

B R E A D , W H EA T—Continued.

State and locality. Description.

Average i>rice per Average price per 
pound.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

new york—concluded.

Rochester.................... 15-ounce loaf, Jan. to Oct., 1905; 16$- 
ounceloaf, Nov., 1905, to Dec., 1906. 

15-ounce loaf, Jan. and Feb., 1905;

$0.0500 $0.0500 $0.0525 $0.0485

.0500 .0500 .0506 .0500
l-poundloaf,Mar.,1905,to Dec.,1906. 

15-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0408 .0533 .0436
Syracuse...................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

1-pound loaf.......................... ............ .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

OHIO.

Cincinnati.................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

Cleveland..................... 14-ounce loaf, Jan. to  Aug., 1905; 17- 
ounce loaf, Sept, to Dec., 1905; 
1-pound loaf, 1906.

14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Aug., 1905; 17- 
ounce loaf, Sept., 1905, to Dec., 1906. 

14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Oct., 1905; 17-

.0500 .0500 .0538 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0538 .0471

.0500 .0500 .0554 .0471
ounce loaf, Nov., 1905, to Dec., 1906. 

14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Aug., 1905; 17- .0500 .0500 .0538 .0471

Toledo.........................
ounce loaf, Sept., 1905, to Dec., 1906. 

1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

OREGON.

Portland...................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf, 1905; 15i-ounceloaf,1906. .0500 .0500 .0500 .0516

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny..................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

Philadelphia................ 14-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571
1-pound loaf.......................................
Vienna, 1-pound loaf..........................

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
Pittsburg.................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf.........................................
15-ounce loaf.........................................

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
Scranton....................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533

1-pound loaf......................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf, 1905; 15-ounce loaf, 1906. 
14-ounce loaf......................................

.0500 .0500 .0500 .0533
Wilkes-Barre.............. .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571

14-ounce loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571
14§-ounce loaf..................................... .0500 .0500 .0552 .0552

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence................... 13£-ounce loaf, 1905; 14-ounce loaf, 
1906.

13-ounce loaf, 1905; 14-ounce loaf,

.0500 .0500 .0593 .0571

.0500 .0500 .0615 .0571
1906.

131-ounce loaf, 1905; 14-ounce loaf, 
1906.

12-ounce loaf......................................

.0500 .0500 .0593 .0571

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Charleston.................... .0400 .0400 .0533 .0533

14-ounce loaf...................................... .0300 .0300 .0343 .0343
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls................... 13-ounce loaf, Jan. to Oct., 1905; 14- 
ounce loaf, Nov., 1905, to Dec., 1906. 

13-ounce loaf, Jan. to Oct., 1905; 14-

.0500 .0500 .0608 .0571

.0500 .0500 .0608 .0571
ounce loaf, Nov., 1905. to Dec., 1906. 

13-ounce loaf, Jan. to Oct., 1905; 14- 
ounce loaf, Nov., 1905,to Dec.,1906.

.0500 .0500 .0608 .0571

TENNESSEE.

Memphis....................... 13-ounce loaf............................... . .0500 .0500 .0615 .0615
13-ounce loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0615 .0615
13-ounce loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0615 .0615

Nashville...................... 1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
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State and locality. Description.

Average price per 
loaf.

Average price per 
pound.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

TEXAS.

Balias........................... 13-ounce loaf...................................... 10.0500
.0500

$0.0500
.0500

$0.0615
.0593

$0.0615
.059313H>unce loaf....................................

13£-ounce loaf.................................... .0500 .0500 .0593 .0593
San Antonio................. 15-ounce loaf, Jan. to May, 1905; 1- 

pound loaf, June to Sept., 1905; 17- 
ounce loaf, Oct. to Dec., 1905; 1- 
pound loaf, 1906.

.0500 .0500 .0507 .0500

15-ounCe loaf, Jan. to Sept., 1905; 17- 
ounce loaf, Oct. to Dec., 1905; 1- 
pound loaf, 1906.

.0500 .0500 .0518 .0500

17-ounce loaf, Jan. to June, 1905; 18- 
ounce loaf, July to Dec., 1905; 1- 
pound loaf, 1906.

.0500 .0500 .0458 .0500

UTAH.

Salt Lake City............. 14-ounce loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571
14-ounce loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0571 .0571
15-ounce loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk......................... 14-ounce loaf, Jan. to May, 1905; 151- 
ounce loaf, J une, 1905, to Dec., 1906.

.0500 .0500 .0539 .0516

14-ounce loaf, Jan.toM.ay, 1905; 151- 
ounce loaf, June, 1905,toDec., 1906.

.0500 .0500 .0539 .0516

14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Aug., 1905; 1- 
poundloaf, Sept., 1905, to Dec., 1906. 

14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Aug., 1905; 1- 
poundloaf, Sept.,1905, to Dec., 1906. 

14-ounce loaf, 1905; 1-pound loaf, 1906.

.0500 .0500 .0547 .0500

Richmond.................... .0500 .0500 .0545 .0500

.0500 .0500 .0571 .0500
14-ounce loaf, Jan. to Aug., 1905; 1- 

pound loaf,Sept.,1905, to Dec.,1906.
.0500 .0500 .0545 .0500

WASHINGTON.

Seattle.......................... 14£-ounce loaf.................................... .0500 .0500 .0552 .0552
141-ounce loaf.................................... .0500 .0500 .0552 .0552
15-ounce loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0533 .0533

T a c o m a ............................ 1-pound loaf........................... 1......... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500^ .0500

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling...................... 1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee.................... 1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf....................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500
1-pound loaf...................................... .0500 .0500 .0500 .0500

B U T T E R , P E R  POUND.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.......................................... Creamery..................................... ............. $0.3500
.2758

$0.3667
.3000Creamery...................................................

Dairy......................................................... .3417 .3708
Montgomery.......................................... Creamery................................................... .3125 .3292

Creamery................................................... .3292 .3250
Creamery................................................... .3333 .3000

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock............................................ Creamery................................................... .3208 .3333
Creamery................................................... .3158 .3417
Creamery................................................... .3500 .3333
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Average price.
State and locality.

CALIFORNIA. 

Los Angeles.................... .

San Francisco...................

COLORADO.

Denver......................................

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven...............................

DELAWARE.

Wilmington..............................

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Washington..............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville.............................. .

GEORGIA.

Atlanta.....................................

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.....................................

Peoria..............................

INDIANA.

Indianapolis....................

Terre Haute....................

IOWA.

Des Moines......................

Dubuque..........................

KANSAS.

Topeka............................

KENTUCKY. 

Louisville........................

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans...................

Description.

Creamery...................................................
Creamery, sold by the 2-pound roll___
Dairy.........................................................
Creamery...................................................
Creamery...................................................
Creamery, sold by the lj-pound square.. 
Creamery, sold by the Impound square 

(cold storage during winter months). 
Creamery, sold by the 2-pound square 

(cold storage during winter months).

Creamery...................................................
Creamery...................................................
Creamery...................................................

Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.

Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.

Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.

Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.

Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.

Dairy___
Dairy___
Dairy___
Dairy___
Dairy___
Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.

Creamery.
Dairy___
Dairy___
Creamery. 
Creamery. 
Dairy___

Creamery. 
Creamery. 
Creamery. 
Creamery. 
Creamery. 
Dairy.......

Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.

Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.

Creamery.
Creamery.
Creamery.
D airy.....

1905. 1906.

$0.2875 $0.3042
.3042 .3500
.3125 .3375
.2833 .2875
.2771 .2938
.3056 .3667
.2861 .2889

.3083 .3458

.2667 .2675

.2817 .2817

.2479 .2517

.2633 .3533

.3300 .3667

.3133 .3033

.3042 .3900

.3167 .3475

.3342 .3392

.3225 .3300

.3225 .3358

.3325 .3317

.3000 .3000

.3200 .3200

.3250 .3500

.2792 .2992

.3050 3444

.3000 i3000

.2225 .2250

.2317 .2742

.2283 .2600

. 2267' .2229

.2450 .2475

.2958 .2808

.2950 .2800

.2967 .2850

.2833 .2775

.3200 .3142

.2467 .2525

.2383 .2533

.3000 .3050

.3117 .3275

.2608 .2567

.2767 .2858

.2833 .2842

.2500 .2617

.2458 .2608

.2483 .3042

.2292 .2483

.2117 .2725

.2150 .2775

.2150 .2958

.2733 .3242

.3063 .3500

.3292 .3258

.2958 .3042

.1913 .1944

.3167 .3150

.3042 .3150

8891—No. 71—07---16
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MAINE.

Portland................................................ Creamery................................................... $0.3183
.2683

$0.3225
.2825Creamery...................................................

Creamery................................................... .3192 .3158
MARYLAND.

Baltimore............................................... Creamery................................................... .2917 .3150
Dairy.......................................................... .3083 .3275
Dairy......................................................... .2808 .3108
Dairy......................................................... .2783 .2783

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston................................................... Creamery................................................... .3117 .3158
Creamery................................................... .2850 .3033
Creamery........................ .......................... .2608 .2525
Dairy......................................................... .2725 .2742

Fall River.............................................. Creamery................................................... .2500 .2742
Creamery................................................... .2492 .2875
Creamery................................................... .2392 .2683

Lynn...................................................... Creamery................................................... .2792 .2725
Creamery................................................... .3050 .3150
Creamery................................................... .2733 .2942

Malden................................................... Creamery................................................... .2692 .2667
Creamery................................................... .2892 .2775
Creamery................................................... .3158 .3008

Worcester.............................................. Creamery................................................... .2967 .3000
Creamery................................................... .3167 .2858
Dairy......................................................... .3000 .3238

MICHIGAN.

Detroit.................................................. Creamery................................................... .2900 .2825
Creamery.......... :....................................... .3067 .3075
Creamery................................................... .3100 .3100
Creamery................................................... .2917 .3183
Creamery................................................... .2933 .3067
Dairy.......................................................... .2533 .2442
Dairy......................................................... .2450 .2558
Dairy......................................................... .2458 .2425

Grand Rapids....................................... Dairy......................................................... .2217 .2575
Dairy......................................................... .2425 .2533
Dairy......................................................... .2208 .2258

MINNESOTA.

Duluth................................................... Creamery........................ *......................... .2883 .2867
Creamery................................................... .2858 .2875
Creamery................................................... .2933 .2975

Minneapolis........................................... Creamery................................................... .2692 .2742
Creamery................................................... .2750 .2808
Creamery................................................... .2892 .2983
Creamery................................................... .2650 .2625

St. Paul.................................................. Creamery................................................... .2833 .2833
Creamery................................................... .2908 .2875
Creamery................................................... .2942 .2950
Creamery................................................... .2867 .2867

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................................... Creamery................................................... .2383 .2900
Creamery................................................... .2242 .2725
Creamery................................................... .2333 .3183

St. Louis................................................ Creamery................................................... .2600 .2746
Creamery................................................... .2850 .2892
Creamery..................................................: .2775 .3192
Creamery................................................... .2742 .2967
Creamery................................................... .2825 .3025

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Creamery................................................... .3146 .3250
Creamery................................................... .3042 .3396
Creamery................................................... .3208 .3333

NEBRASKA.

Omaha................................................... Creamery.................................................... .2500 .2642
Creamery................................................... .2492 .2642
Creamery................................................... .2392 .2558

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester............................................ Creamery................................................... .2908 .3133
Creamery................................................... .2808 .3042
Creamery................................................... .2983 .3233
Dairy.......................................................... .2508 .2792
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................ C ream ery........................................................... $0.2725
.2958

$0.3400
.3000Creamery...................................................

Creamery................................................... .2825 .2958
Trenton................................................. Creamery................................................... .3058 .3158

Creamery................................................... .3733 .3667
Creamery................................................... .2775 .3033
Dairy......................................................... .3142 .3142

NEW YORE.

Albany................................................... Creamery................................................... .2667 .2608
Creamery................................................... .2825 .3092
Creamery................................................... .2733 .2842

Brooklyn............................................... Creamery................................................... .2800 .2908
Creamery................... ............................... .2633 .2992
Creamery................................................... .2717 .3200

Buffalo................................................... Creamery................................................... .2817 .3133
Creamery................................................... .2850 .2917
Creamery................................................... .2733 .2892
Creamery................................................... .3108 .3075
Creamery................................................... .2908 .2958

Flushing................................................ Creamery................................................... .3217 .3200
Creamery................................................... .3017 .3258
Creamery................................................... .3142 .2992

New York.............................................. Creamery................................................... .2608 .2858
Creamery................................................... .2967 .3025
Creamery................................................... .2675 .2858
Dairy......................................................... .2808 .3150
Dairy......................................................... .2817 .2933
Dairy........................................................ .2917 .3092

Rochester............................................... Creamery................................................... .2775 .2808
Creamery................................................... .2892 .2783
Creamery................................................... .2975 .2708

Syracuse................................................ Creamery................................................... .2775 .2925
Creamery................................................... .3042 .3017
Creamery................................................... .2825 .2817
Creamery................................................... .3042 .2908

OHIO.

Cincinnati.............................................. Creamery................................................... .2958 .3158
Creamery................................................... .3208 .3283
Creamery................................................... .3033 .3233
Dairy......................................................... .3208 .3275

Cleveland............................................... Creamery................................................... . 2575 .2883
Creamery................................................... .3092 .3075
Creamery................................................... .2867 .2942
Creamery................................................... .2883 .3008

Toledo.................................................... Creamery.................................................. .2825 .3250
Creamery................................................... .2675 .2775
Dairy......................................................... .2058 .2242

OREGON.

Portland..................... .......................... Creamery................................................... .3146 .3208
Creamery................................................ .3146 .3271
Creamery................................................... .3083 .3063

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny............................................... Creamery................................................... .3150 .3217
Creamery................................................... .3058 .3200
Creamery................................................... .3208 .3192

Philadelphia.......................................... Creamery................................................... .3450 .3642
Creamery................................................... .2975 .2992
Creamery................................................... .3375 .3417
Creamery................................................... .2992 .3400
Creamery................................................... .3325 .3400
Dairy......................................................... .2575 .2683

Pittsburg............................................... Creamery................................................... .3067 .3408
Creamery................................................... .3100 .3308
Creamery................................................... .3075 .3325

Scranton................................................ Creamery................................................... .2867 .3192
Creamery................................................... .2825 .3250
Creamery................................................... .3125 .3192

Wilkes-Barre........................................ Creamery................................................... .2942 .3133
Creamery................................................... .2625 .2583
Creamery................................................... .2933 .3158

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................. Creamery................................................... .3017 .3283
Creamery................................................... .2783 .3050
Creamery................................................... .3217 .3200
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

B U T T E R , P E R  POUND—Concluded. -

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Creamery................................................... 10.2942 10.2908
Creamery........................ .......................... .3008 .2942
Creamery................................................... .2650 .2867

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Creamery................................................... .2283 .2600
Creamery................................................... .2233 .2550
Creamery................................................... .2458 .2600

TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................ Creamery................................................... .2917 ' .3042
Creamery................................................... .3142 .3158
Creamery................................................... .2875 .3292

Nashville............................................... Creamery................................... ............... .2771 .3050
D airy../.................................................... .3000 .3000
Dairy.......................................................... .2875 .2750

TEXAS.

Dallas.................................................... Creamery................................................... .3250 .3292
Creamery................................................... .2958 .3042

San Antonio.........................................
Creamery...................................................
Creamery...................................................

- .2875 
.2792

.2875

.2833
Creamery................................................... .2500 .2875
Creamery................................................... .3000 .3083

UTAH.

Salt Lake City...................................... Creamery.................................................... .2958 .2917
Creamery................................................... .2958 .3000
Creamery................................................... .2750 .3042

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk................................................. Creamery................................................... .3100 .3000
Creamery................................................... .2900 .3158
Creamery................................................... .3067 .3133

Richmond............................................. Creamery................................................... .3017 .3267
Creamery................................................... .2813 .2958
Creamery................................................... .3000 .3117

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................... Creamery................................................... .3354 .3271
Creamery................................................... .2938 .3042
Creamery................................................... .2771 .3313

Tacoma.................................... ........... Creamery................................................... .2833 .2792
Creamery................................................... .3208 .3383
Creamery................................................... .3500 .3363

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling............................................... Creamery................................................... .3067 .3233
Creamery................................................... .2842 .3067
Dairy......................................................... .2942 .2975

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. Creamery................................................... .2183 .2483
Creamery................................................... .2658 .2717
Dairy......................................................... .2292 .2850

CHEESE, FULL CREAM, P E R  POUND.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham......................................... Full cream............................................... 10.2000
.2000

$0.2000
.2000Full cream.................................................

Montgomery......................................... Full cream...................................... .1958
.2000

.1917
,2000Full cream.................................................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock........................................... Full cream................................................. .2000
.1875

.2000

.2000Full cream.................................................
CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles.......................................... Full cream................................................. .2000 .2000
Full cream................................................. .2000 .200f

San Francisco....................................... Full cream................................................. .2000 .20(L
Full cream................................................. .1500 .1500
Full cream................................................. .1800 .1800
Full cream................................................. .1750 .1750

COLORADO.

Denver.................................................. Full erea/m ............ . ................. .2000 .2000
Full cream................................................. .1688 .1688
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

CHEESE, FULL. (  BEAM , P E R  POUND—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

CONNECTICUT.

New H aven........................................... Full cream................................................. 10.1833 10.1867
Full cream................................................. .1767 .1800

DELAWARE.

Full cream................................................. .1850 .2000
Full cream................................................. .1608 .1783

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

W a sh in g to n  ................................................. Full cream................................................. .2000 .2000
Full cream.................................................. .2000 .2000

FLORIDA.
Full cream................................................. .2000 .2000

Jacksonville.......................................... Full cream.................................................. .2000 .2000
Full cream.................................................. .2000 .2167

GEORGIA.
Full cream................................................. .2000 .2000

A tlanta.................................................. Full cream................................................. .1533 . 1750
Full cream................................................. .1808 .2000

ILLINOIS.
Full cream................................................. .1646 .1813

C!hi«sgo.................................................. Full cream................................................. .1800 .1833
Full cream................................................. .1550 .1742
Full cream................................................. .1800 .1975
Full cream................................................. .1800 .1800
Full cream................................................. .1617 .1833
Full cream................................................. .1858 .1967
Full cream................................................. .2000 .2000
Full cream................................................. .2000 .2000

INDIANA.

Indianapolis.......................................... Full cream................................................. .1867 .1917
Full cream................................................. .2000 .2000
Full cream................................................. .1608 . 1C75

Terre Haute.......................................... Full cream................................................. .2000 .2033
Full cream ................................................ .2000 .2000

IOWA.

T>es M oines................................................... Full cream................................................. .1933 .1933
.1917Full cream................................................. .1688

Dubuque................................................ Full cream................................................. .1538 .1642
Full cream................................................. .1563 .1688

KANSAS.

Topeka................................................... Full cream................................................. .2000 .2000
Full cream................................................. .2000 .2083

KENTUCKY.

Louisville.............................................. Full cream................................................. .2000 .2000
Full cream................................................. .2050 .2033

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans.......................................... Full cream................................................. .1688 .1813
Full cream................................................. .1813 .1917
Full cream...........................................•.... .2000 .2000

MAINE.

Portland................................................ Full cream................................................. .1750 .1783
Full cream................................................. .1608 .1800

MARYLAND.

Baltimore.............................................. Full cream................................................. .1950 .1950
Full cream................................................. .1617 .1717
Full cream................................................. .1650 .1883

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston................................................... Full cream................................................. .1533 .1667
Full cream................................................. .1533 .1617
Full cream................................................. .1558 .1700

Fall River.............................................. Full cream................................................. .1417 .1550
Full cream................................................. .1517 .1650

Lynn...................................................... Full cream................................................. .1633 .1742
Full cream................................................. .1650 .1933

Malden................................................... Full cream................................................. .1617 .1800
Full cream................................................. .1675 .1950

Worcester.............................................. Full cream................................................. .1683 .1700
Full cream................................................. .1683 .1750

MICHIGAN.

Detroit.................................................. Full cream................................................. .1625 .1658
Full cream................................................. .1683 .1775

Grand Rapids........................................ Full cream................................................. .1683 .1650
Full cream................................................. .1800 .1942
Full cream................................................. .1625 .1625
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

CHEESE, FULL CREAM, P E R  POUND—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MINNESOTA.

Full cream................................................. 10.1717 10.1742
Full cream................................................. .1525 .1625

MirmPApnlis ........................................ Full cream................................................. .1533 .1600
Full cream................................................. .1667 .1800
Full cream................................................. .1867 .2000
Full cream................................................. .1867 .2000

St. Paul................................................. Full cream................................................. .1392 .1438
Full cream................................................. . 1617 .1917

MISSOURI.

TTflnsaa City.......................................... Full cream.................................................. .1500 .1575
Full cream.................................................. .1500 .1833
Full cream.................................................. .1800 .1738
Full cream.................................................. .1800 .1800
Full cream.................................................. .2000 .2000
Full cream.................................................. .1933 .1817

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Full cream.................................................. .2500 .2500
Full cream.................................................. .2000 .2000

NEBRASKA.

Full cream.................................................. .2000 .2000
Full cream.................................................. .2000 .2000

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester........................................... Full cream.................................................. .1558 .1667
Full cream.................................................. .1667 .1767

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................. Full cream.................................................. .1850 .1867
Full cream...................................... .......... .1667 .1717

Trenton.................................................. Full cream.................................................. .1750 .1833
Full cream................................................. .1633 .1800

NEW YORK.

A lb a n y ..................................................... .... Full cream..... ............................................ .1525 .1575
Full cream.................................................. .1617 .1667

Brooklyn............................................... Full cream.................................................. .1850 .2000
Full cream.................................................. .1600 .1667

Buffalo................................................... Full cream.................................................. .1558 .1625
Full cream.................................................. .1475 .1642
Full cream.................................................. .1575 .1608
Full cream.................................................. .1642 .1667

Flushing................................................ Full cream.................................................. .1850 .2000
Full cream.................................................. .1967 .2067

New York.............................................. Full cream................................................. .1600 .1700
Full cream................................................. .1608 .1883
Full cream................................................. .1933 .2000
Full cream................................................. .1625 .1800
Full cream.................................................. .1850 .1867

Rochester.............................................. Full cream................................................. .1617 .1750
Full cream................................................. .1717 .1733
Full cream.................................................. .1592 .1733

Syracuse................................................ Full cream.............................................. .1800 .1717
Full cream.................................................. .1633 .1800

OHIO.

Cincinnati.............................................. Full cream.................................................. .2000 .2083
Full cream................................................. .1967 .2000
Full cream.................................................. .1933 .2000

Cleveland............................................... Full cream.................................................. .1550 .1608
Full cream................................................. .2000 .2200
Full cream................................................. .1617 .1683
Full cream.................................................. .1650 .1808

Toledo.................................................... Full cream.............................................. .2100 .2083
Full cream.................................................. .1550 .1600

OREGON.

Portland................................................ Full cream.................................................. .1750 .1750
Full cream.................................................. .2000 .2000

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny.............................................. Full cream.................................................. .1558 .1592
Full cream.................................................. .1617 .1850

Philadelphia.......................................... Full cream.................................................. .1650 .1617
Full cream.................................................. .1650 .1800
Full cream................................................. .1758 .1800
Full cream.................................................. .1467 .1558
Full cream................................................. .1667 .1775
Full cream.................................................. .1750 .1900
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CHEESE, FULL CREAM, P E R  POUND—Concluded.
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

PENNSYLVANIA—concluded.

Pittsburg................................................. Full cream................................................... SO. 1933 SO. 2000
Full cream.................................................... .1683 .1725

Scranton................................................... Full cream.................................................... .1700 .1800
Full cream.................................................... .1600 .1800

WillrAs-Barre.......................................... Full cream.................................................... .1550 .1758
Full cream.................................................... .1600 .1600

RHODE ISLAND.
Providence................................................ Full cream.................................................... .1650 .1800

Full cream.................................................... .1592 .1642
Full cream.................................................... .1700 .1733

SOUTH CAROLINA.
fihftrl Aston ................................................ Full cream.................................................... .1725 .1800

Full cream.................................................... .1650 .1675
SOUTH DAKOTA.

Slnnx Polls ......................................... Puli cream.......................... ........................ .1650 .1833
Full cream.................................................... .1800 .1800

TENNESSEE.
MAmphla. _ .............................................. Full cream.................................................... .2000 .*2000

Full cream.................................................... .2000 .2000
Full cream.................................................... .2000 .2000

Nashville................................................. Full cream.................................................... .1800 .1800
Full cream.................................................... .2000 .2417

TEXAS.
Dallas.............................. ........................ Pull cream.................................................... .2000 .2000

Full cream.................................................... .1761 .2000
San Antonio.......................... ................. Puli cream.................................................... .2000 .2000

Full cream.................................................... .2000 .2000
UTAH.

Salt Lake City......................................... Full cream.................................................... .2500 .2500
Full cream.................................................... .1771 .2000

VIRGINIA.
Norfolk..................................................... Full cream.................................................... .1725 .1800

Full cream.................................................... .2000 .1800
Richmond................................................. Pull cream.................................................... .1692 .1975

Full cream.................................................... .1800 .1800
Full cream.................................................... .1758 .1758

WASHINGTON.
Seattle...................................................... Full cream.................................................... .2000 .2000

Full cream.................................................... .2000 .2000
Tacoma.................................................... Full cream.................................................... .1500 .1521

Full cream.................................................... .1833 .2000
WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling.................................................. Full cream.................................................... .1683 .1750
Full cream.................................................... .1950 .1867

WISCONSIN.
Milwaukee................................................ Full cream.................................................... .1450 .1525

Full cream.................................................... .1500 .1600
Full cream................................................... .1483 .1508

C H I C K E N S  ( Y E A R  O R  M O R E  O L D ) ,  D R E S S E D ,  P E R  P O U N D •

ALABAMA.

Birmingham............................................ Not drawn................................................... $0.1892 s o . 1 900
Not drawn.................................................... .1933 .1917

Montgomery............................................ Not drawn................................................... .1700 .1700

ARKANSAS.
Little Rock.............................................. Not drawn................................................... .1608 .1617

Not drawn................................................... .1392 .1433
CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles.............................................. Not drawn.................................................. ; .2333 .2500
Not drawn.................................................... .2313 .2400

San Francisco.......................................... Not drawn................................................... .1950 .2000
Not drawn................................................... .1950 .2000
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T a b l e  I , — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

C H I C K E N S  ( Y E A R  O R  M O R E  O L D ) ,  D R E S S E D ,  P E R  P O U N D — C o n t i n u e d .

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

COLORADO.
Not drawn. : ................................................ 10.1563

.1517
10.1571

.1533Not drawn................ : .................................
Not drawn................................................... .1558 .1542

CONNECTICUT.
Not drawn................................................... .1733 .1783
Not drawn.................................................... .1833 .1850

DELAWARE.
W ilmington.............................................. Not drawn................................................... .1567 .1633

Not drawn.................................................... .1633 .1717
Not drawn.................................................... .1600 .1683

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington............................................. Not drawn.................................................... .1725 .1825
Not drawn.................................................... . 1742 .1775
Not drawn................................................... .1700 .1758

FLORIDA.
J acksonville............................................. Not drawn.................................................... .1750 .1725

Not drawn................................................... .2000 .2000
GEORGIA.

Atlanta..................................................... Not drawn................................................... .1692 .1717
Not drawn.................................................... .1608 .1650
Not drawn................................................... .1667 .1725

ILLINOIS.
Chicago................................................ Not drawn.................................................... .1442 .1425

Not drawn.................................................... .1567 .1533
Not drawn.................................................... .1500 .1475

Peoria......................................... Drawn........................................................... .1288 .1458
Drawn........................................................... .1333 .1483
Drawn........................................................... .1458 .1567

INDIANA.
Dressed........., ............................................... .1467 .1517

Indianapolis.................................. Drawn........................................................... .1917 .1933
Drawn........................................................... .1700 .1775
Drawn........................................................... .1817 .1867

Terre Haute......................................... Drawn........................................................... . 1850 .1867
Drawn........................................................... .1567 .1608

IOWA.

Des Moines............................................... Not drawn.................................................... .1517 .1513
Not drawn.................................................... .1333 .1425

Dubuque................................................... Drawn........................................................... .1354 .1500
Not drawn.................................................... .1333 .1563

KANSAS.

Topeka..................................................... Not drawn.................................................... .1146 .1333
Not drawn................................................... .1125 .1292

KENTUCKY.

Louisville................................................. Drawn........................................................... .1490 .1513
LOUISIANA.

New Orleans............................................ Not drawn.................................................... .1650 .1658
Not drawn.................................................... .1600 .1633
Not drawn.................................................... .1900 .1850

MAINE.

Portland.............................................. Drawn................................................. .1833
.1792

.1833

.2217Drawn...........................................................
MARYLAND.

Baltimore....... ......................................... Not drawn.................................... .1583
.1583

.1642
Not drawn.................................................... . 1617
Not drawn.................................................... .1517 .1558

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston..................................................... Not drawn................................. .1658
.1625

.1617

.1833Not drawn....................................................
Not drawn.................................................... .1742 .1817

Fall River................................................ Not drawn......................................... 2142 .2142
.2000Not drawn.................................................... .1967

Lynn......................................................... Not drawn......... .......................................... .1600
.1867

.1700
Not drawn.................................................... .2025

Malden...................................................... Not drawn....................... .1825
.1417

.2192

.1783Not drawn....................................................
"W orcester................................................. Not drawn.................................................... . 1833 .1892

Not drawn.................................................... .2250 1 .2317
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MICHIGAN.

Detroit................................................... Not drawn................................................. 10.1417 $0.1492
Not drawn................................................. .1433 .1617

Grand Rapids........................................ Not drawn................................................. .1633 .1667
Not drawn................................................. .1667 .1650
Not drawn................................................. .1492 .1483
Not drawn................................................. .1717 .1683

MINNESOTA.

Duluth................................................... Not drawn................................................. .1458 .1625
Not drawn................................................. .1488 .1604

Miivnp.fl.pnl i s ..............  ................... Not drawn................................................. .1304 .1333
Not drawn................................................. .1342 .1367

St. Paul................................................. Not drawn................................................. .1454 .1500
Not drawn................................................. .1342 .1508

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................................... Not drawn................................................. .1250 .1429
Not drawn............................................. . .1267 .1454

St. Louis................................................ Not drawn................................................. .1313 .1467
Not drawn................................................. .1300 .1392
Not drawn................................................. .1254 .1458

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Not drawn................................................. .1650 .1675
Not drawn................................................. .1742 .1633

NEBRASKA.

Omfl.hfl. _ ..................................... Not drawn................................................. .1225 .1250
Not drawn................................................. .1213 .1258

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester.......................................... Drawn....................................................... .1967 .2158
Drawn....................................................... .2200 .2200

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City...................................... Not drawn................................................. .1525 .1575
Not drawn................................................. . 1625 .1700

Trenton................................................. Not drawn................................................. .2008 .2083
Not drawn................................................. .1750 .1883

NEW YORK.

Albany................................................... Not drawn................................................. .1750 . 1817
Not drawn................................................. .1600 .1600

Brooklyn............................................... Not drawn................................................. .1850 .1850
Not drawn................................................. .1775 .1792
Not drawn................................................. .1942 .1883

Buffalo................................................... Not drawn................................................. .1575 .1392
Not drawn................................................. .1450 .1458
Not drawn................................................. .1550 .1600
Not drawn................................................ .1567 .1600

Flushing................................................ Not drawn................................................. .1700 .1900
Not drawn................................................. .1600 .1750

New York.............................................. Not drawn................................................. .1867 .1817
Not drawn................................................. .1767 .1983
Not drawn................................................. .1692 .1800
Not drawn................................................. .1358 .1358

Rochester.............................................. Not drawn................................................. .1313 .1400
Not drawn................................................. .1475 .1567
Not drawn................................................. .1408 .1467

Syracuse................................................ Drawn....................................................... .1733 .1667
Drawn....................................................... .1867 .1800
Drawn....................................................... .2000 .2050

OHIO.

Cincinnati.................................... ......... Drawn....................................................... .1850 .1908
Drawn....................................................... .1750 .1800
Drawn....................................................... .1733 .2250

Cleveland............................................... Not drawn................................................. .1375 .1475
Not drawn................................................. .1633 .1617
Not drawn................................................. .1675 .1742

Toledo................................................... Not drawn................................................. .1300 .1492
Not drawn................................................. .1350 .1346

OREGON.

Portland................................................ Not drawn................................................. .1742 .1792
Not drawn................................................. .1825 .1933

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny.............................................. Drawn....................................................... . 1917 .2117
Drawn....................................................... .1900 .1967
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C H I C K E N S  ( Y E A R  O R  J N O B E  O L D ) ,  D R E S S E D ,  P E R  P O U N D - C o n c l u d e d .

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

PENNSYLVANIA—concluded.
Philadelphia....................................... Not drawn............................................. $0.1658

.1642
$0.1717

Not drawn............................................. .1633
Not drawn.............*............'................... .1717 .1600
Not drawn............................................. .1575 .1550
Not drawn............................................. .1650 .1717

Pittsburg........................................... Drawn.................................................... .1625 .1717
Drawn................................................... .1650 .2233

Scranton............................................ Not drawn............................................. .1675 .1850
Not drawn............................................. .1783 .1933

Wilkes-Barre.................................... Not drawn............................................. .1767 .1875
Not drawn............................................. .1733 .1767

RHODE ISLAND.
Providence......................................... Not drawn............................................. .2083 .2067

Not drawn............................................. .2275 .2350
SOUTH CAROLINA.

C.h».rl Aston.......................................... Not drawn............................................. .1633 .1667
Not drawn............................................. .1742 .1783

SOUTH DAKOTA.
Sioux Falls......................................... Not drawn............................................. .1125 .1313

Not drawn............................................. .1075 .1138
TENNESSEE.

Memphis............................................. Drawn .................................................. .1867 .1992
Drawn................................................... .1767 .1754

Nashville........................................... Drawn................................................... .1425 .1408

TEXAS.
Dallas................................................. Not drawn............................................ .1500 .1467

Not drawn............................................. .1317 .1300
San Antonio....................................... Drawn................................................... .1729 .1713

Drawn................................................... .1667 .1663
UTAH.

Salt Lake City................................... Not drawn............................................. .1608 .1833
VIRGINIA.

Not drawn............................................. .1783 .1783

.Norfolk............................................... Not drawn............................................. .1433 .1750
Not drawn............................................. .1442 .1867

Richmond.......................................... Not drawn............................................. .1675 .1675

WASHINGTON.
Seattle................................................ Not drawn............................................. .1708 .1933

Not drawn............................................. .1800 .2000
Not drawn............................................. .1900 .1967

Tacoma.............................................. Not drawn............................................. .1800 .1883

WEST VIRGINIA.
Not drawn............................................. .2000 .2050

Wheeling............................................ Drawn................................................... .1933 .2125
Drawn.................................................... .1833 .1733

WISCONSIN.
Milwaukee.......................................... Not drawn............................................. .1363 .1408

Not drawn............................................. .1608 .1533

C O F F E E ,  R O A S T E D ,  P E R  P O U N D .

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.....................

Montgomery.....................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rook.......................

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles......................

San Francisco................. .

Arbuckle’s .........
Mocha and Java. 
Arbuckle’s . . . . . .
Mocha and Java.

Arbuckle’s 
R io...........

Costa Rica...................
Rio, Golden.................
Arbuckle’s Ariosa.......
Costa Rica...................
Costa Rica...................
Costa Rica...................
Java, Old Government,

$0.1563 $0.1813
.2500 .2500
.1500 .2000
.3500 .3500

.1583 .1750

.2500 .2500

.2500 .2500

.2500 .2500

.1500 .1750

.2500 .2500

.2500 .2500

.2500 .2500

.3500 .3500
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C O F F E E ,  R O A S T E D ,  P E R  P O U N J D — C o n t i n u e d .

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

COLORADO.
Denver...................................................... Arbuckle’s.................................................... SO. 1500 $0.1729

Mocha and Java.......................................... .2500 .2500
Mocha and Java.......................................... .2500 .2500

CONNECTICUT.
New Haven.............................................. Mocha and Java.......................................... .3500 .3500

Mocha and Java.......................................... .3500 .3500
Santos and Maracaibo................................ .2500 .2500
Santos and Maracaibo................................ .2500 .2500

DELAWARE.
Wilmington .......................................... Maracaibo.................................................... .3000 .3000

Maracaibo.................................................... .2500 .2500
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington............................................. Mocha and Java.......................................... .2500 .2500
Mocha and Java.......................................... .2500 .2500
Rio................................................................ .1508 .1925
Rio, or similar grade.................................. .2000 .2375

FLORIDA.
Jacksonville............................................. Arbuckle’s.................................................... .1550 .1833

Arbuckle’s.................................................... .1800 .1917
Rio and Maracaibo..................................... .2500 .2500

GEORGIA.
Atlanta..................................................... Mocha........................................................... .3500 .3500

Mocha and Java.......................................... .2500 .2500
Rio................................................................ .1500 .1500

ILLINOIS.
Chicago..................................................... Rio................................................................ .1600 .1600

Rio and Santos............................................ .1500 .1500
Rio and Santos..........................................*, .1700 .1700
Rio and Santos............................................ .1600 .1700
Santos........................................................... .2000 .2000

Peoria....................................................... Java.............................................................. .3500 .3500
Rio................................................................ .1800 .1800
Rio................................................................ .2500 .2500
Santos........................................................... .2500 .2500

INDIANA.
Indianapolis............................................ Arbuckle’s.................................................... .1517 .1633

Arbuckle’s.................................................... .1575 .1700
Terre Haute......................................... Maracaibo.................................................... .3000 .3000

Rio and Santos............................................ .2000 .2000
IOWA.

Des Moines............................................... Mocha and Java.......................................... .3000 .3000
Rio and Santos....................................... .2000 .2000

Dubuque.................................................. Arbuckle’s.................................................... .1750 .1958
Crystal.......................................................... .2000 .2000

KANSAS.
Topeka...................................................... Blend............................................................ .2000 .2000

Rio................................................................ .1500 .1500
KENTUCKY.

Louisville................................................. Rio................................................................ .1958 .2000
Rio................................................................ .2100 .2200

LOUISIANA.
New Orleans............................................ Cordova........................................................ .2000 .2000

Rio and Cordova......................................... .2000 .2000
Rio and Cordova......................................... .2000 .2000

MAINE.
Portland................................................... Rio................................................................ .1500 .1500

Rio................................................................ .1800 .1800
MARYLAND.

Baltimore................................................. Rio................................................................ .1583 .1600
Rio................................................................ .1667 .1850
Rio................................................................ .1600 .1600
Rio................................................................ .1742 .1883

MASSACHUSETTS.
Boston...................................................... Central and South American.................... .2500 .2500

Mocha and Java........................................ .3300 .3300
Mocha and Java, Golden Rose................. .2200 .2000
Rio............................................................. .2000 .2000

Fall River.............................................. Bogota and Mexican................................. .2000 .2000
Mocha and Java........................................ .3000 .3000

Lynn...................................................... Blend......................................................... .3000 .3000
Mexican and South American.................. .1900 .1900
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 A ND  1906—Continued.

C O F F E E ,  R O A S T E D ,  P E R  P O U N D — Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MASSACHUSETTS—concluded.

Malden................................................... Mocha and Java........................................ $0.2000 10.2000
Mocha and Java....................................... .3000 .3000

Worcester.............................................. Mocha and Java........................................ .3300 .3300
Mocha and Java........................................ .3933 .3800

MICHIGAN.

Detroit.................................................. Bogota....................................................... .2592 .2550
Java and Maracaibo................................. .2500 .2500

Grand Rapids....................................... Maracaibo.................................................. .2500 .2500
Merique, blend........................................... .3200 .3200

MINNESOTA.

Duluth................................................... Arbuckle’s Ariosa, or similar grade......... .1800 .1833
Bell Gona, B r a z il.................1................. .2417 .2000

Minneapolis........................................... Arbuckle’s Ariosa..................................... .1800 .1917
Charm, Java.............................................. .2500 .2500
Santos........................................................ .2500 .2500

St. Paul................................................. Arbuckle’s ................................................. .1683 .1675
Arbuckle’s Ariosa..................................... .1800 .1800
Mocha and Java........................................ .3000 .3000

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................................... Rio............................................................. .1500 .1500
Santos........................................................ .2000 .2000

St. Louis............................................... Guatemala................................................. .2500 .2500
Java........................................................... .2500 .2500
Santos........................................................ .2000 .2000
Santos........................................................ .2000 .2000

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Mocha and Java........................................ .3000 .3000
Mocha and Java........................................ .3000 .3000

NEBRASKA.

Omaha................................................... Mocha and Java........................................ .2500 .2500
Rio............................................................. .1500 .1500

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester............................................ Maracaibo.................................................. .3000 .3000
Rio, blend.................................................. .2125 .1742
Santos........................................................ .1917 .2167

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................ Maracaibo.................................................. .2500 .2500
Mocha and Java........................................ .2500 .2500

Trenton................................................. Java and Maracaibo................................. .3000 .3000
Rio............................................................. .2000 .2000
Santos........................................................ .2000 .2000

NEW YORK.

Albany................................................... Maracaibo.................................................. .2500 .2500
Mocha and J a v a ....................................... .3000 .3000

Brooklyn............................................... Java and Maracaibo................................. .3200 .3200
Maracaibo.................................................. .3000 .3000
Rio............................................................. .2000 .2000

Buffalo.................................................. Maracaibo.................................................. .2500 .2500
Mocha and Java........................................ .3500 .3500

Flushing................................................ Java........................................................... .3000 .3000
Maracaibo.......i ......................................... .2000 .2150

New York.............................................. Java........................................................... .2500 .2500
Rio................ ............................................ .1650 .1700
Rio, Golden............................................... .1583 .1767
Rio, Golden............................................... .1800 .1800

Rochester.............................................. Rio............................................................. .1600 .1800
Rio............................................................. .1800 .2000
Rio, Golden............................................... .2000 .2000

Syracuse................................................ Princess Blend.......................................... .2500 .2500
Rio............................................................. .1500 .1500
Santos........................................................ .2500 .2000

OHIO.

Cincinnati.............................................. Santos........................................................ .2000 .2000
Santos........................................................ .2000 .2000
Santos....................................................... .2000 .2000
Santos....................................................... .2000 .2000

Cleveland............................................... Rio...............................................:............ .1400 .1700
Rio............................................................. .2000 .2000
Rio............................................................. .2000 .2000
Rio............................................................. .1400 .1400
Santos........................................................ .1800 .1800

Toledo................................................... Mocha and Java........................................ .3500 .3500
Rio............................................................. .1500 .1500
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued. 

C O F F E E ,  R O A S T E D ,  P E R  P O  U N O — C o n c lu d e d .

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

OREGON.

Portland................................................ Mocha and Java........................................ $0.2500 $0.2500
Costa Rica................................................. .2500 .2500

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny........................................... ... Arbuckle’s ................................................. .1500 .1600
Arbuckle’s ................................................. .1558 .1667

Philadelphia.......................................... Java........................................................... .3500 .3500
Rio............................................................. .2000 .2000
Rio............................................................. .2000 .2000
Santos........................................................ .1800 .1800
Santos....................................................... .2000 .2000

Pittsburg............................................... Arbuckle’s ................................................. .1525 .1733
Arbuckle’s ................................................. .1525 .1725
Mocha and Java........................................ .2500 .2500
Rio............................................................. .2500 .2500
Arbuokte’s r -........-. - - -.......  . T -. .1500 .1608
R io............................................................. .2500 .2500

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................. Java........................................................... .3000 .3000
Java........................................................... .3500 .3500
Java, Padang............................................ .3000 .3000

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Maracaibo................................................. .2000 .2000
Rio............................................................. .1500 .1500
Santos....................................................... .1500 .1600

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Santos....................................................... .2000 .2000
Santos....................................................... .2000 .2000

TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................ Rio and Java............................................ .2500 .2500
Rio and Java............................................. .2500 .2500
Rio, Santos, and Maracaibo..................... .2200 .2200

Nashville............................................... Rio............................................................. .2000 .2000
Santos and Maracaibo.............................. .2500 .2500

TEXAS.

Dallas.................................................... Arbuckle’s ................................................. .1917 .2000
R io............................................................. .2000 .2000

San Antonio.......................................... Arbuckle’s ................................................. . 1625 
.2000

. 1750
Mexican Cordova...................................... .2000

UTAH.

Salt Lake City....................................... Arbuckle’s ................................................. .2000 .2250
Mocha and Java, sold in 3-pound lots___ .3333 .3333

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Blend......................................................... .2000 .2000
Mocha and Java........................................ .3500 .3500

Richmond.............................................. Arbuckle’s ................................................. .1525 .1783
R io............................................................. .2500 .2500
Rio and La Guaira.................................. .2000 .2000

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................... Costa Rica................................................. .2500 .2500
Pea berry or Caracola............................... .2500 .2500

Tacoma.................................................. Costa Rica and Guatemala....................... .2500 .2500
Mocha and Java........................................ .3500 .3500
Santos........................................................ .2500 .2500

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling............................................... Rio, Arbuckle’s ......................................... .1458 .1542
White Star................................................ .2500 .2500

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. Rio, Golden............................................... .2000 .1800
Santos........................................................ .1500 .1500

C O R N  M E A L ,  P E R  P O U N D .

ALABAMA.

B i r m i n g h a m

M o n t g o m e r y .

W h i t e ,  s o ld  i n  9 - p o u n d  l o t s . .  
W h i t e ,  s o ld  i n  1 0 - p o u n d  l o t s .  
W h i t e ,  s o ld  i n  1 2 - p o u n d  l o t s .  
W h i t e ,  s o ld  i n  1 0 - p o u n d  l o t s .
W h i t e ,  s o ld  b y  t h e  b u s h e l _____
W h i t e ,  s o ld  i n  l l £ - p o u n d  l o t s

$ 0 .0 2 6 4 $ 0 .0 2 2 2
.0 2 1 3 .0 2 0 0
.0 1 6 7 .0 1 8 4
.0 2 0 0 .0 2 0 0
.0 1 5 1 .0 1 6 1
.0 1 7 4 .0 1 7 4
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T a b l e  I — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

C O R N  M E A L ,  P E R  P O I 7 N 0 — Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

ARKANSAS.
Little Rock............................................... White, sold in 12-pound lots...................... 30.0217 30.0217

White', sold in 12-pound lots...................... .0217 .0217
White, sold in 12-pound lots...................... .0174 .0174

CALIFORNIA.
T.ns A ngwlAS .......................................... White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0300 .0300

Yellow, sold in Impound lots..................... .0250 .0250
San Francisco.......................................... White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0450 .0450

White, sole! in 10-pound lots...................... .0300 .0300
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0300 .0300
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0300 .0300

COLORADO.
Denver...................................................... White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0250 .0250

Whitej sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200
CONNECTICUT.

New Haven.............................................. Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0350 .0350
Yellow, granulated, sold in 10-pound lots. .0250 .0250

DELAWARE.
Wilmington............................................. White, sold in 2-pound lots....................... .0250 .0250

Whited sold in 2-pound lots....................... .0250 .0250
White, sold in 2-pound lots....................... .0250 .0250

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington............................................. White, sold in 3-pound lots....................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in Impound lots...................... .0167 .0167
White, sold in 12-pound lots...................... .0183 .0188

FLORIDA.
Jacksonville............................................. White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200

White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0250 .0250
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0238

GEORGIA.
Atlanta..................................................... White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200

White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0210 .0250
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0175 .0167

ILLINOIS.
Chicago..................................................... Cream, yellow.... ......................................... .0250 .0250

White............................................................ .0200 .0200
White or yellow, sold in 10-pound lots. . . .0250 .0250
Yellow........................................................... .0250 .0250

Peoria....................................................... White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200

INDIANA.
Indianapolis............................................ White............................................................ .0200 .0200

White.................................... ....................... .0200 .0200
Terre Haute............................................. White............................................................ .0200 .0200

White, sold in 12£-pound lots.................... .0160 .0160
IOWA.

Des Moines............................................... Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0150 .0167
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0125 .0125

Dubuque.................................................. Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0200 .0200
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0200 .0200

KANSAS.
Topeka..................................................... White, sold in 61-pound lots...................... .0160 .0160

White, sold in expound lots...................... .0160 .0160
KENTUCKY.

Louisville................................................. White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0198 .0200
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0205 .0220

LOUISIANA.
New Orleans............................................ White, kiln dried......................................... .0250 .0250

White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0250 .0250
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0250 .0250
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0250 .0250

MAINE.

Portland................................................... Yellow........................................................... .0300 .0300
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0250 .0250

MARYLAND.

Baltimore................................................. White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in 10-pound lots...................... .0250 .0250
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Average price.
State'and locality.

MASSACHUSETTS.

B o s t o n .....................................................................

F a l l  R i v e r ..........................................................

L y n n ...........................................................................

M a ld e n .....................................................................

W o r c e s t e r ..........................................................

MICHIGAN.

D e t r o i t ...................................................................

G r a n d  R a p i d s .............................................

MINNESOTA.

D u l u t h ....................................................................

M i n n e a p o l i s ....................................................

S t .  P a u l .................................................................

MISSOURI.

K a n s a s  C i t y ................................................

S t .  L o u i s .............................................................

MONTANA.

B u t t e . ......................................................................

NEBRASKA.

O m a h a ..................................................................

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

M a n c h e s t e r ....................................................

NEW JERSEY.

J e r s e y  C i t y .....................................................

T r e n t o n ..............................................................

NEW YORK.
A l b a n y .................................................................

B r o o k l y n ............................................................

B u f f a l o .................................................................

F l u s h i n g . .......................................................... ..

N e w  Y o r k .......................................................

Rochester..................

Syracuse.....................

OHIO.
Cincinnati..................

Cleveland...................

Toledo........................

Description.

Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, granulated, sold in 10-pound lots
W hite.........................................................
White, sold in 12£-pound lo t s ..................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts...................
White, sold in 10-pound lots....................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound l o t s ..................

W hite.........................................................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts...................
Yellow,granulated, sold inl2J-poimd lots, 

Jan., 1905 to Sept., 1906; 15-pound lots, 
Oct. to Dec., 1906.

Yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts...................
Yellow...................................v...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts...................

White, sold in 10-pound lots....................
White, sold in 10-pound lots....................
Cream, sold in 10-pound lo ts....................
White, sold in 12-pound lots....................
White, sold in 12-pound lots.....................

White or yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts. . .  
White or yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts . . .

White or yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts . . .  
White or yellow, sold in 10-pound lo ts . . .

Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................

White, sold in 10-pound lots....................
Yellow, granulated, sold in 10-pound lots
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................

Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 3J-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 3|-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, kiln dried, sold in 5-pound lo ts...
Yellow, sold in 34-pound lots...................
White, kiln dried, sold in 10-pound lo t s . .
Yellow.......................................................
Yellow, kiln dried.....................................
Yellow, kiln dried, sold in 1 to 3 pound lots.
Yellow, sold in 34-pound lots...................
Yellow........................................................
Yellow........................................................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................

W hite........................................................
W hite........................................................
W hite........................................................
Yellow, granulated...................................
Yellow, granulated...................................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................
Yellow........................................................
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots...................

1905. 1906.

$0.0248 $0.0242
.0250 .0350
.0250 .0283
.0300 .0300
.0385 .0400
.0250 .0200
.0250 .0250
.0248 .0250
.0250 .0250
.0300 .0300
.0250 .0250

.0242 .0250

.0202 .0200

.0211 .0197

.0200 .0200

.0200 .0192

.0250 .0250

.0200 .0200

.0250 .0250

.0250 .0250

.0200 .0200

.0212 .0220

.0200 .0200

.0200 .0200

.0150 .0150

.0200 .0200

.0250 .0250

.0167 .0167

.0167 .0167

.0300 .0250

.0329 .0350

.0150 .0150

.0200 .0200

.0250 .0217

.0250 .0250

.0250 .0250

.0280 .0280

.0250 .0250

.0250 .0250

.0250 .0250

.0250 .0250

.0286 .0286

.0343 .0343

.0200 .0200

.0200 .0200

.0400 .0400

.0429 .0381

.0200 .0250

.0325 .0400

.0300 .0300

.0300 .0300

.0286 .0296

.0300 .0300

.0250 .0250

.0250 .0300

.0200 .0200

.0250 .0250

.0250 .0250

.0200 .0200

.0250 .0250

.0250 .0250

.0250 .0250

.0200 .0200

.0250 .0250
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T a b l e  I _____ RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

C O R N  H E A L ,  P E R  P O U N D — Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

OREGON.

Portland................................................ White, sold in 10-pound lots..................... $0.0300 $0.0300
Whitei sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0250 .0250

PENNSYLVANIA.

A lle g h e n y ..................................................... Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots................... .0200 .0250
Yellow^ sold in 10-pound lots................... .0220 .0220
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots................... .0250 .0250
Yellow....................................................... .0250 .0250
Yellow........................................................ .0250 .0250
Yellow....................................................... .0250 .0250
W hite......................................................... .0250 .0250
W hite......................................................... .0250 .0250

Scranton............................................... W hite......................................................... .0400 .0400
Yellow....................................................... .0300 .0300

W ilkes-Barre...................................... Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots................... .0250
.0250

.0250
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots................... .0250

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................ White, granulated, sold in 10-pound lots. .0250 .0250
White, granulated, sold in 10-pound lots. .0250 .0250
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots................... .0250 .0258

SOUTH CAROLINA.

White, sold in 10-pound lo ts.................... .0180 .0180
Whitei sold in 10-pound lots.................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in 10-pound lots.................... .0200 .0200

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ White, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0200 .0242
White, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0200 .0200

TENNESSEE.

M e m p h is .................... ................................... White, sold in 12-pound lots..................... .0167 .0167
White, sold in 12£-pound lo ts................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in 12|-pound lots................... .0200 .0200

N a s h v i l le ________________________________ White, sold in 12-pound lo ts..................... .0191 .0167
White, sold in 12-pound lots..................... .0208 .0208
White, sold in 12-pound lots..................... .0181 .0208

TEXAS.

D a l l a s ................ ................................................ White, sold in 10-pound lo ts .................... .0250 .0250
White, sold in 10-pound lots.......................... .0250 .0250
Sold in 12i-pound lots .......................................
White, sold in 10-pound lots.....................

.0180 .0200
R an A n to n io  _____________ _________ .0179 .0183

White, sold in 10-pound lots.....................
White, sold in $1 lots........ » . .....................

.0200 .0200

.0180 .0180
UTAH.

Salt Lake City...................................... White, sold in 10-pound lots.......................... .0250 .0250
White, sold in 10-p0und lots .......................... .0250 .0250

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk............................................................... White, sold in 10-pound lots........................... .0200 .0200
White, sold, in 10-pound lots........................... .0180 .0200
White, sold in 12-pound lots........................... .0208 .0208

Richmond......................................................... White, sold in 12-pound lots........................... .0167 .0167
White, sold in 12-pound lots........................... .0167 .0167
White, sold in 12-pound lots........................... .0167 .0167

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................................ Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots ......................... .0250 .0250
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots ......................... .0250 .0250

Tacoma.............................................................. Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots ......................... .0300 .0279
Yellow, sold in 10-pound lots ......................... .0300 .0300

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling........................................................... White, sold in 10-pound lots........................... .0200 .0200
White, sold in 10-pound lots .......................... ! .0250 .0250
White, sold in 10-pound lots..................... .0250 .0250

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. W hite......................................................... .0250 .0250
White, kiln dried....................................... .0300 .0250
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Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

EGGS, F R E S H , P E R  DOZEN.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham......................................... Fresh......................................................... 10.2417
.2458

$0.2275
.2188Fresh.........................................................

Fresh......................................................... .2392 .2417
Montgomery......................................... Fresh......................................................... .2083 .2583

.2150Fresh......................................................... .2125
Fresh......................................................... .2104 .2167
Fresh......................................................... .2125 .2375

ARKANSAS.

Little R ock.............................. ............ Fresh......................................................... .2292 .2583
Fresh......................................................... .2250 .2650
Fresh......................................................... .2438 .2875

CALIFORNIA.

Los A ngeles.......................................... Fresh......................................................... .3375 .3417
Fresh......................................................... .2833 .3292
Fresh......................................................... .3000 .3125

San Francisco....................................... Fresh......................................................... .3875 .3625
Fresh......................................................... .3667 .3667
Fresh......................................................... .3583 .3542
Fresh......................................................... .3583 .3646

COLORADO.

D enver.................................................. Fresh......................................................... .2417 .2375
Fresh......................................................... .2833 .2583
Fresh......................................................... .2458 .2500

CONNECTICUT.

New H aven ......................„................... Fresh......................................................... .3158 .3375
Fresh......................................................... .3433 .4042
Fresh......................................................... .3542 .3708

DELAWARE.

W ilmington......................................... Fresh......................................................... .3133
.3275

.3425
Fresh......................................................... .3267
Fresh......................................................... .2742 .3025

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

W ashington......................................... Fresh......................................................... .2625 .2800
Fresh......................................................... .2742 .2858
Fresh......................................................... .2758 .2867

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville.......................................... Fresh......................................................... .2917 .2850
Fresh...................................................... . .3042 .2958
Fresh......................................................... .2708 .3042

GEORGIA.

A tlanta................................................. Fresh......................................................... .2167 .2296
Fresh......................................................... .2450 .2667
Fresh......................................................... .2192 .2500

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.................................................. Fresh......................................................... .2442 .2450
Fresh......................................................... .2125 .2242
Fresh......................................................... .2467 .2458
Fresh......................................................... .2292 .2392

Peoria.................................................... Fresh......................................................... .2613 .2442
Fresh......................................................... .2633 .2483
Fresh.......................................................... .2717 .2567
Fresh......................................................... .2483 .2517

INDIANA.

Indianapolis.......................................... Fresh.......................................................... .2383 .2392
Fresh......................................................... .2200 .2292
Fresh......................................................... .2258 .2383

Terre Haute.......................................... Fresh......................................................... .2575 .2550
Fresh......................................................... .2542 .2533
Fresh......................................................... j .2621 .2608

IOWA.

Des Moines ............................................ Fresh......................................................... 1 .2475 .2500
Fresh......................................................... .2500 .2329
Fresh......................................................... .2500 .2508

Dubuque................................................ Fresh........................................................ .2292 .2233
Fresh.......................................................... .2271 .2204
Fresh......................................................... .2275 .2246

KANSAS.

Topeka................................................... Fresh......................................................... .2275 .2067
Fresh......................................................... .2358 .1950
Fresh......................................................... .2300 .2067

8891—No. 71—07----17
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ECifiS, F R E S H , P E R  BOZEN—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

KENTUCKY.

Fresh.......................................................... $0.2483 $0.2258
.2250Fresh.......................................................... .2583

Fresh.......................................................... .2150 .2083
LOUISIANA.

Fresh.......................................................... .2354 .2438
Fresh.......................................................... .2113 .2208
Fresh.......................................................... .2625 .2875
Fresh.......................................................... .2546 .2633

MAINE.

P n rtland  .............................................. Fresh.......................................................... .3129 .2933
Fresh.......................................................... .3242 .3275
Fresh.......................................................... .3075 .3075

MARYLAND.

Baltimore............................................. Fresh.......................................................... .2725 .2808
Fresh.......................................................... .2958 .2525
Fresh.......................................................... .2617 .2517
Fresh.......................................................... .2708 .2825

MASSACHUSETTS.

Fresh.......................................................... .3058 .2908
Fresh.......................................................... .2242 .2475
Fresh.......................................................... .3275 .3075
Fresh.......................................................... .2575 .2450
Fresh.......................................................... .2933 .3283
Fresh.......................................................... .2967 .2817

I ijr n n _____ _______________________
Fresh..........................................................
Fresh..........................................................

.2792

.2708
.3008
.2883

Fresh.......................................................... .3417 .3550
Fresh.......................................................... .3338 .3625

M alden ....................... ...... , .................. Fresh.......................................................... .2242 .2475
Fresh.......................................................... .2917 .2842
Fresh......................................................... .3475 .2833

W orcester _ __________________________ Fresh.......................................................... .3392 .3475
Fresh.......................................................... .3217 .3450
Fresh.......................................................... .3133 .3383

MICHIGAN.

D e tr o it....... ....................... ............ ........ Fresh.......................................................... .2317 .2300
Fresh.......................................................... .2550 .2342
Fresh.......................................................... .2658 .2517
Fresh.......................................................... .2358 .2275

Grand Rapids........................................ Fresh.......................................................... .2083 .2317
Fresh......................................................... .2317 .2433
Fresh.......................................................... .21 00 .2392
Fresh.......................................................... .2408 .2175

MINNESOTA.

Duluth.................................................. Fresh.......................................................... .2317 .2367
Fresh.......................................................... .2217 .2508
Fresh......................................................... .2333 .2442

Minneapolis........................................... Fresh.......................................................... .2242 .2075
Fresh.......................................................... .2108 .2192
Fresh.......................................................... .2283 .2283
Fresh.......................................................... .2333 .2500

St. P au l ............. „.............. Fresh. ............................................. .2258 .2300
.2242Fresh.......................................................... .2142

Fresh.......................................................... .22 00 .2300
Fresh.......................................................... .2325 .2142

MISSOURI.

TTatisqa City........................................... Fresh.......................................................... .2267 .2117
.2425Fresh.......................................................... .2433

St. Louis................................................ Fresh.......................................................... .2483 .2188
Fresh.......................................................... .2567 .2217
Fresh.......................................................... .2333 .2433
Fresh.......................................................... .2408 .2550

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Fresh.......................................................... .2917 .3083
Fresh.......................................................... .3000 .3250
Fresh.......................................................... .3333 .3208

NEBRASKA.

O m a h a ....... .................................................. Fresh.......................................................... .2283 .2242
Fresh.......................................................... .2192 .2225
Fresh.......................................................... .2217 .2250
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EGGS, F R E S H , P E R  DOZEN—Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 2 5 5

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester.................1......................... Fresh......................................................... SO. 2858 
.2883

10.2875
.3250Fresh.........................................................

Fresh......................................................... .3275 .3042
NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................ Fresh......................................................... .2942 .2633
Fresh......................................................... .3025 .2808
Fresh.......................................................... .2975 .2842

Trenton................................................. Fresh.......................................................... .2975 .2875
Fresh......................................................... .3108 .3508
Fresh......................................................... .3125 .3450

NEW YORK.

Albany................................................... Fresh......................................................... .2308 .2425
Fresh.......................................................... .2833 .3233
Fresh.......................................................... .2875 .2633

Brooklyn............................................... Fresh......................................................... .2967 .3025
Fresh......................................................... .3525 .3258
Fresh......................................................... .2833 .2267

Buffalo................................................... Fresh.............................. _......................... .2608 .2550
.2558Fresh.......................................................... .2508

Fresh......................................................... .2458 .2275
Fresh.......................................................... .2458 .2492
Fresh___*................................................... .2442 .2500

Flushing................................................ Fresh......................................................... .2967 .2817
Fresh......................................................... .3192 .3250
Fresh......................................................... .3308 .3225

New York.............................................. Fresh.......................................................... .2813 .3033
Fresh......................................................... .3467 .3800
Fresh......................................................... .3533 .3675
Fresh......................................................... .3083 .3000
Fresh......................................................... .3067 .2917

Rochester.............................................. Fresh......................................................... .3142 .2725
Fresh......................................................... .2450 .2542

Syracuse...... ......................................... Fresh.......................................................... .2842 .2933
Fresh......................................................... .2883 .3292
Fresh......................................................... .2742 .2808

OHIO.
Cincinnati.............................................. Fresh.......................................................... .2700 .2567

Fresh.......................................................... .2425 .2492
Fresh.......................................................... .2950 .2508
Fresh.......................................................... .2408 .2358

Cleveland............................................... Fresh......................................................... .2892 .2800
Fresh.......................................................... .3117 .3233
Fresh......................................................... .2775 .2700
Fresh......................................................... .2858 .2817

Toledo.................................................... Fresh......................................................... .2600 .2625
Fresh.......................................................... .2542 .2308
Fresh.......................................................... .2192 .2567

OREGON.
Portland............................................... Fresh......................................................... .2833 .3208

Fresh.......................................................... .2833 .3013
Fresh......................................................... .2833 .3021

PENNSYLVANIA.
Allegheny............................................... Fresh......................................................... .2483 .2483

Fresh......................................................... .2342 .2558
Fresh......................................................... .2975 .3058

Philadelphia.......................................... Fresh......................................................... .2700 .2883
Fresh......................................................... .2325 .2467
Fresh......................................................... .2908 .3100
Fresh......................................................... .2825 .3000
Fresh......................................................... .2425 .2558
Fresh___.................................................... .3150 .3175

Pittsburg............................................... Fresh......................................................... .2750 .3292
Fresh......................................................... .2733 .2600
Fresh......................................................... .2708 .2775

Scranton................................................ Fresh......................................................... .2908 .3017
Fresh......................................................... .2858 .3208
Fresh......................................................... .2825 .3192

Wilkes-Barre......................................... Fresh......................................................... .2758 .3192
Fresh.......................................................... .3000 .3133
Fresh......................................................... .3025 .3542

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................ Fresh......................................................... .3225 .3025
Fresh........................ :............................... .2850 .2458
Fresh......................................................... 1 .3742 .3542
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T a b l e  I . —RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

EGGS, F R E S H , P E R  .DOZEN—Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................... Fresh............................................................. $0.2417 $0.2542
Fresh............................................................. .2608 .2667
Fresh............................................................. .2542 .2450
Fresh............................................................. .2433 .2375

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................... Fresh............................................................. .2050 .2100
Fresh..................................... i..................... .2125 .2192
Fresh............................................................. .2033 .1967

TENNESSEE.
Memphis................................................... Fresh............................................................. .2375 .2683

Fresh............................................................. .2267 .2483
Fresh............................................................. .2383 .2458

Nashville.................................................. Fresh............................................................. .2217 .2408
Fresh............................................................. .1771 .1854
Fresh............................................................. .2125 .2267

TEXAS.
Dallas....................................................... Fresh............................................................. .2188 .2125

Fresh............................................................. .2250 .2458
Fresh............................................................. .2292 .2375

San Antonio............................................ Fresh............................................................. .1833 .1958
Fresh............................................... ............. :i979 .2313
Fresh............................................................. .2271 .2333

UTAH.
Salt Lake Citv.........................................ii Fresh............................................................. .2750 .2792

I Fresh............................................... ............ .2417 .3333
i Fresh............................................................. .2688 .2708

VIRGINIA.
Norfolk..................................................... Fresh............................................................. .2275 .2783

Fresh............................................................. .2292 .2525
Fresh............................................................. .2292 .2492

Richmond..................... _......................... Fresh............................................................. .2546 .2542
Fresh............................................................. .2400 .2492
Fresh............................................................. .2425 .2633

WASHINGTON.
Seattle...................................................... : Fresh............................................................. .3808 .3708

Fresh............................................................. .3375 .3458
Fresh............................................................. .3292 .3417

Tacoma.................................................... Fresh............................................................. .2604 .2604
Fresh............................................................. .3058 .3300

: Fresh............................................................. .3292 .3592
WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling.................................................. 1 Fresh............................................................. .2625 .2483
Fresh............................................................. .2700 .2767
Fresh............................................................ .2617 .2517

WISCONSIN.
Milwaukee......................................»........ Fresh............................................................. .2058 .2325

Fresh............................................................. .2292 .2533
' Fresh............................................................ .2083 .2008

F IS H , F R E S H , P E R  POUND.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham...................

Montgomery...................

ARKANSAS. 

Little Rock.....................

CALIFORNIA. 

Los Angeles....................

San Francisco.................

Red snapper, cleaned................................ $0.1375 
.1250Red snapper, cleaned................................

Mullet, cleaned.......................................... .0633
Mullet cleaned.......................................... .0500

Buffalo or drum fish, cleaned................... .0800
Red snapper, crappie, or channel cat, 

cleaned.
.1500

Halibut...................................................... .1000
Halibut...................................................... .1000
Salmon, cleaned........................................ .1500
Salmon, cleaned........................................ .1458
Salmon, cleaned........................................ .1500
Salmon, cleaned........................................ .1396

$0.1500
.1354
.0600
.0500

.0833

.1500

.1000

.1000

.1521

.1833

.1708

.1467
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F IS H , F R E S H , P E R  FOUND—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

COLORADO.

Halibut...................................................... $0.1500 $0.1500
Halibut...................................................... .1400 .1400
Salmon...................................................... .1500 .1604

CONNECTICUT.

Cod steak.................................................. .1367 .1600
Haddock.................................................... .0933 .1000
Haddock, cleaned...................................... .0933 .0900
Halibut steak............................................ .2458 .2500
Pickerel, cleaned....................................... .1600 .1800

DELAWARE.

Haddock ................................................ .1000 .1200
Trout, not cleaned.................................... .1000 .1200

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Catfish, cleaned....... ................................. .1208 .1271
Cod steak.................................................. .1263 .1279
Halibut steak............................................ .1667 .1750
White perch, large, not cleaned............... .1396 .1458
White perch, small, not cleaned............... .1076 .1146
White perch, small, not cleaned............... .1271 .1229

FLORIDA.

Mnbftt, -not cleaned......  ... T................ .0500 .0500
Mullet, not cleaned................................... .0500 .0500

GEORGIA.
Mullet, not cleaned................................... .0500 .0500

Atlanta.................................................. Red snapper, partly cleaned.................... .1000 .1000
Red snapper steak!.................................. .1250 .1333
Trout, partly cleaned............................... .1117 .1225

ILLINOIS.

Chicago ................................................ Whitefish, cleaned.................................... .1288 .1513
Yellow perch, not cleaned........................ .0792 .0808

Poona. .............................. .............. Catfish, cleaned........................................ .1333 .1267
Catfish, cleaned........................................ .1250 .1358
Whitefish, cleaned.................................... .1708 .1792

INDIANA.

Indianapolis.......................................... Lake salmon, cleaned............................... .1500 .1825
Terre Haute.......................................... Halibut, Pacific......................................... . 1500 . 1500

Lake trout, cleaned.................................. .1250 .1458
IOWA.

Des Moines............................................ Buffalo, cleaned........................................ .0896 .1000
Lake trout, cleaned.................................. .1375 .1500

Dubuque....... ....................................... Lake trout, cleaned.................................. .1563 .1750
River salmon, cleaned.............................. .1250 .1417

KANSAS.

Topeka.................................................. Catfish...................................................... .1500 .1625
Catfish, cleaned........................................ .1500 .1600

KENTUCKY.

Louisville............................................... Buffalo, not cleaned.................................. .1000 . 1000
Buffalo, not cleaned.................................. .0800 .1000

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans... ......... ......... ................... Red snapper, cleaned................................ .0950 .1000
.1000Red snapper, cleaned................................ .1000

Red snapper, cleaned................................ .1000 .1000
MAINE.

Portland................................................ Haddock, cleaned...................................... .0650 .0700
Haddock, cleaned...................................... .0658 .0667

MARYLAND.

Baltimore.............................................. White perch, large, not cleaned............... .1150 .1217
.1233White perch, not cleaned.......................... .1100

Yellow perch, not cleaned........................ .0900 .1033
Yellow perch, not cleaned........................ .0900 .1033

MASSACHUSETTS.

B o s to n .................................................. Cod or haddock......................................... .0658 .0700
Cod or haddock......................................... .0833 .0825
Haddock.................................................... .0650 .0683

Fall River.............................................. Cod steak................................................... .1000 .1000
Lynn...................................................... Haddock............................•.......... .0592 .0583

Haddock.................................................... .0642 .0667
Malden................................................... Cod................................................ .0600 .0617

Cod............................................................. .0800 .0708
Haddock................................................ .0800 .0708
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F IS H , F R E S H , P E R  FOUND—Continued.

Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued

MASSACHUSETTS—concluded. 

Worcester........................................ Cod................
Halibut steak, 
Halibut steak,

10.0925
.2417

$0.1000
.2500
.2333

Detroit,

Grand Rapids.................

MINNESOTA.

Lake trout, cleaned.........
Lake trout, cleaned.........
Perch, cleaned..................
Whitefish, cleaned..........
Whitefish, partly cleaned 
Whitefish, partly cleaned

1338
1500
1500
1500
1483
1592

1500
1500
1500
1500
1708
1600

Duluth........

Minneapolis.

MISSOURI.

Trout, cleaned^...

PickereF, cleaned........
Whitefish, cleaned . . .

1217
1104
0933
1150

1313
1254
1000
1417

Kansas City. 
St. Louis....

MONTANA.

Catfish, cleaned...........
Carp, not cleaned........
Lake pike, not cleaned. 
Mackerel, cleaned........

1500
1042
1396
1888

1708
1063
1621
1888

Butte.

NEBRASKA.

Salmon, cleaned, 
Salmon, cleaned.

1313 .1479
1313 .1371

Omaha.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Catfish, cleaned.......
Lake trout, cleaned.

1800 .1800
1300 .1300

Manchester.

NEW JERSEY.

Haddock, whole, cleaned. 
Haddock, whole, cleaned

0575 .0592
0592 .0617

Jersey City. 

Trenton___

NEW YORK.

Cod............
Cod.......... .
Cod steak.. 
Hake steak. 
Weakfish..

1167
1283
1500
1000
1125

1167
1317
1438
1167
1250

Albany.........................
Brooklyn.....................

Buffalo.........................

Flushing......................

New York....................

Rochester................... .
Syracuse..................... .

OHIO.

Cod, not cleaned...................
Cod steak..............................
Cod steak..............................
Perch, cleaned.......................
Whitefish, cleaned................
Yellow pike, cleaned.............
Cod steak..............................
Cod steak..............................
Weakfish, not cleaned.........
Cod steak..............................
Cod steak..............................
Haddock, whole, not cleaned
Cod........................................
Cod........................................
Halibut steak.......................

.0600

.1575

.1450

.1083

.1400

.1400

.1425

.1400

.1200

.1142

.1517

.0967

.1267

.1350

.1933

.0700 

.1592 

.1475 

.1225 

.1500 

.1475 

.1317 

.1400 

.1200 

.1167 

. 1542 

.0975 

.1250 

.1317 

.1933

Cincinnati

Cleveland.

Toledo

OREGON.

Lake salmon, not cleaned.........................
Lake salmon, not cleaned........................
Whitefish, not cleaned............................ .
Whitefish, not cleaned............................. .
Whitefish, not cleaned..............................
Yellow salmon, not cleaned......................
Perch, not cleaned.....................................
Whitefish, cleaned....................................
Whitefish, cleaned, frozen during six 

winter months.
Whitefish, cleaned................................... .
Whitefish, cleaned................................... .

.1375

.1342

.1375

.1375

.1250

.1096

.0883

.1442

.1321

.1525

.1600

.1438

.1496

.1625

.1775
,1479
,1333
,0867
,1683
1467

1650
1700

Portland. Halibut, cleaned 
Salmon, cleaned. 
Salmon, cleaned. 
Salmon, cleaned.

1000
1167
1104
1250

1083
1146
1208
,1250
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F I S H ,  F R E S H ,  P E R  P O V N B — Concluded.

EETAIL PBICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906..

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

PENNSYLVANIA.
Allegheny................................................. Lake salmon, cleaned................................. 10.1500

.1500
$0.1500

.1500Lake salmon, not cleaned..........................
Philadelphia............................................ Cod................................................................ .1117 .1175

Haddock....................................................... .0692 .0700
Halibut, eastern.......................................... .2542 .2550
Halibut, western......................................... .2042 .2142

Pittsburg................................................. Lake salmon, not cleaned.......................... .1146 .1250
Lake salmon, not cleaned.......................... j .1250 .1250

Scranton................................................... Haddock....................................................... ' .0800 .0950
Sea trout, not cleaned................................ i .1400 .1400
Weakfish, not cleaned................................ .1238 .1250

Wilkes-Barre........................................... Blue pike, not cleaned................................ .1250 .1250
Haddock 1..................................................... .0917 .1000

RHODE ISLAND.
Providence............................................... Haddock....................................................... ! .1000 .1000

Haddock, cleaned........................................ 1 .1100 .1067
SOUTH CAROLINA. I

Charleston............................................... Blackfish, not cleaned................................. ' .0800 .0800
Blackfish  ̂not cleaned................................. .0733 .0675

SOUTH DAKOTA.
Sioux Falls.............................................. Lakeflsh, not cleaned.................................. .1125 .1333

Lakeflsh, not cleaned.................................. .1167 .1250
TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................... Buffalo, cleaned........................................... .1000 .1000
Buffalo, cleaned........................................... .1000 .1000
Red snapper, cleaned.................................. .1000 .1500

Nashville.................................................. Black bass, cleaned..................................... .1500 .1500
Red snapper, cleaned.................................. .1000 .1188

TEXAS.
Dallas....................................................... Trout, cleaned............................................. .1250 .1250

Trout or redfish, cleaned............................ .1250 .1250
San Antonio............................................ Trout or redfish, cleaned............................ .1250 .1250

Trout or sheepshead, cleaned.................... .1000 .1000
UTAH.

Salt Lake City......................................... Halibut, cleaned.......................................... .1500 .1417
Salmon, cleaned........................................... .1750 .1750
Salmon, cleaned........................................... .1583 .1750

VIRGINIA.
Norfolk..................................................... Sea trout...................................................... .1083 .1083

Sea trout, not cleaned................................ .1250 .1375
Richmond................................................ Rock or striped bass, not cleaned............ .1713 .1888

Rock or striped bass, not cleaned............ .1633 .1722
White perch, not cleaned........................... .1113 .1350
White perch, not cleaned........................... .1250 .1250

'WASHINGTON.
Seattle...................................................... Halibut, cleaned.......................................... .0783 .0858

Salmon, cleaned........................................... .1033 .1146
Salmon, cleaned........................................... .0894 .0950

Tacoma.................................................... Salmon.......................................................... .1167 .1250
Salmon.......................................................... .1375 .1500

WEST VIRGINIA.
Wheeling.................................................. Sager or jackfish, not cleaned................... .1250 .1250

Sager or jackfish, not cleaned.................... .1104 .1250
WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee................................................ Lake trout, cleaned.................................... .1200 .1200
Lake trout, partly cleaned........................ .1250 .1250

F I S H ,  S A L T ,  P E R  F O U N D .

A L A B A M A .

Birmingham.......................................... Cod, boneless............................................. $0.1500
.1500
.1767

$0.1500
.1667
.1733Montgomery..........................................

Mackerel, No. 1..........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ..........................................
Mackerel, No. 3 ......................................................................... .1000 .1000

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock............................................ Cod, boneless............................................. .1500 .1500
Mackerel, Sea Sling, No. 1 ........................ .1250 .1250
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Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

F IS H , SALT, P E R  PO UN » —Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles........................................... Cod............................................................. 10.0833 10.0833
Cod............................................................. .0833 .0833

San Francisco........................................ Cod, Alaska strips..................................... .1000 .1000
Codi N eptune...t...................................... .1750 .1750
Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .1700 .1700

COLORADO.

Denver................................................... Mackerel, No. 3.......................................... .1250 .1250
Mackerel, No. 2, sold by the fish............... . 1524 .1524

CONNECTICUT.

N ew  Dfl-V^Tl.................................................. Cod, whole................................................. .1000 .1000
Cod, whole................................................. .1200 . 1200
Cod, whole................................................. .1200 .1200
Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .2000 .2000
Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .1625 .1800

DELAWARE.

Wilmington........................................... Cod, dry, sold in 1-pound packages............ .1000 .1000
Cod, shredded, sold in 1-pound packages. .1000 .1000

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington........................................... Cod............................................................. . 1167 .1200
Cod............................................................. .1000 .1000

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville........................................... Cod............................................................. .1000 .1000
Cod............................................................. .1000 .1083
Cod............................................................. .1000 .1000
Mackerel, No. 2......................................... .1500 .1500
Mackerel, No. 2 .......................................... .1538 .1846
Mackerel, No. 3.......................................... .1000 .1000

GEORGIA.

Atlanta.................................................. Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .1533 .1542
Mackerel, No. 2.......................................... .1268 .1089

ILLINOIS.

Chicago............................................... Cod..................... ....................................... .1200 .1200
Cod............................................................. .1000 .1000
Cod, boneless............................................. .1000 .1000
Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .1500 .1500
Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .1575 .1650
Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .1600 .1600

Peoria.................................................... Cod............................................................. .iooo .1000
Cod, sold in bricks.................................... .1000 .1000
Mackerel, No. 2.......................................... .1200 .1200

INDIANA.

Indianapolis............................' ............ Cod, boneless............................................. .1500 .1500
Cod, boneless............................................. .1250 .1250

Terre Haute.......................................... Cod, boneless............................................. .1500 .1500
Cod, boneless, in boxes............................. .2000 .2000

IOWA.

Des Moines................................ Mackerel, bloaters ............................. .2000 .2375
Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .1500 .1500

Dubuque................................................ Cod, boneless............................................. .1500 .1500
Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .2000 .2000

KANSAS.

Topeka................................................... Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... . 1800’ .1800
Mackerel, No. 1..................................... ... .1500 .1500

KENTUCKY.

Louisville.............................................. Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .2188 .2250
Mackerel, No. 2 ................................................ .1500 .1500

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans.......................................... Cod, boneless............................................. .0750 .0767
Cod, boneless............................................. .0800 .0800
Mackerel, No. 1.......................................... .1000 .1000

MAINE.

Portland................................................ Cod, whole................................................. .0850 . 1000
Cod, whole................................................. .0800 .0800

MARYLAND.

Baltimore.............................................. Cod, boneless, sold in 1-pound bricks....... . 1000 .1000
Cod, boneless, sold in 1-pound bricks....... .1000 .1000
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Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

FISH, SALT, PER FOUND—Continued.

State and locality. Description.

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston................................................... Cod, boneless, sold in boxes.....................
Cod, whole.................................................
Mackerel, No. 1..........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ..........................................
Mackerel, No. 1..........................................
Cod, boneless.............................................

Malden................... ...............................
Cod, boneless.............................................
Cod, boneless.............................................

Worcester..............................................

Cod, whole.................................................
Cod, whole.................................................
Cod, whole.................................................

MICHIGAN.

Detroit..................................................

Cod, whole..................... ...........................
Mackerel, No. 2 .........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ........................................

Cod, boneless.............................................

Grand Rapids.......................................

Cod, sold in 1-pound bricks......................
Mackerel, No. 2 .........................................
Mackerel, No. 1..........................................

MINNESOTA.

Duluth...................................................

Mackerel, No. 1.........................................

Cod.............................................................

Minneapolis...........................................

Cod, sold in 1-pound packages.................
Mackerel, No. 1..........................................
Cod, boneless.............................................

St. Paul.................................................
Mackerel, No. 2 .........................................
Cod.............................................................

MISSOURI.

Kansas City..........................................

Cod, sold in 1-pound packages.................

Mackerel....................................................

St. Louis___'.................'.......................
Mackerel, No. 2 ..........................................
Cod, sold in bricks....................................

MONTANA.

Butte............................................. .

Mackerel, No. 2 ..........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ..........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 .........................................

Mackerel, No. 2 ..........................................

NEBRASKA.

Omaha...................................................

Mackerel, No. 3..........................................

Mackerel, No. 1..........................................

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester............................................

Mackerel, No. 1..........................................

Cod, boneless.............................................

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................

Cod, whole.................................................

C od ...........................................................

T r e n t o n ....... .......................................................
Cod, whole, George's.................................
Cod, boneless.............................................

NEW YORK.

Albany..................................................

Cod, sold in bricks....................................

Cod.............................................................

Brooklyn...............................................

Cod.............................................................
Cod, sold in 1-pound bricks......................
Cod, sold in bricks....................................

Buffalo..................................................
Cod, whole.................................................
Cod, Perfection, sold in 1-pound bricks .. 
Cod, walrus brand....................................

Flushing................................................ Cod, whole.................................................

New York.............................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ..........................................
Cod, boneless, sold in 1-pound bricks.......

Rochester..............................................

Cod, boneless, sold in 1-pound bricks.......
Cod, Ocean Gem, sold in 1-pound bricks.. 
Cod, whole.................................................
Mackerel, No. i ..........................................
Mackerel, No. 1 ..........................................
Salmon, red Alaska..................................
Cod, boneless, sold in i-pound bricks.......

Syracuse................................................

Cod, sold in 1-pound bricks......................
Mackerel, No. 1 .........................................
Mackerel, No. 1 ..........................................

Average price.

1905. | 1906.

10.1500 $0.1500
.0800 .0800
.1400 .1365
.1500 .1500
.1500 .1500
.1400 .1400
.1400 .1400
.1500 .1500
.0883 .0800
.0800 .0800
.1000 .1000
.1000 .1000
.1500 .1800
.1200 .1300

.1458 .1500

.1000 .1008

.1500 .1500

.1500 .2000

.1700 .1700

.1250 .1500

.1208 .1250

.1933 .1917

.1250 .1250

.1150 .1163

.1000 .1000

.1000 .1000

.1500 .1500

.1250 .1313

.1000 .1000

.1000 .1000

.1000 .1083

.1258 .1300

.1750 .1792

.1500 .1583

.1417 .1417

.1396 .1417

.1400 .1483

.0975 .1000

.1092 .1275

.1200 .1367

.1250 .1250

.1000 .1000

.1025 .1100

.1400 .1500

.1000 .1000

.1233 .1325

.1333 .1375

.0800 .0800

.1200 .1200

.1250 .1583

.1600 .1600

.0933 .1200

.1500 .1500

.0975 .0933

.1258 .1400

.2000 .2000

.1600 .1667

.1000 .1200

.1200 .1200

.1333 .1400

.1500 .1500

.2000 .2583
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Table I.—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

Average price.
State and locality.

OHIO.

Cincinnati......................

Cleveland.......................

Toledo...........................

OREGON.

Portland........................

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny...

Philadelphia,

Pittsburg.............................

Scranton................................

Wilkes-Barre.......................

RHODE ISLAND. 

Providence...........................

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Charleston...........................

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls...........................

TENNESSEE.

Memphis..............................

Nashville..............................

TEXAS.

Dallas...................................

San Antonio.........................

UTAH.

Salt Lake City.....................

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk................................

Richmond............................

WASHINGTON.

Seattle..................................

Tacoma................................

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling..............................

WISCONSIN.

Description.

Cod, headless, whole......................... .
Mackerel, No. 2 ........................................... .
Mackerel, No. 2 ............................................
Cod.....................................................
Cod.....................................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................
Mackerel, No. 1..................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................

Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................

Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................
Cod.....................................................
Cod, boneless.....................................
Cod, boneless.....................................
Mackerel, No. 1..................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................
Cod.....................................................
Mackerel, No.,2 ..................................
Cod.....................................................
Cod.....................................................
Cod..............., ....................................
Mackerel, No. 1..................................
Mackerel, No. 3..................................

Cod.....................................................
Cod, boneless, sold in 1-pound boxes.

Cod.....................................................
Mackerel, No. 1..................................

Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................

Mackerel, No. 1..................................
Mackerel, No. 1..................................
Mackerel, No. 1..................................
Mackerel, No. 1..................................

Cod, boneless.....................................
Mackerel, No. 1..................................
Cod, boneless.....................................
Mackerel, No. 1..................................

Mackerel, Eagle.................................
Mackerel, Irish..................................

Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................
Cod.....................................................
Mackerel, No. 2 ...........................................

Mackerel, No. 1. 
Mackerel, No. 3. 
Mackerel, No. 1. 
Mackerel, No. 1.

Mackerel, No. 2. 
Mackerel, No. 2.

Cod, headless... 
Cod, headless...

1905. 1906.

SO.1000 SO.1000
.1500 .1500
.1500 .1500
.1400 .1500
.1000 .1200
.1500 .1400
.3333 .3500
.1250 .1200

.1500 .1500

.1500 .1500

.1500 .1500

.1800 .2000

.1500 .1500

.0842 .1000

.1000 .1000

.0900 .0900

.2000 .2000

.1800 .1600

.1000 .1000

.1500 .1500

.1200 .1200

.1250 .1250

.1375 .1500

.1783 .1800

.1667 .1667

.0708 .0883

.1500 .1500

.0800 .0800

.1375 .1483

.1500 .1500

.1500 .1500

.1000 .1000

.1500 .1500

.1000 .1000

.1250 .1250

.1250 .1250

.1500 .1500

.1000 .1000

.1500 .1500

.3000 .3000

.1500 .1500

.1250 .1333

.1250 .1250

.0675 .0692

.1417 .1250

.1500 .1500

.1500 .1500

.2000 .2208

.2500 .2500

.1000 .1000

.1250 .1250

.1000 .1050

.0800 .0800
Milwaukee.
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Table I.—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

FLOUR, WHEAT, PER ONE-EIGHTH RARREL BAG.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

10.8375 10.8292
.8833 .8833
.8667 .9000
.8500 .8000
.6500 .6500
.7500 .7500

.8167 .7583

.8292 .7125

.8708 .7667

.7500 .7500

.7500 .7500

.7500 .7500

.6500 .6625

.6667 .6583

.6875 .7000

.7000 .7000

.6438 .5250

.5771 .4646

.6833 .5083

.9083 .8250

.8667 .6875

.8917 .7625

.7833 .7250

.8292 .7500

.7917 .7500

.9500 .8958

.9558 .9000

.9683 .9025

.7958 .7500

.8875 .8083

.8458 .8208

.8500 .9042

.7500 .7000

.8667 .8500

.7542 .6292

.7408 .6025

.7317 .6400

.7458 .6208

.8042 .7083

.7792 .6358

.7917 .7333

.8000 .7250

.7750 .7375

.7417 .7292

.7833 .7625

.7750 .7458

.6417 .6042

.8000 .7892

.8667 .8333

.6750 .6558

.8458 .8000

.7750 .7625

.7500 .7000

.7542 .6000

.7375 .6542

.8250 .6792

Birmingham.

Montgomery.

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock.

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles... 

San Francisco.

COLORADO.

Denver.

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven.

DELAWARE.

Wilmington.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Washington..............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville..............................

GEORGIA.

Atlanta.....................................

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.....................................

Peoria.

INDIANA. 

Indianapolis................

Terre Haute.................

IOWA.

Des Moines...................

Dubuque......................

Champion, winter....................................
Champion, winter....................................
Pillsbury's Best.......................................
Ballard's Obelisk or Capitola, winter___
Ballard's Obelisk, spring........................
Dictator, winter......................................

Angel Food, winter.................................
Success, winter........................................
Superior, winter......................................

Capital, blend..........................................
Capital, blend..........................................
Capital, blend..........................................
Blend, spring........................................... .
Golden Gate or Sperry's Roller, blend. . ,
Sperry's Roller, blena............................. .
Sperry's Roller, blend............................. .

Hungarian, winter.................................. .
Longmont, special, winter, sold by the 
J-barrel bag.

Pride of the west, spring....................... .

Haxall’s, spring.......................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Washburn's, spring.................................

Gold Medal, spring...................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................

Ceres, family.............................................
Ceres, family.............................................
Ceres, family.............................................

De Soto, blend..........................................
De Soto, winter........................................
Majestic, winter........................................

Elegant, winter........................................
Golden Harvest, blend.............................
Kempers' Best Pastry, winter.................

Pillsbury's B est........................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Vienna, winter..........................................
Vienna, winter..........................................
Vienna, winter..........................................

Diadem, winter.........................................
Diadem, winter.........................................
Pride of Indiana, winter..........................
Gold Medal,' winter...................................
Gold Medal, winter...................................
Kidder's Mills, spring...............................

Chase Bros., spring..................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Minnesota, spring.....................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
Pillsbury's B est........................................
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Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

Topeka

State and locality. Description.

KANSAS.

KENTUCKY.

White Loaf, winter, 
White Loaf, winter, 
White Loaf, winter,

Louisville

LOUISIANA.

Acme, winter........... .
Pillsbury’s B est........
White Plume, winter.

New Orleans,

MAINE.

Angel Food, winter. 
Angel Food, winter.
Obelisk, winter.......
Obelisk, winter.......

Portland

MARYLAND.

Juno, spring___
Pillsbury’s Best, 
Pillsbury’s Best,

Baltimore Gold Medal, spring. 
Gold Medal, spring. 
Patapsco, winter.. 
Pillsbury’s Best__

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston............................

Fall River.......................

Lynn................................

Malden............................

Worcester........................

MICHIGAN.

Golden Gate, winter.............
Golden Rose, spring.............
Pillsbury’s B e s t ...................
Smith’s, w inter....................
Benton’s Best, winter..........
King Arthur, spring.............
Pillsbury’s B est....................
Haxall’s Cream Loaf, spring,
Pillsbury’s B est....................
Pillsbury’s B est....................
Golden Gate, winter.............
Haxall’s, winter...................
Highland Beauty, winter—
Gold Medal, spring...............
Pillsbury’s B est....................
Swansdown, winter..............

Detroit

Grand Rapids.................

MINNESOTA. 

Duluth............................

Minneapolis.....................

St. Paul...........................

MISSOURI. 

Kansas City....................

St. Louis.........................

MONTANA.

B utte...............................

Gold Medal, spring....................................
Henkel’s Commercial, blend........ ............
Henkel’s Commercial, winter...................
Stott’s Fancy, or Henkel’s Commercial, 

winter.
Stott’s or Henkel’s, blend........................
Crescent, winter........................................
Lily White, winter....................................
Lily White, winter....................................

Pillsbury’s Best, or equivalent grade___
Pillsbury’s Best.........................................
Universal, spring.......................................
Minnesota Patent, spring.........................
Minnesota Patent, spring........................
Pillsbury’s Best, or equivalent grade___
Pillsbury’s B est........................................
Apple Blossom, spring..............................
Pillsbury’s Best, or equivalent grade___
Pillsbury’s Best, or equivalent grade___
Snowdrift, spring......................................

Kelly’s Best, winter..................................
Queen of the Pantry, winter....................
Whyte’s Best Family, winter..................
Royal, winter............................................
Royal, winter............................................
Royal, winter............................................
Standard, winter......................................

Lutana, spring..........
White Spray, blend. . .  
Youlden’s Best, blend

Average price.

1905. 1906.

$0.6292 $0.6250
.6500 .6083
.6292 .6375

.7667 .6708

.8083 .7750

.7792 .7583

.7958 .6708

.7625 .7500

.7917 .7708

.9167 .8250

.8959 .7750

.9583 .7583

.9125 .7750

.8683 .7067

.8708 .7167

.7900 .6700

.8408 .7075

.7933 .6575

.8025 .6367

.9375 .7583

.8417 .7083

.7275 .7175

.9042 .8208

.8717 .7667

.7892 .6717

.8167 .7667

.8433 .7500

.7933 .6433

.9042 .7500

.9042 .7542

.9125 .8000

.9000 .7542

.9167 .8333

.7733 .6733

.6675 .5425

.6750 .5500

.6775 .5608

.6608 .5383

.8042 .7583

.7792 .6583

.7417 .6375

.8500 .6208

.8292 .6833

.8417 .6250

.7583 .6333

.7125 .6625

.7758 .6333

.7833 .6375

.7383 .6442

.6542 .6125

.8333 .6417

.6583 .6417

.6375 .5667

.6125 .6500

.6083 .6000

.7583 .7375

.6583 .5958

.7125 .6000

.6458 .6208,

.9333 .8833

.9292 .9000

.9417 .9000

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



RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 265

Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OP FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

FLOUR, WHEAT, PER ONE-EIGHTH BARREL RAG—Continued.

Average price.
State and locality.

NEBRASKA.

Omaha...................................

NEW HAMPSHIRE'. 

Manchester............................

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City.............................

Trenton.................................

NEW YORK.

Albany...................................

Brooklyn...............................

Buffalo...................................

Flushing................................

New York..............................

Rochester...................

Syracuse.....................

OHIO.

Cincinnati...................

Cleveland....................

Toledo

OREGON. 

Portland.......................

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Allegheny...........................

Philadelphia.......................

Pittsburg___

Scranton.......

Wilkes-Barre.

Description.
1905. 1906.

Puritan, or equivalent grade, w inter---
Puritan, winter.........................................

$0.7042
.6917

$0.6292 
.6292

Puritan, winter......................................... .6917 .6250

Patent, spring........................................... .8542 .7583
Pillsbury’s Best........................................ .8417 .7792
Red A, winter........................................... .8208 .6417

Gold Medal, winter................................... .7992 .7058
Hooker's, winter........................................ .8775 .8700
Hecker'si winter........................................ .8567 .8000
Pillsbury's B est........................................ .8333 .8250
Pillsbury's B est........................................ .8458 .7750

Pillsbury's B est........................................ .8500 .6500
Pillsbury's Best........................................ .8792 .7250
Pillsbury's Best........................................ .8833 .8000
Crusade^ winter......................................... .7958 .7500
Hecker's, winter........................................ .7817 .7075
Pillsbury’s Best........................................ .8117 .7450
Ceresota, spring........................................ .7725 .6500
Thornton and Chester's, b lend............... .7825 .6400
Thornton and Chester's, w inter.............. .8267 .6900
Thornton and Chester's, w inter.............. .8042 .6733
Urban’s Best, blend.................................. .7292 .6483
Gold Medal, blend..................................... .8708 .8000
Pillsbury's Best........................................ .8892 .8000
Piiisbury's Best................................ ........ .9175 .8667
Head of the List, winter........................... .9750 .9833
Hecker’s, blend.......................................... .7667 .7250
Hecker's, spring........................................ .8042 .7400
Hecker's, winter........................................ .8042 .7500
Pillsbury's B est........................................ .7917 .7500
Big B, winter............................................ .8750 .6792
Splendor, winter....................................... .8383 .6892
Yosemite, winter...................................... .8625 .6992
Amos or Big J, spring............................... .8308 .7583
D a isy , w in te r ................................................... .6708

.8917
.7000
.7342Sleepy Eye, spring....................................

Banner, winter.......................................... .7833 .7042
Gold Medal, spring.................................... .7500 .7500
Pillsbury’s B est........................................ .8167 .7600

.7125Pillsbury's Best........................................ .8917
Ceresota, spring........................................ .8167 .6892

.6167National, sp r in g .............................................. .7000
Prospect, winter....................................... .6567 .5792
Southworth's AA. sold by the i-barrel 

bag.
Pansy, winter............................................

.6983

.6667

.5567

.6500

.6792Peerless, winter......................................... .7042
Snowball, spring....................................... .6417 .6242

Olympia,blend........................................... .6291 .6000
Oregon, blend............................................ .6292 .6500
Oregon, blend............................................ .6292 .6500

Minnehaha, spring.................................... .7083 .6500
Minnehaha, sp r in g .......................................... .7425 .6500

.7083M innehaha, spring.................................... .8008
Gold Medal, blend.................................... .8083 .7500
Gold Medal, Minnesota, blend.................. .8708 .6908
Hecker's Highland Chief, blend............... .8958 .8000
Minnesota, blend....................................... .8533 .8733
Quaker City, blend................................... .7167 .7000
Minnehaha, spring.................................... .7125 .7000
Pillsbury's Best........................................ .8375 .7542
Vienna, spring........................................... .8475 .7167
Coursen's Gem, winter............................. .8958 .7625
Pillsbury's B est........................................ .9458 .8042
Silver Leaf, winter.................................... .7667 .7625
Meixell Bros., winter................................ .8292 .7375
Pillsbury's B est........................................ .9083 .7000
Purity, winter........................................... .8000 .7375
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State and locality.

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston.............................

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Sioux Falls............................

TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................

Nashville...............................

TEXAS.

Dallas....................................

San Antonio..........................

UTAH.

Salt Lake City..................... .

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk..................................

Richmond.............................

WASHINGTON.

Seattle...................................

Tacoma................................ .

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Wheeling...............................

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee.............................

Average price.
Description.

HaxalTs, best, winter. 
HaxalTs, best, spring. 
HaxalTs, winter........

Harter’s, No. 1, winter.
Obelisk, winter............
Roxane, winter...........

Big Chief, winter.........
Spring..........................
Winter..*.....................

Belle of Ava, winter. 
Belle of Ava, winter.
Omega, winter.........
Alister, winter.........
Daisy, winter...........
Flora, winter............

Blue Bonnet, winter. 
Blue Bonnet, winter. 
Blue Bonnet, winter.
Pioneer, winter........
Pioneer, winter........
Pioneer, winter........

High Patent, blend...................................
High Patent, blend...................................
High Patent, blend, sold by the J-barrel 

bag.

Henry Clay, winter, sold by the ^-barrel 
bag.

Obelisk, winter, sold by the ̂ -barrel bag. 
Obelisk, winter, sold by the ^-barrel bag.
Dunlop’s, winter.......................................
Motley’s Selling Bell, winter....................
Obelisk, winter..........................................

Centennial,blend, sold by the ̂ -barrel bag. 
Centennial, blend, sold by the I-barrel bag
Split Silk, blend..................................... . .
Olympic, blend............. ............................
Olympic, blend..........................................
Olympic, blend..........................................

Ceresota, spring.. 
Ceresota, spring.. 
Standard, winter.

Big Jo, winter........
Daisy, spring..........
Snow Flake, winter

1905. 1906.

10.8958 $.08375
.8708 .8500
.8917 .7750

.8750 .7875

.7875 .7000

.7917 .7292

.6667 .6000

.6708 .5883

.6017 .5933

.8250 .7583

.6958 .6792

.8417 .8292

.6875 .6500

.7500 .6833

.7167 .6333

.7500 .6417

.7208 .6500

.7583 .6500

.7417 .6375

.6833 .5625

.7417 .6583

.6667 .7208

.6625 .6458

.6167 .6063

.7533 .7150

.8000 .7583

.8000 .7000

.8000 .6700

.7958 .6792

.7500 .6708

.6583 .6125

.6583 .6042

.6208 .6000

.6750 .6292

.6875 .6125

.7292 .7000

.8125 .6792

.8083 .6583

.7108 .5842

.7733 .6300

.6500 .6500

.7417 .6583

LARD) P E R  POUND.

ALABAMA.

B ir m in g h a m .......................................... Pure leaf................................. $0.1250
.1250

$0.1367
.1338Pure leaf....................................................

Montgomery.......................................... .Leaf......................................... .1025
.1000

.1196

.1000Pure leaf....................................................
ARKANSAS.

Little Rock............................................ Pure leaf.................................................... .1217
.1250

.1250
Pure leaf.................................................... .1250

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles........................................... Pure leaf....................... .1500
.1250

.1500

.1375Pure leaf....................................................
San Francisco........................................ Pure leaf.................................................... .1250 .1083

Pure leaf.................................................... .1021 .1250
Pure leaf.................................................... .1250 .1250
Pure leaf, Swift’s, sold in 3-pound cans .. .1250 .1500
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Table I . —RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued. 

LAR D, P E R  I*OUNJD—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

COLORADO.
Denver...................................................... Pure leaf....................................................... 10.1250 60.1250

Pure leaf....................................................... .1188 .1250
CONNECTICUT.

P it t a  leaf................................................................................... .1200 .1350
Pure leaf, sold in 3-pound cans................. .1425 .1500

DELAWARE.
Wilmingtnm.............................................. Leaf, sold in 1-DOund packages.................. .1200 .1217

Pure leaf, sold in 1-pound packages......... .1125 .1200
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

WashiTig*'™ ........................................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1200 .1258
Pure leaf............................... ...................... .1217 .1292
Pure leaf....................................................... .1258 .1283

FLORIDA.
Jacksonville............................................. Pure leaf...................................................... .1083 .1263

Pure leaf................................................ . . . . .1200 .1333
Pure leaf....................................................... .1200 .1300
Pure leaf....................................................... .1250 .1250

GEORGIA.
Atlanta..................................................... Pure leaf...................................... ................ .0992 .1250

Pure leaf....................................................... .1000 .1208
ILLINOIS.

f!hinftgn....... ............................................. Leaf............................................................... .0900 .0917
Pure leaf....................................................... .0879 .1008
Pure leaf....................................................... .1150 ,1333
Pure leaf....................................................... .1033 .1083
Pure leaf................................................ .... .1008 .1142

Peoria....................................................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1304 .1333
Pure leaf....................................................... .1250 .1250
Pure leaf....................................................... .1383 .1288

INDIANA.
Indianapolis............................................ Leaf............................................................... .1000 .1000

Pure leaf....................................................... .1250 .1250
Terre Haute............................................. Leaf............................................................... .1250 .1300

Pure leaf....................................................... .1000 .1000
IOWA.

Des Moines.............................................. Pure leaf....................................................... .1213 .1313
Pure leaf.......................*.............................. .1000 .1167

Dubuque.................................................. Leaf............................................................... .1167 .1188
Pure leaf....................................................... .1250 .1213

KANSAS.
Topeka..................................................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1163 .1458

Pure leaf....................................................... .1146 .1408
KENTUCKY.

Louisville................................................. Pure leaf....................................................... .1250 .1250
Pure leaf, sold in 1-pound cans................ .1600 .1600

LOUISIANA.
New Orleans............................................ Pure leaf....................................................... .1008 .1100

Pure leaf, sold in 5-pound cans................. .1050 .1100
Swift's Silver Leaf...................................... .1000 .1117

MAINE.
Portland................................................... Pure leaf, sold in 3,5, and 10 pound cans. . . .1246 .1321

Pure leaf, sold in 3,5, and 10 pound cans. . . .1225 .1350
MARYLAND.

Baltimore................................................. Pure leaf....................................................... .1000 .1133
Pure leaf, sold in 1-pound packages......... .0883 .1083
Pure leaf, sold in 1-pound packages......... .0983 .1167
Pure leaf, sold in 1-pound packages......... .1000 .1167

MASSACHUSETTS.
Boston...................................................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1067 .1250

Pure leaf, sold in 3-pound cans................. .1008 .1142
Pure leaf, sold in 3-pound cans................. .1078 .1208

Fall River................................................ Pure leaf....................................................... .1000 .1133
Pure leaf....................................................... .1000 .1100

Lynn........................................................ Pure leaf....................................................... .1000 .1050
Pure leaf....................................................... .1067 .1175

Malden...................................................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1067 .1183
Pure leaf, sold in 3-pound cans................. .1008 .1158

Worcester................................................. Pure leaf....................................................... .1200 .1325
Pure leaf....................................................... .1250 .1425
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

LARD, P E R  POUNJD—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

10.1100 10.1196
.1200 .1317
.1050 .1233
.1208 .1250
.1100 .1300
.1100 .1250

.1000 .1188

.1000 .1142

.1250 .1250

.1000. .1200

.1133 .1200

.1167 .1250

.1000 .12)2

.1083 .1250

.1167 .1417

.1025 .1208

.1083 .1358

.1000 .1167

.1000 .1125

.1000 .1083

.1067 .1183

.1300 .1367

.1000 .1146

.1000 .1167

.1175 .1313

.1242 .1367

.1025 .1100

.1017 .1092

.1200 .1300

.1254 .1317

.1200 .1300

.1183 .1433

.1317 .1400

.1408 .1483

.1300 .1383

.1142 .1213

.1000 .1033

.1033 .1183

.1000 .1125

.1033 .1158

.1317 .1467

.1167 .1192

.1200 .1288

.1500 .1500

.1200 .1500

.1200 .1325

.1500 .1500

.1100 .1225

.0867 .0967

.0988 .1150

.1100 .1233

.1200 .1233

.1200 .1258

.1000 .1129

.1000 .1100

.1000 .1250

.1067 .1217

.1100 . .H33

.1033 .1167

.1233 .1436

.0967 .1083

.1133 .1200

.1250 .1250

MICHIGAN.

Detroit........... .

Grand Rapids.

Syracuse...

Cincinnati. 

Cleveland..

MINNESOTA.

Duluth.................................

Minneapolis........................ .

St. Paul..............................

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................

St. Louis.............................

MONTANA.

B utte..................................

NEBRASKA.

Omaha...............................

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Manchester.........................

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City.........................

Trenton..............................

NEW YORK.

Albany...............................

Brooklyn............................

Buffalo................................

Flushing.............................

New York...........................

Rochester...........................

Pure leaf............................
Pure leaf............................
Pure leaf, kettle rendered. 
Pure leaf, kettle rendered. 
Pure leaf, kettle rendered. 
Pure leaf, kettle rendered.

Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf.

Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf.

Pure leaf, sold in 5-pound cans. 
Pure leaf, sold in 5-pound cans.

Pure leaf. 
Pure leaf.

Pure leaf, sold in 5 and 10 pound cans. 
Pure leaf, sold in 5-pound cans............

Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf, sold in 3 and 5 pound cans.

Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf, sold in 3 and 5 pound cans.
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf, sold in 3-pound cans..........
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf, sold in 3-pound cans..........
Pure leaf, sold in 5-pound cans..........
Leaf, kettle rendered..........................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................
Pure leaf..............................................

Pure leaf....................................................
Pure leaf....................................................
Pure leaf....................................................
Pure leaf....................................................
Pure leaf....................................................
Pure leaf, kettle rendered.........................
Pure leaf, kettle rendered, sold in 3-pound 

cans.
Swift's Silver L eaf....................................
Leaf.......................................... «-r.............
Pure leaf.,................................................. .

Toledo.
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T a b l e  I.— RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

L A R D , P E R  P O U N D —Concluded.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

OREGON.
Portland................................................... Pure leaf....................................................... $0.1000

.1250
$0.1104

.1250Pure leaf.......................................................
PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny................................................. Leaf............................................................... .1375
.1250

.1417
Pure leaf....................................................... .1333

Philadelphia............................................. Pure leaf....................................................... .1225
.1200

.1350

.1283Pure leaf........... *.........................................
Pure leaf....................................................... .1200 .1292

[Pure leaf. . ................................................. .1033 .1167
Pure leaf....................................................... .1150 .1225

Pittsburg................................................. Pure leaf....................................................... .1250
.1300

.1500
Pure leaf....................................................... .1325

Scranton.................................................. Leaf, bu lk ................................................... .1063 .1258
Pure leaf....................................................... .1000 .1200

W ilkes-Barre........................................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1200
.1250

.1250
Pure leaf....................................................... .1342

RHODE ISLAND.
Providence............................................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1200 

. 1058
.1300

Pure leaf....................................................... .1208
Pure leaf....................................................... .1383 .1500

SOUTH CAROLINA.
Charleston.................. ........................... Pure leaf.............................................I........ .1017

.1000
.1108
.1158Pure leaf.......................................................

SOUTH DAKOTA.
Sioux Falls............................................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1033 .1271

Pure leaf....................................................... .1000 .1333
TENNESSEE.

Memphis.............................................. . Pure leaf...........................  ................. .1079
.1033

.1100

.1083Pure leaf, sold in 6-pound cans.................
Nashville.............. ........ ........................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1313

.0885
.1458
.1092Pure leaf.......................................................

TEXAS.
Dallas........................................................ Pure leaf....................................................... .1058

.1250
.1250
.1250Pure leaf___ ................................................

San Antonio............................................. Pure leaf....................................................... .1083
.1250

.1458
Pure leaf....................................................... .1250

UTAH.
Salt Lake City......................................... Pure leaf....................................................... .1500 .1750

Pure leaf, sold in 5-pound cans................. .1300 .1500
VIRGINIA.

Norfolk..................................................... Pure leaf...................................................... .1000
.1200

.1250
Pure leaf....................................................... .1208

Richmond................................................ Pure leaf.....................................- ................ .1017
.1017

.1179
Pure leaf....................................................... .1204
Pure leaf....................................................... .1033 .1150

WASHINGTON.
Seattle...................................................... Pure leaf, sold in 5-pound cans................. .1300 .1300

Pure leaf, sold in 5-pound cans................. .1200 .1363
Pure leaf, sold in 3, 5, and 10 pound cans. 
Pure leaf, sold in 3, 5, 10, and 20 pound

.1300 .1300

.1208 .1250

Tacoma....................................................
cans.

Pure leaf, sold in 3-pound cans................ .1333 .1333
Pure leaf, sold in 5-pound cans................ .1400 .1400

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling...................................... ........... Pure leaf.................................................... .1042 .1175
Pure leaf.................................................... .1000 .1258

WISCONSIN.
Milwaukee............................................. Pure leaf............................ ....................... .1050 .1217

Pure leaf.................................................... .1200 .1300
Pure leaf.................................................... .0992 .1100

8891—No. 71—07--- 1 8
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T a b le  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

M I L K , F R E S H ,  UNSfLIiHiTSJED, P E R  Q U A R T .

Average price.
State and locality, Description.

1905. 1906.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham...................

Montgomery...................

ARKANSAS.

Delivered...........................
Delivered...........................
Delivered, sold by tick et..
Delivered...........................
Sold by the pint by ticket, 
Sold by the pint by ticket

$0.0800
.0800
.0833
.0681
.0694
.0677

$0.0800
.0800
.0833
.0738
.0729
.0729

Little Rock.

CALIFORNIA. 

Los Angeles......................

San Francisco.

COLORADO.

Delivered, sold by ticket. 
Delivered, sold by ticket. 
Delivered, sold by ticket.

0833
0833
0714

Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered, 1 quart daily, $2.50 per calen

dar month, Jan., 1905, to Oct., 1906; $3 
per calendar month, Nov. and Dec., 
1906.

Delivered, 1 quart daily, $2.50 per calen
dar month, Jan., 1905, to Oct., 1906; $3 
per calendar month, Nov. and Dec., 
1906.

Delivered, 1 quart daily, $2.50 per calen
dar month, Jan., 1905, to Oct., 1906; $3 
per calendar month, Nov. and Dec., 
1906.

Delivered, 1 quart daily, $2.50 per calen
dar month, Jan., 1905, to Oct., 1906; $3 
per calendar month, Nov. and Dec., 
1906.

.0800

.0825
*0825
.0822

.0822

.0822

.0833

.0833

.0714

.0850

.0850

.0850

.0849

Denver.

CONNECTICUT.

Delivered, sold by ticket................................... 0625
Delivered, 16 quarts for $1, Jan., 1905, to . 0625 

Oct., 1906; 14 quarts for $1, Nov. and 
Dec., 1906.

.0640

.0640

New Haven

DELAWARE.

Delivered
Delivered
Delivered

.0650

.0650

.0650

.0650

.0650

.0650

Wilmington

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Delivered
Delivered
Delivered

.0733

.0717

.0717

.0733

.0717

.0800

Washington...................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville...................

GEORGIA.

Atlanta..........................

ILLINOIS.

Chicago..........................

Peoria............................

INDIANA.

Indianapolis..................

Terre Haute..................

Delivered 
Delivered, 
Delivered

Sold by ticket.............................
Sold by ticket.............................
Sold by ticket in 1905..................
Sold by ticket, Jan. to Oct., 1905

Delivered
Delivered
Delivered

Delivered........................
Delivered........................
Delivered........................
Delivered, sold by ticket 
Delivered, sold by ticket

Delivered........................
Delivered........................
Delivered, sold by ticket
Delivered........................
Delivered........................
Delivered........................

.0800

.0800

.0800

0800
,0800
,0800

.0924

.0909

.0909

.0924

,1000
,0909
,1000
.1000

.0867

.0833

.0833

,0800
,0833
,0833

.0700

.0700

.0600

.0625

.0625

,0700
,0700
,0608
,0625
,0625

.0600

.0600

.0556

.0625

.0625

.0625

.0600

.0600

.0556

.0625

.0625

.0625
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M I L K , F R E S H ,  U N S K IM M E D , P E R  Q U A R T —Continued.

BETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 2T1

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

IOWA.

Delivered...................................... 80.0573 80.0573
Delivered................................................... .0600 .0600
Delivered................................................... .0573 .0583
Delivered................................................... .0563 .0567
Delivered................................................... .0552 .0567

KANSAS.

Delivered................................................... .0558 .0550
Delivered................................................... .0600 .0600
Delivered................................................... .0600 .0600

KENTUCKY.

Delivered................................................... .0629 .0650
Delivered................................................... .0750 .0775
Delivered........ .......................................... .0750 .0767

LOUISIANA.

Delivered................................................... .0750 .0750
Delivered................................................... .0750 .0750
Delivered................................................... .0750 .0750

MAINE.

Delivered................................................... .0617 .0700
Delivered................................................... .0658 .0700
Delivered................................................... .0625 .0700

MARYLAND.

Delivered................................................... .0800 .0800
Delivered................................................... .0800 .0800
Delivered................................................... .0800 .0800
Delivered................................................... .0850 .0850
Delivered................................................... .0800 .0800
Delivered, from cans................................ .0700 .0700

MASSACHUSETTS.

B oston................................................... Delivered................................................... .0700 .0725
Delivered................................................... .0700 .0725
Delivered................................................... .0750 .0750

l?all R iv e r . .......... ............ ....................... Delivered................................................... .0650 .0658
Delivered................................................... .0650 .0664
Delivered................................................... .0600 .0650

Lynn......... ........................................... Delivered................................................... .0700 .0700
Malden.............  • ...................... Delivered................................................... .0700 .0725

Delivered................................................... .0700 .0725
Delivered................................................... .0700 .0725

Worcester.............................................. Delivered................................................... .0600 .0600
Delivered................................................... .0600 .0600
Delivered................................................... .0600 .0660

MICHIGAN.

Detroit.................................................. Delivered................................................... .0633 .0650
Delivered................................................... .0650 .0650
Delivered................................................... .0600 .0600

Grand Rapids....................................... Delivered................................................... .0600 .0600
Delivered................................................... .0600 .0600
Delivered................................................... .0600 .0600

MINNESOTA.

Duluth................................................... Delivered................................................... .0550 .0642
Minneapolis........................................... Delivered................................................... .0533 .0600

Delivered................................................... .0567 .0567
Delivered................................................... .0567 .0567

St. Paul................................................. Delivered................................................... 0558 .0558
Delivered, 18 quarts for $1 during winter 

months, ana 20 quarts for 81 during 
summer months.

.0528 .0528

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................................... Delivered, 17 quarts for $1, Jan. to Sept.; 
13 quarts for $1, Oct. to Dec.

.0633 .0633

Delivered, 17 quarts for $1, Jan. to Oct.; 
14 quarts for 81, Nov. and Dec.

.0610 .0610

St. Louis................................................ Delivered................................................... .0500 .0500
Delivered, sold by ticket.......................... .0714 .0736
Delivered, sold by ticket. .0714 .0714

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Delivered, 1 quart daily, 82.50 per month. .0822 .0822
Delivered, 1 quart daily, 82.50 per month. .0822 .0822
Delivered, 1 quart daily, 82.50 per month. .0822 .0822
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

H U L K , F R E S H ,  L N S k lM M E D , P E R  Q U A R T —Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

$0.0600 $0.0600
.0500 .0500
.0500 .0500

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0700 .0700

.0733 .0700

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0617

.0600 .0617

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0550 .0550

.0517 .0550

.0800 .0800

.0625 .0641

.0608 .0641

.0556 .0556

.0550 .0600

.0550 .0600

.0550 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0642 .0625

.0600 .0600
.0650 .0700
.0600 .0600
.0533 .0600
.0575 .0600

.0714 .0714

.0740 .0740

.0740 .0740

.0667 .0717

.0658 .0700

.0700 .0700

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0800 .0800

.0650 .0700

.0758 .0742

.0658 .0700

.0717 .0767

.0758 .0758

.0717 .0758

Omaha.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester..........................

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City...........................

Trenton................................

NEW YORK.

Albany.................................

Brooklyn.............................

Buffalo............................

Flushing... 

New York.

Rochester.

Syracuse.

Cincinnati.

Cleveland. 

Toledo___

Portland.

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny___

Philadelphia.

Pittsburg. 

Scranton..

Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.

Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.

Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.

Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered, in bottles.................................
Delivered, in bottles......... .......................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered, in bottles.................................
Delivered, 16 quarts lor $1, Jan., 1905, to  

Sept., 1906; 14£ quarts for $1, Oct. to  
Dec., 1906.

Delivered,sold by the quart, Jan. to Aug., 
1905; by pint tickets, Sept., 1905, to 
Dec., 1906.

Delivered, sold by ticket..........................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................
Delivered...................................................

Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.

Delivered, sold by ticket...........................
Delivered, 1 quart daily, $2.25 per month. 
Delivered, 1 quart daily $2.25 per month.

Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
Delivered.
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

M ILK, F R E S H , UNSKIMMED, P E R  QUART—Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

Pennsylvania— concluded.

Wilkes-Barre......................................... Delivered................................................... $0.0800
.0800

$0:0800
.0800Delivered...................................................

Delivered................................................... .0800 .0800
RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................. Delivered................................................... .0650 ,0725
.0725Delivered................................................... .0650

Delivered................................................... .0650 .0750
SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Delivered................................................ .0800
.0800

.0800

.0800Delivered...................................................
Delivered................................................... .0800 .0800

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Delivered................................................... .0558 .0558
.0553Delivered................................................... .0500

Delivered................................................... .0594 .0594
TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................ Delivered, sold by ticket........................... .0833
.0833

.0833
.0833Delivered’ sold by ticket...........................

Delivered, sold by ticket.......................... .0833 .0833
Nashville............................................... Delivered................................................... .0558 .0558

.0567Delivered................................................... .0567
Delivered................................................... .0567 .0567

TEXAS.

Dallas................ .................................... Delivered, 16 quarts sold for $1............... .0625
.0625

.0625

.0625Delivered, sola by tick et..........................
Delivered, sold by tick et.......................... .0625 .0625

San Antonio.......................................... Delivered................................................... .0750 .0750
.0750Delivered................................................... .0750

Delivered, sold by tick et.......................... .0714 .0714
UTAH.

Salt Lake City (Calder Station).......... Delivered, sold by tick et.......................... .0625
.0625

.0647

.0640

.0640
Salt Lake City....................................... Delivered, sold by tick et..........................

Delivered, sold by tick et......................... .0625
VIRGINIA.

Norfolk........................................... Delivered................................................... .0800
.1000

.0800

.1000Delivered...................................................
Delivered................................................... .1000 .1000

Richmond.............................................. Delivered................................................... .0700 .0742
Delivered................................................... .0717 .0742
Delivered................................................... .0717 .0742

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................... Delivered................................................... .0650 .0650
Delivered, sold by tick et.......................... .0684 .0728
Delivered, sold by ticket......................... .0684 .0728

Tacoma.................................................. Delivered, sold by tick et.......................... .0607 .0607
Delivered, sold by tick et.......................... .0607 .0607
Delivered, sold by tick et.......................... .0602 .0647

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling. ................ _................... Delivered................................................... .0800 .0800
Delivered................................................... .0800 .0800
Delivered................................................... .0800 .0800

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee ................... Delivered................................................... .0533 .0533
Delivered, from cans................................. .0500 .0500
Delivered, in bottles.................................. .0600 .0600
Delivered, sold by ticket, Jan., 1905, to 

June, 1906; by quart, July to Dec., 1906.
.0588 .0594

MOLASSES, P E R  GALLON.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham

Montgomery!

ARKANSAS. 

Little R ock.....................

New Orleans. 
New Orleans. 
New Orleans, 
Georgia cane. 
Georgia cane.

New Orleans.....................
New Orleans, sugar house.

$0.7500 $0.75C0
.7500 .7500
.7500 .7500
.5000 .5000
.5000 .5000

.6500 .6500

.6000 .6000
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T a bm s  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued. 

MOLASSES, F E B  GALLON—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

CALIFORNIA.

Dos Angeles........................................... New Orleans.............................................. $0.5000 $0.5000
New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000

San Francisco........................................ New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5000
New Orleans.............................................. .6500 .6500
New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000

COLORADO.

Denver................................................... New Orleans.. .•........................................ .5000 .5000
New Orleans.............................................. .7500 .7500

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven........................................... New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5500
New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5000

DELAWARE.

Wilmington........................................... New Orleans, sold by the quart............... .6000 .6000
New Orleans) sold by the quart.......... . .6000 .6000

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington_......................................... New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6467
.6000New Orleans.............................................. .6000

New Orleans, open kettle.......................... .6000 .6583
Porto Rico................................................. .4000 .4417

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville........................................... Sirup, Florida........................................... .4250 .5000
.6333Sirup, Florida cane.................................... .5000

Sirup, Florida cane.................................... .5000 .5000
GEORGIA.

Atlanta.................................................. New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5060
New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5000
New Orleans.............................................. .5333 .5500

ILLINOIS.

.Chicago.................................................. New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5000
New Orleans............................................. .5500 .5683
New Orleans.............................................. .6167 .6500

Peoria.................................................... New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .7000
New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000

INDIANA.

Indianapolis.......................................... New Orleans, sold by the quart............... .6000 .6000
Sirup, corn, manipulated. f . ..................... .3500 .3500
Sirup, corn, manipulated, sold by the 

quart.
.4000 .4000

Terre Ilau te.......................................... New Orleans, sold by the quart............... .6000 .6000
Sirup, corn, sold by the quart.................. .4000 .4000

IOWA.

Des Moines............................................ New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans............................................. .4000 .4000

Dubuque............................................... New Orleans..........................................  : .6000 .6000
New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000
Sirup, com, sold in cans, short gallon___ .3500 .3500

KANSAS.

Topeka.................................................. New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5000

KENTUCKY.

Louisville.............................................. New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans......................................... New Orleans.............................................. .4000 „4000
New Orleans.............................................. .3000 .3000

MAINE.
New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000

Portland............................................. Porto Rico................................................ .5000 .5000
Porto Rico................................................ .5000 .5000

MARYLAND.

Baltimore.............................................. New Orleans.............................................. .6050 .6000
New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000

MASSACHUSETTS.
Porto Rico................................................ .4575 .4500

B oston................................................... New Orleans.............................................. .4000 .4000
Porto Rico................................................ .5000 .5000
Porto Rico................................................ .4575 .4800
Porto Rico................................................ .5000 .5000

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



T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.
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RETAIL PRICES OF POOP, 1890 TO 1906. 275

State and locality.

1
Description.

Average price.

1905. 1906.

MASSACHUSETTS—concluded.

New Orleans.............................................. $0.5000 $0.5000
.4800Porto Rico................................................ .4800

New Orleans............................................. .4500 .4500
Porto Rico................................................ .4000 .4000
New Orleans............................................. .4000 .3700
New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000
Porto Rico................................................ .5000 .5000
New Orleans............................................. . 6C00 .6000
Porto Rico............................................... .5000 .5000

MICHIGAN.

D etroit.................................................. New Orleans.............................................. .6500 .6500
New Orleans-............................................ .5000 .5000
New Orleans............................................. .4000 .4060
New Orleans.............................................. .4500 .4500
New Orleans, open kettle, sold by the .6000 .6000

, quart.
MINNESOTA.

New Orleans........... .................................. .6000 .6000
Porto Rico or New Orleans...................... .5000 .5000
New Orleans.............................................. .4000 .4000
New Orleans.............................................. .4000 .4000
Porto Rico................................................ .GOOO .6000
New Orleans........... .................................. .4000 .4000
New Orleans.............................................. .4000 .4000

MISSOURI.

New Orleans............................................ .5000' .5000
New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000

St. Louis................................................ New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans............................................. .4000 .4000
New Orleans............................................. - .4500 .4500

MONTANA.

B u tte..................................................... New Orleans, sold m gallon cans, not full .6500 .6500
measure.

New Orleans, sold in gallon cans, not full .6000 .6000
measure.

NEBRASKA.

Omaha................................................... New Orleans............................................. .6000 .C O C O
.cooeNew Orleans, sold by the quart............... .6000

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester............................................ Porto Rico......................................... ...... .6000 . 0000
Porto Rico................................................ .5000 .5000

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................ New Orleans, open kettle......................... : .5500 . 5500
New Orleans, open kettle, sold by the 

quart.
New Orleans.............................................

.6000 .6000

Trenton................................................. .6000
.6000

.6000
New Orleans............................................. .6000
New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000

NEW YORK.

Albany.................................................. New Orleans............................................. .5500 . 5500
Porto Rico................................................ .4000 .3750

Brooklyn............................................... Compound................................................. .5500 .5500
New Orleans.............................................. .4500 .5000

Buffalo................. -............................... New Orleans............................................. .4000 .4000
New Orleans............................................. .4800 .4800
New Orleans............................................. .4000 .4000
Porto Rico................................................ .4000 .4000
Porto Rico, black..................................... 1 .4500 .4500

Flushing................................................ New Orleans............................................. 1 .6000 .6000
New Orleans, sold by the quart...............i .6000 .6000

New York....................................-........ New Orleans............................................. .5875 .C O O O
New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000
New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000

Rochester.............................................. New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000
New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000
Porto Rico, sold by the quart.................. .4000 .4000

Syracuse................................................ New Orleans............................................. .6500 .6583
New Orleans, sold by the quart............... .6000 .6000

OHIO.

Cincinnati............................................. New Orleans............................................. .5000 .4750
New Orleans............................................. .5500 .5500

1New Orleans............................................. j .6003 .6250
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MOLASSES, P E R  GALLOS—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

ohio—concluded.

Cleveland............................................... New Orleans.............................................. $0.4000 $0.4000
.5000New Orleans............................................. .5000

New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5000
Porto Rico................................................ .4000 .4000

Toledo................................................... New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans......................... .................... .5000 .5000

OREGON.

Portland................................................ New Orleans............................................. .6500 .6750
New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000
Sirup, silver drip....................................... .7500 .7500

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny.............................................. New Orleans, open kettle, sold by the .5000 .5000
quart.

New Orleans, open kettle, sold by the .6000 .6000
quart.

New Orleans, sold by the quart............... .6000 .6000
Philadelphia.......................................... New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000

New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000
New Orleans............................................. .6500 .6500
Sirup, sugar.............................................. .4000 .4000
Sirup, sugar, sold by the quart................ .4800 .4800

Pittsburg.............................................. New Orleans, sold by the quart............... .6000 .6000
New Orleans^ sold by the quart............... .6000 .6000

Scranton................................................ New Orleans............................................. .6000 .7000
New Orleans....................................... . .5000 .5000

Wilkes-B arre......................................... New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000
Sirup, sugar.............................................. .4500 .4500

RHODE ISLAND.

P r o v id en ce ............................................ New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5000
New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5000
New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000

SOUTH CAROLINA.

C harleston . ....................................... New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000

SOUTH DAKOTA.

S ion x P a l ls ............ . ................................ New Orleans.............................................. .4500 .4500
New Orleans............................................. . 5 0 0 0 .5000

TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................ Louisiana, cane, open- kettle, sold by .8000 .8000
quart can.

New Orleans and corn, blended, sold by .5167 .5200
the quart.

New Orleans, sold by the quart............... .6000 .6000
N a sh v ille ...................................................... New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000

New Orleans.............................................. .5250 .6000
TEXAS.

D a lla s  ........  .................................. Louisiana, cane......................................... .6417 .6500
New Orleans............................................. .6083 .6000

San A n ton io  ........................................ New Orleans.............................................. .6500 .6500
New Orleans............................................. .5000 .5000

UTAH.

Salt Lake City...................................... New Orleans, sold in gallon cans, not full .7500 .7500
measure.

New Orleans, sold in gallon cans, not full .7500 .7500
measure.

New Orleans, sold in gallon cans, not full .7500 .7500
measure.

VIRGINIA.

N orfolk  .......................... New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans............................................. .6000 .6000

R ich m on d  __ New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000
New Orleans, sold by the quart can........ .6000 -.6000
Porto Rico................................................ .3500 .3590

WASHINGTON.

Seattle .................. New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5900
New Orleans.............................................. .5000 .5000
New Orleans.............................................. .6000 .6000..................
Sirup, candy drip...................................... .6000 .6000
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling............................................... New Orleans, open kettle......................... $0.6000 $0.6000
New Orleans, open kettle......................... .5000 .5333

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. New Orleans............................................. .4000 .4000
New Orleans, open kettle......................... .4000 .4003

DUTTON, P E R  POUND.

Birmingham.

Montgomery.

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock.

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles...  

San Francisco.

Denver.

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven.

DELAWARE.

Wilmington..............................

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington..............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville.

Atlanta.

Chicago.

Peoria.

Indianapolis. 

Terre Haute.

Des Moines.. 

Dubuque----

Topeka.........

Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.

Leg.
Leg.

Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.

Leg.
Leg.

Leg.
Leg.

Leg.

Leg.
Leg.
Leg.

Leg.
Leg.
Leg.

Leg.
Leg.

Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.

Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.

Leg.
Leg.
Leg.
Leg.

Leg.,
Leg..

$0.1983 $0.1950
.1722 .1733
.1250 .1417
.1146 .1250

.1500 .1500

.1500 .1500

.1333 .1250

.1250 .1354

.1500 .1500

.1208 .1250

.1458 .1458

.1121 .1333

.1250 .1250

.1500 .1500

.1583 .1550

.1625 .2000

.1292 .1333

.1492 .1617

.1325 .1404

.1371 .1517

.1429 . 1542

.1550 .1642

.1800 .1883

.2000 .2000

.1533 .1754

.1500 .1808

.1200 .1258

.1083 .1133

.1417 .1433

.1200 .1246

.1354 .1617

.1483 .1688

.1500 .1646

.1500 .1767

.1917 .1950

.1675 .1900

.1625 .1742

.1425 .1517

.1508 .1354

.1375 .1375

.1375 .1438

.1396 .1438

.1500 .1700

.1396 .1575
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MUTTON, P E R  PO UN I>—Continued.

State and locality.

KENTUCKY.

Louisville........................

LOUISIANA. 

New Orleans...................

MAINE.

Portland

MARYLAND.

Baltimore............................

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Boston.................................

Fall River,

Worcester...................... .

MICHIGAN.

Detroit............................

Grand Rapids.................

MINNESOTA. 

Duluth.............................

Minneapolis.....................

St. Paul..........................

MISSOURI.

Kansas City....................
St. Louis..........................

MONTANA.

B utte....................................

NEBRASKA.

Omaha..................................

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Manchester..........................

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City...........................

Trenton................................

NEW YORK. 

Albany............................

Brooklyn.........................

B u ffalo .................................

Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg

Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg
Leg

Average price.
Description.

1905. 1906.

$0.1354 10.1517
.1563 .1750

.1500 .1500

.1500 .1650

.1500 .1575

.1350 .1342

.1592 .1567

.1533 .1325

.1392 .1375

.1567 .1700

.1350 .136T

*.1258 .1267
.1292 .1288
.1371 .1417
.1150 .1300
.1317 .1317
.1158 .1133
.1408 .1396
.1783 .1725
.1217 .1217

.1200 .1433

.1300 .1400

.1267 .1400

.1525 .1450

.1250 .1500

.1313 .1438

.1333 .1438

.1379 .1400

.1208 .1238

.1342 .1467

.1483 .1500

.1500 .1525

.1258 .1500

.0900 .1042

.1117 .1133

.1196 1 .1358

.1354 .1396

.1500 .1417

.1500 .1500

.1358 .1767

.1000 .1083

.1308 .1308

.1267 .1275

.1600 .1600

.1600 .1600

. 1767 .2000

.1550 .1600

. 1533 .1533

. 1433 .1433

.1683 .1683

.1100 .1100

.1517 .1650

.0367 .1025

.1408 .1400

.1300 .1350

.1433 .1667

.1500 .1500

.1229 .1250

.1317 .1383

.1C00 .1917

.1250 .1250

Flushing.. 

New York.
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RETAIL PRICES OP FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 2 T9

M l / T T O N ,  P E R  P O U N M - C o n d u d e d .

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. | 1906.

new york—concluded. 

Rochester............................................... Lee............................................................. $0.1200

! ’

$0.1325
Leg............................................................. .1283 .1400
Leg............................................................. .1200 .1200

Syracuse................................................ Lee............................................................. .1300 .1200
Leg............................................................. .1600 .1600
Leg............................................................. .1783 .1800

OHIO.

Cincinnati................ .............................. Lee............................................................. .1167 .1233
Leg............................................................. .1300 .1333
Leg............................................................. .1500 .1500

Cleveland............................................... Lee.............................1.............................. .1163 .1250
Leg............................................................. .1417 . 1425
Leg............................................................. .1550 .1600
Leg............................................................. .1233 .1400

Toledo.................................................... Leg............................................................. .1050 .1275
Leg............................................................. .1800 .2000

OREGON.

Portland............................................... Leg............................................................. .1250 .1375
Leg............................................................. .1250 .1458

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny.............................................. Leg............................................................. .1396 .1438
Philadelphia.......................................... Leg............................................................. .1292 .1308

Leg............................................................. .1392 .1367
Leg............................................................. .1267 . 1417

Pittsburg............................. Leg............................................................. .1500 .1800
Leg............................................................. .1500 .1733

Scranton.............................................. Lee............................................................. .1600 .1600
Leg............................................................. .1800 .1800

Wilkes-Barre.................................... Leg............................................................. .1800 .1600
Leg............................................................. .1800 .1600

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................ Leg............................................................. .1442 .1358
Leg............................................................. .1675 .1742

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston........................................... Leg............................................................. .1000 .1333
Leg............................................................. .1313 .1313

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Leg............................................................. .1417 .1658
Leg............................................................. .1250 .1250

TENNESSEE.

Memphis.................................. Leg...........  ...................................... .1500 .1500
Leg............................................................. .1717 .1721
Leg............................................................. .1500 .1563

Nashville............................................... Lee............................................................. .1042 .1208
Leg............................................................. .1333 .1354

TEXAS.

Dallas................................................... Leg............................................................. .1500 .1500
Leg............................................................. .1500 .1500

San Antonio.......................................... Leg............................................................. .1917 .2000
Leg............................................................. .1500 .1500

UTAH.

Salt Lake City............7 ..................... .1250 .1500
Leg............................................................. .1250 .1500
Leg............................................................. .1250 .1500

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Leg............................................................. .1500 .1500
Leg............................................................. .1333 .1500

Richmond.............................................. Lee............................................................. .1517 .1600
Leg............................................................. .1500 .1500

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................... Lee.............................................................

l

.1167 .1354
Leg............................................................. .1167 .1308
Leg............................................................. .1250 .1250

Taeoma.................................................. Leg............................................................. 1 .1396 .1650
Leg............................................................. j .1375 .1500

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling................................................ Lee............................................................ • .1333 .1500
Leg.............................................................> .1625 ; .1800

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. .1500 .1500
Leg............................................................. .1667 .1917
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P O R K ,  F R E S H ,  P E R  P O U N D .

State and locality.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham...................

Montgomery...................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock..................... .

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles......................

San Francisco................. .

COLORADO.

Denver......................................

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven...............................

DELAWARE.

Wilmington..............................

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Washington..............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville..............................

GEORGIA.

Atlanta.....................................

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.....................................

Peoria............................

INDIANA. 

Indianapolis..................

Terre Haute..................

IOWA.

Des Moines....................

Dubuque........................

KANSAS.

Topeka..........................

Average price.
Description.

Chops.
Chops.
Chops.
Chops.
Chops.
Chops.

Chops.
Chops.
Chops

Chops.
Chops.
Chops.
Chops.
Chops.
Chops.
Chops,

Chops.
Chops.
Chops

Chops.
Chops.
Chops.

Chops.
Chops.

Chops
Chops
Chops

Chops
Chops
Chops
Chops

Chops
Chops
Chops.

Chops.
Chops.
Chops
Chops
Chops
Chops
Chops
Chops,
Chops.

Chops.
Chops
Chops
Chops
Chops
Chops

Chops.
Chops.
Chops.
Chops
Chops
Chops,

Chops
Chops
Chops

1905. 1906.

$0.1625 10.1792
.1550 .1708
.1525 .1633
.1500 .1500
.1396 .1500
.1500 .1500

.1500 .1750

.1667 .1688

.1000 .1208

.1517 .1700

.1750 .1750

.1500 .1500

.1800 .1933

.1500 .1650

.1500 .1625

.1250 .1354

.1292 .1250

.1250 .1250

.1100 .1225

.1292 .1483

.1450 .1633

.1450 .1533

.1425 .1525

.1325 .1503

.1458 .1642

.1413 .1567

.1413 .1617

.2000 .2000

.1800 .1800

.1608 .1675

.1950 .*2000

.1346 .1500

.1525 .1500

.1563 .1604

.1192 .1442

.1050 .1163

.1183 . .1383

.1175 .1246

.1167 .1325

.1396 .1500

.1500 .1500

.1217 .1442

.1438 .1517

.1533 .1650

.1467 .1592

.1421 .1550

.1388 .1583

.1363 .1533

.1133 .1258

.1333 .1438

.1171 .1417

.1042 .1250

.1396 .1438

.1333 .1438

.1354 .1354

.1250 .1396

.1250 .1375

.1250 .1375
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PO R K , F R E S H , P E R  POUND—Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OP FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 281

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

KENTUCKY.

Chops......................................................... $0.1371 $0.1500
Chops......................................................... .1354 .1500
Steak or roast........................................... .1250 .1333

LOUISIANA.

Chops......................................................... .1500 .1575
Chops......................................................... .1800 .1800
Chops......................................................... .1508 .1500
Chops......................................................... . 1517 .1542

MAINE.

Chops......................................................... .1208 . 1288
Chops......................................................... .1325 .1433
Chops......................................................... .1433 .1492

MARYLAND.

Chops............  ..................................... .1375 . 1492
Chops......................................................... .1200 .1425
Chops......................................................... .1258 .1367
Chops......................................................... .1342 .1533

MASSACHUSETTS.

Chops......................................................... .1317 • 1342
Chops......................................................... .1442 .1575
Chops......................... ............................... .1400 .1550
Chops......................................................... .1258 .1300

Fall River.............................................. Chops......................................................... .1333 . 1400
Chops......................................................... .1283 .1567
Chops......................................................... .1267 .1400

"Lynn . ................ _...................... Chops......................................................... .1375 . 1400
Chops......................................................... .1508 .1617
Chops......................................................... .1354 .1608

Malden................................................. Chops ..  . ...................................... .1525 . 1533
Chops......................................................... .1500 .1600
Chops......................................................... .1275 .1417

W orcester.............................................. Chops.................... ................................... ,1467 . 1650
Chops......................................................... .1325 .1483
Chops......................................................... .1167 .1458

MICHIGAN.

Detroit.................................................. Chops......................................................... .1308 . 1450
Chops......................................................... .1217 .1283
Chops......................................................... .1229 .1350

Grand Rapids...............  ................ Chops......................................................... . 1363 . 1500
Chops......................................................... .1250 .1596
Chops......................................................... .1333 .1363

MINNESOTA.

Duluth................... Chops . . ....... .......................... .1200 .1313
Chops......................................................... .1250 .1458
Chops......................................................... .1417 .1458

Minneapolis........................................... Chops......................................................... .1233 .1396
Chops......................................................... .1333 . 1375
Chops......................................................... .1250 .1333

St. P a u l________________ Chops . . ................................................ .1313 .1475
Chops......................................................... .1329 .1463
Chops......................................................... .1125 .1250

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................................... Chops......................................................... .1250 .1417
Chops......................................................... .1250 .1417
Chops......................................................... .1229 .1375

St. Louis............................................... Chops......................................................... .1300 .1183
Chops......................................................... .1192 .1325
Chops......................................................... .1383 .1425
Chops......................................................... .1321 .1500

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Chops......................................................... .1500 .1625
Chops......................................................... .1250 .1429
Chops......................................................... .1417 .1563

NEBRASKA.

Omaha................................................. Chops......................................................... .1146 .1313
Chops......................................................... .1146 .1250
Chops......................................................... .1104 .1292

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester............................................ Chops.........................................-.............. .1142 .1325
Chops......................................................... .1367 .1442
Chops........................................................ .1379 .1513
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PO R K , F R E S H , P E R  POUND—Continued.

State and locality.

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey Cityr.............................

Trenton.................................

NEW YORK.

Albany.....................................

Brooklyn.!.............................

Buffalo.....................................

Flushing..................................

New York..............................

Rochester................................

Syracuse..................................

OHIO.

Cincinnati...............................

Cleveland................................

Toledo.....................................

OREGON.

Portland.................................

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny..............................

Philadelphia..........................

Pittsburg...............................

Sfcranton................................

Wilkes-Barre.........................

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence.............................

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Charleston.............................

Chops
Chops.
Chops,
Chops
Chops
Chops,

Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops 
Chops 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops 
Chops 
Chops 
Chops 
Chops

Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops 
Chops, 
Chops. 
Chops, 
Chops,

Chops.
Chops
Chops

Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops, 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops. 
Chops, 
Chops, 
Chops 
Chops

' Chops 
| Chops, 

Chops,

! Chops 
| Chops 
i Chops

Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

10.1225 W. 1338
.1492 .1558
.1358 .1517
.1367 .1433
.1483 .1567
.1375 .1425

.1467 .1650

.1400 .1483

.1450 .1600

. 1594 .1750

.1467 .1617

.1458 .1600

.1275 .1408

.1392 .14031

.1383 .1475

.1275 .1313

.1517 .1717

.1500 .1608

.1683 .1650

.2000- .2000

.1250 .1375

.1692 .1817

.1950 .2067

.1200 .1350

.1383 .1400

.1250 .1338

.1333 .1375

.1467 .1500

.1450 .1600

.1333 .1488

.1300 .1350

.1338 .1500

.1375 .1308

.1288 .1433

.1250 .1425

. 1317 .1354

.1250 .1500

.1281 .1250

.1417 .1475

.1054 .1175

.1417 .1500

.1417 .1500

.1417 .1500

.1417 . 15?3

.1604 .1513

.1500 .1583

.1283 .1483

.1400 .1658

.1633 .1767

.1400 .1600

.1442 .1467

.1542 .1558

.1500 .1542

.1500 .1500

.1250 .1250

.1400 .1483

.1400 .1575

.1313 .1533

.1208 .1400

.1263 .1500

.1458 .1600

.1408 .1700

.1408 .1692

.1250 .1417

.1500 .1783

.1500 .1783
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1C06.

SOUTH DAKOTA.
Chops.......................................................... $0.1354 $0.1690
Chops............................................................ .1333 .1500
Chops............................................................ .1250 . 1313

TENNESSEE.
Memphis................................................... Chops............................................................ .1667 .1771

Chops............................................................ .1563 .1708
Chops............................................................. . 1575 .1771
Chops............................................................ .1146 .1438
Chops............................................................. .1250 .1458
Chops............................................................ .1250 .1458

TEXAS.
Chops............................................................ .1500 .1583
Chops.............................................. ............. .1333 .1458
Chops............................................................ .1333 .1500

Antonio.. ......................................... Chops............................................................. .1375 .1500
Chops............................................................ .1500 .1708
Chops............................................................ .1333 .1500

UTAH.
Salt L ak e City......................................... Chops............................................................ .1563 .1750

Chops............................................................ .1521 .1750
Chops............................................................ .1500 .1750

VIRGINIA.
"Norfolk.... ..................................................... Chops............................................................ .1254 .1500

Chops............................................................ .1283 .1517
Chops.................. ......................................... .1346 .1500

"Richmond........................................... ..... Chops............................................................ , .1500 .1500
Chops............................................................ .1292 .1250
Chops............................................................ .1396 .1617

WASHINGTON.

S e a tt le ................. ......................................... Chops............................................................ .1250 .1458
Chops............................................................ .1250 .1250
Chops............................................................ .1250 .1250

T a c o m a ......................................................... Chops............................................................. .1500 .1500
Chops............................................................. .1396 .1625
Chops............................................................ .1500 .1500

WEST VIRGINIA.

W h e e l in g . ................................................... Chops............................................................ .1396 .1500
Chops............................................................. .1375 . 1575
Chops............................................................ . 1354 .1592

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee................................................ Chops.................................................................. .1125 .1200
Chops............................................... .............. .1450 .1600
Chops. . ............................................................. .1183 .1300

PO R K , SALT, BACON, P E R  POUND.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.......................................... Piece, 5 to 10 pounds.................................

Montgomery..........................................

Sliced..........................................................
Sliced..........................................................
Breakfast, sliced.......................................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock...........................................

Breakfast, sliced.......................................
Breakfast, sliced......................................

Sunlight, sliced..........................................

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles...........................................

Supreme, sliced..........................................
Supreme, sliced..........................................

Sliced.........................................................

San Francisco........................................

Sliced.........................................................
Sliced.........................................................
Piece, average 9 pounds............................

COLORADO.

Denver...................................................

Sliced.........................................................
Sliced.........................................................
Sliced..........................................................
Sliced.........................................................

Sliced.............................
Sliced..........................................................
Sliced..........................................................

$0.1250 $0.1313
.2467 .2500
.2200 .2417
.2000 .2000
.2000 .2150
.2000 .2000

.1583 .2000

.2500 .2500

.2104 .2396

.2000 .2000

.2500 .2500

.1800 .1917

.1800 .1917

.2000 .2333

.2000 .2000

.2000 .2000

.2500 .2875

.2000 .2000

.2500 .2500

.2000 .2000
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Table I __ RETAIL PRICES OP FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

P O R K , SALT, MACON, P E R  POUND—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

CONNECTICUT.
.New Haven.......................................... . Sliced............................................................. 90.1617 10.1883 

.2000Sliced............................................................. . 1675
Sliced............................................................. .1917 .2200

DELAWARE.
Wilmington............................................. Sliced............................................................. .1850 .2000

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington............................................. Breakfast, sliced.......................................... .1800 .1917
Breakfast, sliced.......................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced............................................................. .1633 . 1850

FLORIDA.
Jacksonville............................................. Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2000

.1975Sliced............................................................. .1958
Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2000
Sugar-cured, breakfast, sliced................... .2500 .2500

GEORGIA.
Atlanta..................................................... Piece.............................................................. .1075 .1208

Piece.............................................................. .1100 .1250
Sliced............................................................. .1808 .2017
Sliced............................................................. .1288 .1567

ILLINOIS.
Chicago..................................................... Piece.............................................................. .1683 .1763

Piece.............................................................. .1117 .1288
Piece.............................................................. .1800 .1967
Piece.............................................................. . 1517 .1767
Sliced............................................................. .1517 .1650
Sliced............................................................. .1600 .1867

Peoria....................................................... Piece.............................................................. .1500 .1758
.1817Piece.............................................................. .1500

Sliced............................................................. .1500 .1817
Sliced............................................................. .1800 .2117

INDIANA.
Indianapolis............................................ Breakfast, sugar-cured............................... .2000 .2250

.2250Breakfast, sugar-cured, sliced................... .2058
Sliced............................................................. .2500 .2500

Terre Haute............................................. Breakfast, piece.......................................... .1775 . 1800
B reakfast, sliced....................... ................. .2000 .2200
Sliced............................................................. .1550 .1600

IOWA.
Des Moines.............................................. Sliced............................................................. .1792 .1950

Sliced............................................................. .1675 .1917
Sliced............................................................. .1542 .1650

Dubuque................................................... Armour’s, sliced......................................... .2417 .2750
.1938Sliced............................................................. .1833

Sliced............................................................. .2133 .2300
KANSAS.

Topeka.................................................... Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2383
Sliced............................................................. .1900 .1983
Sliced............................................................. .1900 .2375

KENTUCKY.
Louisville................................................. Breakfast, piece......... .1750

.1383
.1900
.1500Sliced................. ...........................................

Sliced............................................................. . 1625 .1908
LOUISIANA.

New Orleans............................................ English, sugar-cured, piece, 5 to 7 pounds. .2200 .2200
Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2425
Sliced............................................................ .1900 .1813
Sugar-cured, Dove brand, piece................ .1867 .2100

MAINE.
Portland................................................... Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2225

Sliced............................................................. .1800 .2000
Sliced............................................................. .1800 .1900

MARYLAND.

Baltimore................................................. Sliced............................................................. .1383 .1658
Sliced............................................................. .1525 .1750
Sliced............................................................ .1542 .1733
Sliced, rib in ................................................ .1500 .1750

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston...................................................... Piece.............................................................. .1408
.1500

.1517
Piece................................. ........................... .1733
Piece, 5 pounds........................................... .1358 .1508
Sliced............................................................. .1375 .1617
Sliced............................................................. .1700 .1825
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Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued. 

FO R K , SALT, BACON, P E R  POUND—Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906

MASSACHUSETTS—concluded.

Sliced............................................................. $0.1517
.1833

$0.1592 
.1883Sliced.............................................................

Sliced............................................................. .1525 .1558
Sliced............................................................. .1400 .1450
Sliced............................................................. .1542 .1833
Sliced............................................................. .1629 .1817
Sliced............................................................. .1458 .1875
Sliced............................................................. .1363 .1142
Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2000

.2000Sliced.......... .................................................. .1967
Sliced............................................................ .2100 .2217

MICHIGAN.
Detroit..................................................... Boneless, piece............................................. .1367 .1442

Breakfast  ̂piece........................................... .1475 .1567
Breakfast, piece...........................................
Home-cured, piece.......................................

.1467 .1542

.1250 .1450
Home-cured, sliced..................................... .1400 .1550
Breakfast, sliced.......................................... .1600 .1600
Breakfast  ̂sliced.......................................... .1783 .2000
Smoked, sliced.............................................. .1600 .1650

MINNESOTA.
Piece............................................................. .1400 .1508
Sliced............................................................. .1800 .2000
Sliced............................................................. .1500 .1725
Piece............................................................. .1400 .1617
Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2000
Sliced............................................................. .1833 .1883
Sliced .............................. *.................... .1800

.1742
.1933
.1917Sliced.............................................................

Sliced............................................................. .1500 .1800
MISSOURI.

TTfi.nsa.8 City.................................. ....... Sliced__......................................................... .1500 .1688
Sliced............................................................. .1646 .1875
Sliced............................................................. .1867 .2308

St. Louis.................................................. Breakfast, sugar-cured, 8 to 10pounds.. .1342 .1575
Side, piece, 8 to 10 pounds..........................
Sliced.............................................................

.1633 .1700

.1883 .1950
Sliced___1..................................................... .1733 .2000

MONTANA.
Bnttfi .................................................... Sliced............................................................. .2500 .2500

Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2000
Sliced............................................................. .2500 .2500

NEBRASKA.
Omaha...... ................................... ......... Sliced............................................................. .1933 .2000

Sliced............................................................. .1950 .2000
Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2000

NEW HAMPSHIRE.
Manchester............................... ............... Breakfast, piece.......................................... .1608 .1792

Sliced............................................................. .1600 .1783
Sliced............................................................. .1500 .1667

NEW JERSEY.
Jersey City .................................. Sliced............................................................. .1650 .1850

Sliced............................................................. .1800 .1883
Sliced............. „............................................ .1500 .1667

Trenton.................................................... Breakfast, piece........................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced............................................................. .1600 .2117
Sliced............................................................. .1800 .2000

NEW YORK.
Albany..................................................... Piece............................................................. .1667 .1600

Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2275
Sliced............................................................. .1800 .2000
Sliced............................................................. .1800 .1800

Brooklyn.................................................. Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2117
Sliced............................................................. .1500 .1533
Sliced...:...................................................... .2000 .2050

Buffalo...................................................... Sliced............................................................. .1400 . 1483
Sliced............................................................. .1467 . 1667
Sliced............................................................. .1483 .1633
Sliced............................................................. .1683 . 1933
Westphalia, boneless, sliced.......................
Sliced.............................................................

.1800 .2000
Flushing................................................... .2000 .2200

Sliced............................................................ .1600 .1683
Sliced............................................................. .1600 .1600
Sliced.............................................................1 .2000 .2100

8891—No. 71—07--- 19
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PO R K , SAI/ff, BACON, P E R  PO U N D -Continued.

Table I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

Description.
Averag3 price.

1905. 1906.

Breakfast, sliced....................................... $0.2000 $0.2083
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2200
Sliced......................................................... .1725 .2100
Sliced, rib in.............................................. .2100 .2225
Sliced, rib in.............................................. .1617 .1750
Piece.......................................................... . 1275 .1425
Piece.......................................................... .1308 .1575
Sliced......................................................... .1250 . 1375
Piece.......................................................... .1600 .1800
Sliced......................................................... .1600 .1650
Sliced.......................................................... .2200 .2383

Dove, piece................................................ .1500 .1592
Piece.?................................  .......... .1500 .1683
Piece.......................................................... .1600 .1683
Sliced......................................................... .1867 .1900
Breakfast, Armour’s Star, sliced............. .2500 .2833
Breakfast, piece....................................... .1350 .1667
Piece___.................................................... .1417 .1525
Sugar-cured, piece..................................... .1567 .1700
Sugar-cured, piece, 3 to 5 pounds............. .2000 .2167
Sliced........ ..................... ?......................... .1600 .1800
Sliced......................................................... .1950 .2167
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2200

Home-cured, sliced.................................... .1667 .1800
Sliced......................................................... . 1800 .2000
Swift’s premium, sliced............................. .2208 .2000

Sliced......................................................... . 1592 .1700
Sliced......................................................... .1867 .1917
Sliced......................................................... . 1583 . 1517
Breakfast, sliced....................................... .1433 .1600
Sliced......................................................... .1700 .1967
Sliced......................................................... . 1525 .1708
Sliced.......................................................... .1400 .1600
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced......................................................... .1967 .1950
Sliced......................................................... . 1625 .2000
Boneless, piece........................................... .1700 .1800
Breakfast, piece........................................ .1650 .1750
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2000
Breakfast, sliced....................................... .1700 .2000
Piece.......................................................... .1500 .1625
Piece.......................................................... .1250 .1467

Sliced......................................................... .1708 .1800
Sliced......................................................... .2017 . 2150
Sliced......................................................... .1883 .2133

Piece.......................................................... .1450 . 1575
Sliced......................................................... .1600 .1667
Sliced......................................................... .1633 .1783

Sliced......................................................... .2100 .2100
Sliced......................................................... .2083 .2100
Sliced.......................................................... .1800 . 1850

Breakfast, sliced....................................... .2000 .2117
Sliced.......................................................... .1850 .1917
Sliced......................................................... .1867 .2000
Breakfast, piece, 5 to 8 pounds................ . 1763 .2175
Sliced......................................................... . 1250 .1458
Sugar-cured, sliced.................................... .1163 .1417

Breakfast, Swift’s Premium or Gold Band 
Gold Band or Premium, sliced..................

.2500

.2500
.3000
.2570

Sliced......................................................... .2500 .2500
Capital City, sliced.................................... .2500 .3000
Gold Band, sliced...................................... .2250 .2500
Gold Band, sliced...................................... .2000 .2417

Stats and locality.

n e w  york—concluded. 

New York.................................

Rochester.

Syracuse..

Cincinnati..

Cleveland.

Toledo.

Portland.

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny___

Philadelphia-.

Pittsburg.......

Scranton........

Wilkes-Barre .

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence..

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston.

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls.

TENNESSEE.

Memphis.......

Nashville___

Dallas...........

San Antonio.
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

UTAH.

Salt Lake C ity...................................... Sliced......................................................... $0.2000 
.2000

$0.2250
Sliced......................................................... .2000
Sliced.......................................................... .2500 .2500

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Piece.......................................................... .1600 .1683
Sliced......................................................... .1167 .1396

Richmond.............................................. Sliced......................................................... .1517 .1667
Sliced......................................................... .1500 .1658

WASHINGTON.

Seattle.................................................... Sliced......................................................... .2200 .2200
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2292

Tacoma.................................................. Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2417

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling................................................ Sliced......................................................... .1500 .1800
Sliced......................................................... .1500 .1800
Sliced......................................................... .1417 .1692

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee.............................................. Piece.......................................................... .1700 .1700
Piece, boneless, 4 to 6 pounds.................. .1600 .1600
Piece, rib in................................................ . 1617 .1808

PO R K , SALT, B R \  OR PICKLEB, P E R  POUND.

* ALABAMA.

Birmingham.....................

Montgomery.....................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock......................

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles......................

San Francisco...................

Denver

COLORADO.

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven................................

DELAWARE.

Wilmington................................

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Washington...............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville...................

GEORGIA.

Atlanta..........................

D ry............................................
Dry, clear, piece, 5 to 7 pounds 
D ry............................................

Dry.
Dry.

Dry,

Pickled
Pickled,
Pickled
Pickled

Dry.........
Dry.........
Dry, belly

D ry.........
Dry, belly.

Dry.........

Dry---
D r y ....
Pickled
Pickled
Pickled

Dry.
Dry,
Dry,

! Dry. 
> Dry.

$0.1133 $0.1250
.1250 .1338
.1000 .1000

.1225 .1250

.1000 .1000.

.1500 .1500

.1250 .1354

.1500 .1500

.1250 .1250

.1250 .1354

.1250 .1354

.1200 .1200

.1100 .1100

.1250 .1250

.1167 .1267

.1217 .1250

. 1250 .1375

.1033 .1275

.1208 . 1404

.1213 . 1433

.1250 .1396

.1500 .1517

.1200 .1317

.1150 .1300

.1083 .1242

.1000 .1229

.1000 . 1208
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PO R K , SALT, D R Y  OR PICKLED, P E R  POUND—Continued.

Table I.—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

State and locality.

ILLINOIS.

Chicago

Peoria.

INDIANA.

Indianapolis..................

Terre Haute...................

Des Moines 

Dubuque..

Topeka.,...

Louisville..

IOWA.

KANSAS.

KENTUCKY.

Dry, clear. 
Dry, clear. 
Dry, clear. 
Dry, clear. 
Dry, clear.
D ry.........
D ry.........
Dry, sides,

D ry.........
Pickled...
D ry.........
P ickled...

Pickled
Pickled
Pickled
Pickled

D ry...........
D ry...........

Dry, sliced

Description.

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans

MAINE.

Portland.

MARYLAND.

Baltimore

Dry................
Dry................
Pickled, sweet

D ry................
Dry, clear----

Pickled, side..

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston.............................

Fall River........................

Lynn................................

M alden...........................

Worcester........................

MICHIGAN. 

Detroit............................

Grand Rapids.................

MINNESOTA. 

Duluth.............................

Minneapolis.....................

St. Paul...........................

MISSOURI. 

Kansas City....................

St. Louis.........................

Butte

MONTANA.

NEBRASKA.

D ry..............
D ry.............. .
Pickled, clear.
Pickled.........
Pickled.........
Pickled.........
Pickled.........
Pickled.........
Pickled.........
Dry..............
Dry, clear___

Pickled.........
Pickled.........
Dry, clear___
Pickled.........

D ry---
D r y ....
Pickled.
Pickled
Pickled.
Pickled

D ry.........
D ry.........
Dry, clear. 
Dry, clear. 
Dry, clear.

D ry.........
Pickled...

Dry
Dry

Average price.

1905. | 1906.

$0.1250 $0.1275'
.1083 .1408
.1067 .1425
.1175 .1325
.1258 .1267
.1250 .1425
.1283 .1442
.1433 .1508

.1000 .1167

.1250 . 1375

.1250 .1300

.1250 .1250

.1025 .1080

.1000 .1200

.1188 .1258

.1125 .1108

.1000 .1146

.1000 .1058

.1338 .1525

.1000 .1000

.0850 .0833

.1000 .0990

.1200 .1200

.1000 .1125

.1142 .1233

.1200 .1275

.1200 .1200

.1025 .1000

.1200 .1267

.0900 .1167

.0900 .1000

.1000 .1142

.1100 .1242

.1000 .1067

.1600 .1600

.1258 .1333

.1200 .1350

.1200 .1350

.1000 .1092

.1000 .1250

.1208 .1250

.1000 .1167

.1250 .1250

.1196 .1179

.1250 .1417

.1250 .1367

. i042 .1250

.1000 .1000

.1025 .1158

.1300 .1371

. 1325 .1200

.1250 .1275

.1500 .1500

.1000 .1146

.1000 .1146
Omaha
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

PO R K , SALT, D R Y  OR PIC K LED , P E R  POUND—Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OP POOD, 1890 TO 1906.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester......................... Dry............................................................ $0.1200 tO. 1342 
.1267Pickled....................................................... .1000

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................ Pickled....................................................... .1200 .1492
.1408Pickled, belly............................................. .1167

Trenton.................................... Pickled....................................................... .1400 .1400
Pickled...............................;...................... .1400 .1400

NEW YORK.
Pickled....................................................... .1400 .1450

.1533Pickled, mess............................................. .1200
Brooklyn....................................... D r y . . . . ..................................................... .1283 .1275

Pickled....................................................... .1600 .1600
Buffalo................................................... Pickled, belly............................................. .1200 .1325

Pickled, belly............................................. .1200 .1425
Pickled, bellv............................................. .1108 .1283

Flushing................................................ Dry............................................................ .1400 .1567
D ry............................................................ .1200 .1283

New York.............................................. Dry............................................................ .1250 .1250
Dry............................................................ .1600 .1600
Dry............................................................ .1400 .1467
Dry............................................................ 1 .1400 .1542

Rochester.............................................. D ry............................................................ ! .0983 .1092
Pickled....................................................... i . 1083 .1033

Syracuse................................................ Pickled....................................................... .1200 .1283
Pickled....................................................... i . 1200 .1275

OHIO. |
Cincinnati.............................................. Dry............................................................. i . 1250 .1425

Pickled....................................................... ! .1250 .1500
Pickled....................................................... .1383 .1642
Pickled....................................................... i .1083 .1288

Cleveland............................................ Dry, clear.................................................. 1 .1333 .1425
Pickled....................................................... 1 .1250 .1450
Pickled, mess.............................................| | .1250 .1400

Toledo................................................... Dry............................................................. . .1058 .1117
Dry, sides, whole...................................... !! .1233 .1250

OREGON. j|
Portland................................................ Pickled.......................................................i! .1250 .1354

Pickled....................................................... ! .1250 .1458
PENNSYLVANIA. |

Allegheny............................................. Dry............................................................. i .1250 .1250
.1500Pickled.......................................................| .1400

Philadelphia.......................................... Pickled.......................................................1 .1400 .1550
Pickled, belly............................................. .1300 .1533
Pickled, side.............................................. | .1333 .1583

Pittsburg................................ Dry.............................................................! .1375 .1500
.1558Dry.............................................................| .1483

Scranton..........;......................... Pickled.......................................................I .1250 .1250
Pickled, middlings..................................... .1400 .1533

Wilkes-Barre.................................. Pickled....................................................... .1250 .1250
Pickled....................................................... .1250 .1342

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence.................................... Dry............................................................ .! .1225 .1275
Dry.............................................................: . 1233 .1350

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Dry, sliced..................................................’ .1208 .1500
Dry, sliced................................................. .1242 .1467
Dry, sliced.................................................. .1308 .1617
Dry, sliced.................................................. .1358 .1658
Pickled, clear.............................................
Pickled, mess.............................................

.1333 .1500

.1325 .1375
SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls...................................... Dry............................................................. .1167 .1167
Pickled....................................................... .1250 .1250

TENNESSEE.

Memphis.......................................... Dry............................................................ .1000 .1000
.1213Dry, belly..................................................

Dry, bufts..................................................
.1175

Nashville............................................ .0717 .0767
Dry, sliced, or small piece........................ .1013 .1175

TEXAS.

Dallas... ................................................ Dry............................................................. .1238 .1300
.1250Dry............................................................. .1250

San Antonio......................................... Dry............................................................. .1250 .1250
.1250Pickled....................................................... .1250
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T a b l e  I.—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

PO R K , SALT, D R Y  OK PICKLED, P E R  POUND—Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

UTAH.

Dry............................................................................. $0.1250 $0.1500
Dry............................................................. .1250 .1500
Dry............................................................. .1500 .1500

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Dry............................................................. .0933 .1167
Dry, clear.................................................. .1200 .1242

R ic h m o n d ..... .......... .......................................... Dry............................................................. .1200 .1238
Dry, clear.................................................. .1000 .1000
Pickled, belly............................................. .1250 .1250
Pickled, shoulder...................................... .1000 .1000

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................................. Dry............................................................................. .1163 .1438
Pickled....................................................... .1250 .1354
Pickled..................................................................... .1250 .1313

T a c o m a ............................................................... Pickled..................................................................... .1250 .1500
Pickled..................................................................... ‘ .1250 .1500

WEST VIRGINIA.

W h e e lin g ............................................................ Pickled....................................................... .1396 .1479
Pickled..................................................................... .1250 .1250

WISCONSIN.

M ilw a u k e e ..... .................................................... Dry, back.................................................. .1200 .1325
Dry, belly.................................................. .1442 .1592

PO R K , SALT, HAM, P E R  POUND.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.....................

Montgomery.....................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock..................... .

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles.....................

San Francisco.................

COLORADO.

Denver...................................... .

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven................................

DELAWARE.

Wilmington.............................. .

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Washington..............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville............................ .

Sliced..................................................
Sliced..................................................
Sliced, sugar-cured............................
Sliced, sugar-cured............................
Sliced, sugar-cured............................
Whole, sugar-cured, 12 to 15 pounds, 
Whole, sugar-cured, 12 to 16 pounds.

Gold Band, sliced..............................
Sliced.................................................
Sliced..................................................

Sliced..........................................................
Sliced.........................................................
Sliced..........................................................
Sliced.........................................................
Sliced.........................................................
Sliced.........................................................
Sliced.........................................................
Sugar-cured, whole, average 13 pounds...

Sliced.
Sliced.
Sliced.

Sliced
Sliced.
Sliced.

Sliced.....................
Sliced.....................
Sugar-cured, sliced

Sliced..........................
Sugar-cured, sliced__
Whole, 9 to 14 pounds

Sliced.........................................................
Sliced..........................................................
Sliced..........................................................
Sugar-cured, Armour’s, sliced..................
Sugar-cured, sliced....................................
Sugar-cured, whole, 10 to 12 pounds........ I

$0.2500 $0.2500
.2233 .2417
.2167 .2375
.2000 .2000
.2000 .2000
.1500 .1700
.1458 .1700

.1800 .2000

.2000 .2000

.2100 .2450

.2000 .2000

.2500 .2500

.2500 .2708

.2708 .3000

.2500 .2500

.2500 .2500

.2500 .2500

.1417 .1858

.2000 .2000

.2500 .2500

.2500 .2500

.2333 .2500

.2500 .2625

.2500 .2725

.2000 .2183

.1917 .2367

.2000 .2000

.2275 .2500

.2000 .2250

.1575 .1717

.2000 .2000

.2000 i .1933

.2058 1 .1913

.2000 ! .2000

.2500 i .2500

.1625 i . 1833
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PO R K , SALT, HAM, P E R  POCTItfU-Coiitinued.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 291

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

GEORGIA.

Atlanta.................................................. Sliced................ ........................................ $0.1950 50.2000
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2188
Sugar-cured, whole, 9 to 14 pounds........... .1533 .1600

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.................................................. Sliced......................................................... 1600 .1800
Whole, 10 to 12 pounds..............................1 .1250 .1533
Whole, 10 to 12 pounds............................. . 1242 .1367
Whole, 12 to 14 pounds.............................. | .1000 .1208
Whole, 12 to 14 pounds..............................1 .1367 .1517
Whole, 14 to 16 pounds............................. !I . 1417 .1567

Peoria.................................................... Sliced.......................................................... ! .1621 .1875
Sliced.......................................................... | .1800 .2133
Sliced..........................................................1 .1692 .2050
Sliced.......................................................... .1808 .1933

INDIANA. i

Indianapolis.......................................... Sliced..........................................................1 .2500 .2500
Sugar-cured, sliced.................................... .2000 .2000
Sugaraured, sliced,................................... ! .2500 .2500

Terre Haute.......................................... Sliced.......................................................... 1 .2000 .2083
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sugar-cured, whole, 12 to 17 pounds........ .1433 .1575

IOWA.

Des Moines............................................ Sliced.......................................................... .1900 .1950
Sliced.......................................................... .2050 .2067
Sliced.......................................................... .1929 .2000

Dubuque................................................ Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced......................................................... .2242 .1967
Sugar-cured, sliced.................................... .1854 .2542

KANSAS.

.2 ^ 0Topeka.................................................. Sliced......................................................... .2500
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2417
Swift’s Premium, sliced............................ .2500 .2500

KENTUCKY.

Louisville............................................... Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced..........................................................j .2000 .2000
Sliced......................................................... . 1875 .2188

LOUISIANA. j
New Orleans..........................................' Dove and Swift’s Premium, 6 to 10pounds. .1600 .1733

Sliced......................................................... i .1650 .1692
Sugar-cured, Dove brand, sliced.............. ' .2033 .2208
Whole, 6 to 10 pounds...............................i .1500 .1700

MAINE.

Portland................................................ Sliced........................... ..............................' . 1917 .2033
Sliced..........................................................! .2000 .2100
Sliced......................................................... 1 .2000 .2050

MARYLAND.

Baltimore..............................................

i
!

Sliced..................... ................................... . 2117 .2317
Whole, 8 to 11 pounds...............................i . 1483 .1650
Whole, 8 to 12 pounds............................... .1496 .1550
Whole, 8 to 12 pounds...............................| . 1525 .1683
Whole, 13 to 17 pounds.............................. .1425 .1567

MASSACHUSETTS.

B oston .................................................. Sliced......................................................... .2000 !! . 2083
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2133
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2225
Sliced......................................................... ! . 1892 .1967
Whole, 10 pounds......................................1 . 1346 .1467

Fall River.........  ............................. Sliced......................................................... ! . 2083 .2150
Sliced......................................................... j .1983 .2250
Sliced..........................................................j . 2017 .2217

Lynn ........... ........................... Sliced....................... ................................ ! .2292 .2400
Sliced........................ 1............................... ' .2242 .2867
Sliced......................................................... | .2500 .2500

Malden _ . _ ..................... Sliced......................................................... 1 .2100 .2575
Sliced......................................................... | .2000 ! .2833

W orcester.... ........................ Sliced......................................................... ! .2500 1 -2500
Sliced..........................................................| .2800 ; .2800

MICHIGAN. i

Detroit................................................... Home-cured, sliced....................................! .1433 ! .1800
Home-cured, whole, 9 to 15 pounds..........' . 1217 j .1400
Honey-cured, whole, 9 to 12 pounds......... . 1467 . 1500
Star Brand, $ or whole, 8 to 12 pounds. • 
Whole, 9 to 12 pounds...............................1

. 1367 | .1421

. 1313 1 .1483
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Table I . —RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

PO R K , SALT, HAM, P B B  POUNO-Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

Michigan—concluded.

Grand Rapids........................................ Half or whole, 10 to 14 pounds................. $0.1400 $0.1533
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced......................................................... .1483 .2100

MINNESOTA.

Duluth................................................... Sliced.......................................................... .1800 .1800
Whole, 14 to 16 pounds............................. .1275 .1350
Whole, 16 to 18 pounds............................. .1400 .1575

Minneapolis........................................... Sliced.......................................................... .1800 .1917
Sliced.......................................................... .1917 .1950
Sugar-cured, sliced..................................
Whole, 14 to 16 pounds.............................

.2000 .2000

.1213 .1396
St. Paul................................................. Sliced.......................................................... .1800 .1933

Sliced.......................................................... .1500 .1800
Whole, 12 to 15 pounds............................. .1308 .1533

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................................... Sliced.......................................................... .2500 .2500
Sliced.......................................................... .2250 .2333
Sliced.......................................................... . 2450 .2500

St. Louis................................................ Sliced.......................................................... . 1833 .1950
Sliced......................................................... .1533 .1642
Whole, 12 to 14 pounds............................. .1608 .1475

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Sliced.......................................................... .2500 .2500
Sliced.......................................................... .2500 .2500
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2000

NEBRASKA.

Omaha................................................... Sliced.......................................................... .2067 .2117
Sliced.......................................................... .2067 .2100
Sliced.......................................................... .2050 .2100

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester............................................ Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2267
Sugar-cured, whole, 10 to 15 pounds........ .1283 .1575
Whole, 11 to 14 pounds............................. .1250 .1433

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................ Sliced.......................................................... .2500 .2550
Sliced.......................................................... .1800 .2183
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2067

Trenton.................................................. Sliced.......................................................... .2500 .2650
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2292
Sugar-cured, whole, 12 to 14 pounds........ .1279 .1475

NEW YORK.

Albany................................................... Sliced.......................................................... .2200 .2275
Whole, 10 to 12 pounds............................. .1400 .1600
Whole, 10 to 12 pounds........................ .1433 .1600

Brooklyn............................................... Sliced.......... ............................................... .1950 .1933
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2050
Sliced.......................................................... .2200 .2250
Whole, 12 to 14 pounds............................. .1733 .1833

Buffalo................................................... Armour’s, best, sliced............................... .2000 .2500
.2133Sliced.......................................................... .1967

Sliced.......................................................... .1967 .2000
Sliced.......................................................... .2233 .2417
Whole, 10 to 16 pounds............................. . 1179 .1292

Flushing................................................ Sliced.......................................................... . 2200 • .2200
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2292
Sliced.......................................................... .1375 .1396
Sugar-cured, whole, 10 to 12 pounds........ .1683 .1667

New York.............................................. Sugar-cured, whole, 10 to 15 pounds.......... .1500 .1525
Sugar-cured, whole, 10 to 16 pounds........ .1567 .1658
Whole, 8 to 20 pounds............................... .1833 .2017
Whole, 10 to 12 pounds............................. .1458 . 1592
Whole, 10 to 15 pounds............................. .1517 .1800

Rochester.............................................. Sugar-cured, whole, 11 to 12 pounds........ .1292 .1442
Whole, average 11 pounds........................ .1283 .1650
Whole, 10 pounds...................................... .1188 .1325

Syracuse................................................ Sliced.......................................................... .1800 .1867
Swift’s, sugar-cured, whole, 10 to 14 .1667 .1700

pounds.
Wnole, 10 to 14 pounds............................. .1400 .1600

OHIO.

Cincinnati.............................................. Sliced........................................................ . .2000 .1850
Whole, 10 to 25 pounds.............................. .1600 .1683
Whole, 7 to 16 pounds............................... .1425 .1533
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T a b l e  I — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

PO R K , SALT, B A H , P E R  POUND—Continued.

RETAIL PEICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

ohio—concluded.
Cleveland................................................. Sugar-cured, Armour's Star, whole, 16 $0.1600 $0.1700

pounds.
Sugar-cured, whole, 16 pounds.................. .1388 .1667
Sugar-cured, whole, 16 pounds.................
Whole, 16 pounds........................................

.1383 .1600

.1342 .1467
Toledo....................................................... Sliced............................................................. .1800 .1867

.2000Sliced............................................................. .1800
Sliced............................................................. .1950 .2000

OREGON.
Portland................................................... Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2000

.2000Sliced............................................................. .2000
Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2167

PENNSYLVANIA.
Allegheny................................................. Sliced............................................................. .1750 .1800

.2000Sugar-cured, sliced...................................... .1867
Sugar-cured, whole, 14 to 18 pounds......... .1250 .1508

Philadelphia............................................ Whole, average 9 pounds........................... .1525 .1583
Whole, average 10* pounds.......................... .1467 .1650
Whole, average 10 pounds.......................... .1267 .1467
Whole, average 16 pounds.......................... .1483 .1600
Whole, average 18 pounds.......................... .1458 .1508

Pittsburg................................................. Sliced............................................................. .1917 .2425
Sliced............................................................. .1883 .2125
Sliced........................: ................................... .1933 .2200

Scranton................................................... Sliced............................................................. .2000 .2000
Sliced............................................................. .2333 .2425
Whole, average 14£ pounds.......................
Sliced............... .......................................

.1500 .1658
W ilkes-Bar re......................................... .2000 .2000

Whole, average 12 | pounds...................... .1400 .1583
Whole, average 14 pounds........................ .1400 .1558

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................ Sliced......................................................... .2500 .2075
Sliced......................................................... .2500 .2717
Whole, 8 to 15 pounds............................... .1500 .1600
Whole, 12 to 15 pounds............................. .1500 .1500

SOUTH CAROLINA.
Charleston............................................. Sliced......................................................... .1333 .1629

Sugar-cured, whole, 12 to 16 pounds........ .1617 .1600
Whole, 6 to 8 pounds................................ .1400 .1604

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls......................................... Sliced.......................................................... .2150 .2167
Sliced......................................................... .2133 .2100
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2050

TENNESSEE.
Memphis.............................................. Sugar-cured, whole, 10 to 12 pounds........ .1458 .1592

Wrhole, 8 to 12 pounds............................... .1425 .1525
Whole, 8 to 12 pounds. . . ; ........................ .1583 .1642

Nashville............................................... Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sugar-cured, whole, 12 to 20 pounds........ .1448 .1563
Whole, 10 to 12 pounds............................. .1350 .1442

TEXAS.
Dallas................................................... Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2000

Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sugar-cured, whole, 10 to 14 pounds........ .1229 .1500

San Antonio........................................ Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2500
Sliced......................................................... .2000 .2500
Sugar-cured, Gold Band, sliced................ .2000 .2000

UTAH.
Salt Lake City....................................... Sliced...................................................... .2000 .2500

Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced.......................................................... .2500 .2500

VIRGINIA.
Norfolk.................................................. Sliced...................................................... .1853 .1883

Whole, 5 to 10 pounds............................... .1533 .1600

Richmond..............................................
Whoic, 6 to 10 pounds............................... .1508 .1800
Whole, 6 to 8 pounds............................... .1517 .1717
Whole, 7 to 8 pounds................................. .1542 .1600
Whole, 8 to 12 pounds............................... .1583 .1783
Whole, average 9 pounds......................... .1325 .1500
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

PO R K , SALT, HAM, P E R  POUND—Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................... Slieed.......................................................... $0.2000 $0.2000
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Slieed.......................................................... .2000 .2292

Tacoma.................................................. Slieed......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2375
Sugar-eured, whole, 12 to 16 pounds........ .1488 .1642

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling................................................ Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Sliced.......................................................... .2000 .2500
Whole, average 10 pounds......................... .1321 .1492

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. Armour’s Star, whole, 10 to 12 pounds... .1700 .1800
Layton’s, whole, average 15 pounds........ .1417 .1583
Whole, 5 to 7 pounds................................ .1617 .1667
Whole, 6 to 8  pounds................................. .1308 .1400

POTATOES, IR IS H , P E R  PECK.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.....................

Montgomery....................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock.......................

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles......................

San Francisco...................

COLORADO.

Denver.......................................

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven................................

DELAWARE.

Wilmington...............................

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington...............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville...............................

GEORGIA.

Atlanta.....................................

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.......................................

Irish.
Irish
Irish.
Irish.
Irish,
Irish,

Irish
Irish
Irish

Sold by the 190 pounds.............................
Sold by the 100 pounds.............................
Sold by the 100 pounds.............................
Sold by the pound.....................................
Sold by the 100 pounds.............................
Sold by the pound in 25 and 50 cent lo ts.. 
Sold by the pound in 25 and 50 cent lots..

Sold by the 100 pounds.............................
Sold by the 100 pounds.............................
Sold by the 100 pounds.............................

Irish,
Irish.
Irish,

Irish.
Irish,
Irish.

Irish.
Irish,
Irish,

Irish.
Irish,
Irish.

Irish
Irish
Irish

Irish
Irish
Irish
Irish.
Irish.
Irish.

$0.2750 $0.2792
.3250 .2875
.2875 .3042
.2667 .3083
.2792 .3083
.3000 .3000

.2458 .2500

.2042 .2167

.2417 .2250

.2150 .2881

.2625 .2719

.2225 .2456

.3000 .3500

.2625 .2969

.3000 .3625

.3000 .3625

.1219 . 1638

.1550 .2038

.1681 .2119

.3058 .2125

.3150 .2700

.2958 .2792

.2667 .2708

.2958 .2833

.3125 .3208

.2500 .2775

.2692 .2792

.2808 .3000

.2958 .2875

.3000 .3000

.3167 .3333

.2158 .2775

.2258 .2500

.2792 .2750

.1800 .1467

.1688 : .1467

.1592 .1750

.1692 .1567

.2000 . 1625

.1783 .2000
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POTATOES, IR IS H , P E R  PECK—Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 2 0 5

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

Illinois—concluded.

Peoria.................................................... Irish.......................................................... 10.2542 $0.2858
Irish.......................................................... .2458 .2492
Irish.......................................................... .2400 .2300
Irish.......................................................... .2458 .2425

INDIANA.

Indianapolis.......................................... Irish.......................................................... .2083 .2050
Irish.......................................................... .2333 .2375
Irish........................................................... .2267 .2133
I r is h ........................................................ .2333 .2408
Irish.......................................................... .2092 .2242
Irish........................................................... .2458 .2367

IOWA.

Irish.......................................................... .2083 .2008
Irish........................................................... .1958 .2050
Irish........................................................... .1883 .1900

Dilbuque................................... . Irish.......................................................... .2500 .2042
Irish.......................................................... .2458 .1875
Irish.......................................................... .2708 .2000

KANSAS.

Irish.......................................................... .1700 .2042
Irish.......................................................... .1725 .2025
Irish........................................................... .1750 .2333

KENTUCKY.

Irish........................................................... .2092 .2117
Irish........................................................... .3125 .2958
Irish.......................................................... .2229 .2283

LOUISIANA.

TSew Orleans.......................................... Irish........................................................... .2688 .2408
Irish.......................................................... ..3500 .3500
Sold by the pound..................................... .2750 .2750
Sold by the pound.................................... .3063 .3000

MAINE.

P ortlan d .............................................. Irish........................................................... .2167 .2142
Irish.......................................................... .1867 .2442
Irish.......................................................... .1942 .2367

MARYLAND.

Baltimore................................. . Irish.................... ..................................... .2500 .2400
Irish.......................................................... .2400 .2400
Irish.......................................................... .2192 .2133
Irish.......................................................... .2283 .2525

MASSACHUSETTS.

B oston......... ........................................ Irish.......................................................... .1800 .2375
Irish.......................................................... .2100 .2700
Irish.......................................................... .2583 .2650
Irish.......................................................... .1950 .2425

Fall River............................................. Irish.......................................................... .2925 .3000
Irish.......................................................... .3192 .2617
Irish.......................................................... .2675 .3042

Lynn....... .............................................. Irish.......................................................... .1867 .1808
Irish.......................................................... .1950 .2600
Irish.......................................................... .2367 .2725

Malden................................................... Irish.......................................................... .1800 .2375
Irish.......................................................... .1933 .2750

W orcester................-............................ Irish.......................................................... .2633 .2600
Irish.......................................................... .2792 .2625
Irish.......................................................... .2783 .2500

MICHIGAN.

D etroit.................................................. Irish........................................................... .1600 .2125
Irish........................................................... 1575 .2083
Irish........................................................... .1775 .2342

Grand Rapids....................................... Irish........................-................................ .1683 .1825
Irish........................................................... .1908 .1600
Irish........................................................... .1583 .1800

MINNESOTA.

Duluth.................................................. Irish........................................................... .1858 .2117
Irish........................................................... .1383 .1417
Irish........................................................... .1492 .1442

Minneapolis.......................................... Irish....................................................... .1558 .1692
Irish........................................................... .1217 .1792
Irish........................................................... .1417 .1800
Irish........................................................... .1617 .1575

St. Paul................................................. Irish........................................................... .1858 .1775
Irish........................................................... .1458 .1817
Irish.......................................................... .1225 .1750
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T a b l e  I — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

POTATOES, IR IS H , P E R  PECK—Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................................... Irish........................................................... $0.2292
.1842

$0.2125
.1967Irish...........................................................

Irish........................................................... .1750 .2667
St. Louis............................................... Irish........................................................... .2158 .2000

.2417Irish........................................................... .2250
Irish........................................................... .2375 .2333
Irish........................................................... .2342 .2083

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Sold by the 10ft pounds............................. .1681
.1913

.2156

.2400Sold by the 100 pounds.............................
Sold by the 100 pounds............................. .1844 .2231

NEBRASKA.

Omaha.................................................. Irish........................................................... .1717 .1750
.1750Irish........................................................... .1708

Irish........................................................... .1758 .1758
NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester........ .. _.............................. Irish........................................................... .2850 .2742
.2400Irish........................................................... .2550

Irish........................................................... .1875 .2450
NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................ .3408
.3500

.3250

.3483Irish...........................................................
Irish........................................................... .3500 .3500

Trenton................................................. Irish........................................................... .2708 .2417
Irish........................................................... .1858 .2258
Irish........................................................... .2800 .2750

NEW YORK.

Albany.................................................. Irish........................................................... .2625 .2525
Irish........................................................... .3150 .2917
Irish........................................................... .2917 .2833

Brooklyn.............................................. Irish......................................................... : .3808 .3725
Irish........................................................... .3508 .3608
Irish........................................................... .2542 .2625

Buffalo............................................ Trish .................................................................. .2008 .2267
.1725Irish........................................................... .2058

Irish........................................................... .1883 .2400
Irish........................................................... .1950 .2458

Flushing........................................... Irish ....................................................... .3625 .3458
Irish........................................................... .3667 .3792
Irish........................................................... .3858 .4250

N ew  Y ork........-............................ I r is h  ........................................................ .3458 .4250
Irish.............................. 7........................... .2000 .2000
Irish........................................................... .3417 .3833
Irish........................................................... .3250 .3333
Sold by the quart...................................... .6800 .6400
Sold by the quart...................................... .6067 .5867

Rochester.............................................. Irish ......................................................... .1658 .2050
Irish........................................................... .1775 .2092
Irish........................................................... .1592 .2042

Syracuse...................................... Trish ................................ ............. .1900 .1767
Irish........................................................... .1742 .1758
Irish................................. ......................... .1700 .2325

OHIO.

Cincinnati............................................. Irish ...................................................... .2333 .2375
Irish........................................................... .2792 .2375
Irish........................................................... .2542 .2375
Irish........................................................... .2583 .2625

C le v e la n d  ....................................... _ . Irish ...................................................... .2175 .2375
Irish........................................................... .1833 .2425
Irish........................................................... .2050 .2233
Irish........................................................... .1725 .1983

T o le d o  ............................................. Irish ....................................................... .1958 .2108
Irish........................................................... .2092 .2033

OREGON.

Portland............................................... Sold by the pound, in 25-cent and 50-cent .2875 .2375
lots.

Sold by the pound, in 25-cent and 50-cent .2719 .2061
lots.

Sold by the pound, in 25 cent and 50-cent .2750 .2063
lots.

PENNSYLVANIA.

A lle g h e n y  ..................... Irish........................................................... .2417 .2542
Irish........................................................... .1867 .1967
Irish........................................................... .2250 .2417

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



T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 297

POTATOES, IR IS H , P E R  PECK—Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

PENNSYLVANIA—concluded.

Philadelphia........................................ Irish........................................................... $0.2550 $0.2425
Irish........................................................... .2600 .2567
Irish........................................................... .3083 .3125
Irish........................................................... .2800 .2725
Irish........................................................... .3092 .3067
Irish........................................................... .3208 .3208
Irish........................................................... .2700 .2692

Pittsburg.............................................. Irish........................................................... .2075 .2375
Irish........................................................... .2208 .2625
Irish........................................................... .2133 .2292

Scranton............................................... Irish........................................................... .2667 .2583
Irish........................................................... .2167 .2058
Irish........................................................... .1892 .2075

Wilkes-Barre....................................... Irish........................................................... . 2375 .2517
Ir ish .!....................................................... .1875 .2292
Irish........................................................... .2167 .2167

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................. Irish........................................................... .2958 .2250
Irish........................................................... .2783 .2975
Irish........................................................... .2942 .2933

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Irish........................................................... .3900 .3625
Irish........................................................... .2708 .2450
Irish........................................................... .2892 .2917

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Irish........................................................... .1667 .1604
Irish........................................................... .1479 .1667
Irish........................................................... .1613 .1417

TENNESSEE.

Memphis............................................... Irish........................................................... .2417 .2417
Irish........................................................... .2625 .2583
Irish........................................................... .2250 ' .2250

Nashville............................................... Irish........................................................... .2550 .2633
Irish........................................................... .2292 .2308
Irish........................................................... .2083 .2042

TEXAS.

Irish........................................................... .2458 .2875.................. ........................
Irish........................................................... .2333 .2292
Irish........................................................... .2625 .2792

San Antonio.......................................... Irish........................................................... .2917 .2958
Irish........................................................... .3333 .3000
Irish........................................................... .2958 .3333

UTAH.

Salt Lake City....................................... Irish........................................................... .2792 .2875
Irish........................................................... .1917 .2292
Irish........................................................... .2250 .2625

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Irish........................................................... .2042 .2667
Irish........................................................... .2625 .2500
Irish........................................................... .2333 .2958

Richmond.............................................. Irish........................................................... .2333 .2667
Irish........................................................... .2500 .2500
Irish........................................................... .2250 .2833

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................... Irish........................................................... .2792 .2667
Irish........................................................... .2500 .2250
Irish........................................................... .2242 .2742

Tacoma.................................................. Sold in 100-pound lots............................... .1956 .2175
Sold in 100-pound lots............................... .2288 .1819

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling................................................ Irish........................................................... .1675 .2083
Irish........................................................... .1758 .1950
Irish........................................................... .1917 .2000

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee.............................................. Irish........................................................... .2208 .1967
Irish........................................................... .1717 .1892
Irish........................................................... .2075 .1542
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T a ble  I .—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued. 

P R U N E S , P E R  P O U N ® .

State and locality.

Birmingham. 

Montgomery.

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock.

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles__

San Francisco..

COLORADO.

Denver..

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven.

DELAWARE.

Wilmington................................

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Washington...............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville..

Atlanta.

Chicago. 

Peoria..

Indianapolis.. 

Terre Haute..

Bes Moines. 

Dubuque__

Topeka.

KENTUCKY.

Louisville..

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans.

Portland.

MARYLAND.

Baltimore.

30s to 40s.. 
60s to 70s.. 
40s to 50s.. 
60s to 70s..

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s. 
70s to  80s. 
70s to 80s.

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.

60s to 70s. 
80s to 90s. 
80s to  90s.

Description.

60s to 70s.. 
60s to 70s..

60s to 70s.. 
60s to 70s.. 
60s to 70s.. 
60s to 70s..

60s to 70s.. 
60s to  70s.. 
60s to 70s.. 
60s to 70s..

60s to 70s.. 
60s to 70s..

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.,

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.

50s to 60s. 
50s to 60s.

60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s. 
60s to 70s.

Average price.

1905.

SO. 1250
1000
1000
0833

.0967

.0833

.0525

.0625

.0452

.0500

.0500

.0500

.1063

.0867

.1000

.0833

.1000

.0850

.0700

.1000

.1000

.1000

.0800

.1000

.1250

.0833

.1000

.0863

.0750

.0750

.1000

.0800

.1000

.0833

.0600

.0833

.1000

.1000

.1000

.0933

.0800

.0833

.0833

.0800

.0800

.1000

.0667

.1000

.1000

.1033

.1000

.0725

.1000

1906.

$0.1250
.1000
.1000
.1000

.1000

.0833

.0681

.0669

.0025

.0600

.0500

.1250

.0925

.1000

.0900

.1000

.0917

.0925

.1075

.1100

.1200

.0833 . 1000 

.1250

.0833

.1000

.0750

.0750

.0750

.1000

.0900

.1000

.0903

.0800

.0833

.1000

.1000

.0875

.0933

.0833

.0833

.0800

.0800

.1000

.0800

.1000

.1000

.1050

.1000

.0967

.1000
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1900—Continued.

P R U N E S , P E R  P O U N D —Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston................................................... 60s to 70s................  ............... $0.0708 $0.0700
60s to 70s................................................... .0800 .0933
60s to 70s................................................... .0750 .1000

Fall River.............................................. 60s to 70s................................................... .0600 .0633
60s to 70s................................................... .0700 .0700
60s to 70s. . ........... .1000 . 1000
70s to 80s................................................... .0725 .0700

Malden................................................... 60s to 70s................................................... .0800 .0800
60s to 70s................................................... .1000 .1000

Worcester.............................................. 40s to 50s................................................... .1200 .1200
60s t  o 70s................................................... .1300 .1300
60s to 70s........................................ . ......... .0900 .0900

MICHIGAN.

Detroit.................................................. 60s.............................................................. .0825 .0892
60s to 70s, sold in 3-pound lots................. .0833 .0833

Grand Rapids....................................... 50s to 60s................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s................................................... .1000 .1000

MINNESOTA.

Duluth................................................... 60s to 70s................................................... .0700 .0700
60s to 70s................................................... .0900 .1000

Minneapolis........................................... 50s to 60s................................................... .1000 .1000
50s to 60s................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s................................................... .0800 .0800
60s to 70s................................................... .1000 .1000

St. Paul................................................. 50s to 60s................................................... .0800 . 1000
50s to 60s, sold in 3-pound lots................. .0833 .0833

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................................... 60s to 70s................................................... .0500 .0533
60s to 70s................................................... .0658 .0833

St. Louis................................................ 60s to 70s................................................... .0750 .0750
60s to 70s................................................... .0750 .0750
60s to 70s................................................... .1000 .1000

MONTANA.

B u tte..................................................... 60s to 70s................................................ .0800 .1083
60s to 70s, sold in 3-pound lots................. .0833 .0883

NEBRASKA.

Omaha................................................... 60s to 70s................................................... .0800 .0800
60s to 70s................................................... .1000 .1000

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester............................................ 60s to 70s..................... -............................ .0725 .0867
60s to 70s................................................... .0750 .0667

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................ 60s to 70s................................................... .0742 .0800
60s to 70s................................................... .0800 .0900

Trenton................................................. 60s to 70s................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s, sold in 3-pound lo ts................. .0833 .0833

NEW YORK.

Albany.................................................. 40s to 50s................................................... .1000 .1200
50s to 60s................................................... .089? .0800

Brooklyn............................................... 50s to 60s................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s................................................... .0800 .0800

Buffalo.................................................. 60s to 70s................................................... .0800 .0800
60s to 70s................................................... .0700 .0808

Flushing................................................ 40s to 50s................................................... .1200 .1200
50s to 60s................................................... .1000 .1000

New York............................................. 50s to 60s................................................... .0642 .0600
60s to 70s................................................... .0875 .0967
50s to 60s................................................... .1000 .1000
50s to 60s................................................... .1000 .1200
45s to 55s. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1200 .1200

Rochester.............................................. 50s to 60s................................................... .1200 .1050
60s to 70s................................................... .0800 .0983
60s to 70s.................................................... .1000 .0800

Syracuse................................................ 60s to 70s................................................... .0833 .1000
60s to 70s................................................... .0800 .1000

OHIO.

Cincinnati.............................................. 60s to 70s................................................... .0833 .0833
60s to 70s................................................... .1000 .0900
60s to 70s................................................... .0850 .1000

Cleveland............................................... 50s to 60s................................................... .1300 .1300
50s to 60s................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s................................................... .1000 .1000

Toledo................................................... 60s to 70s.................. ................................ .0800 .0800
60s to 70s.................................................... .0800 .0900
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

P R U N E S , P E R  P O U N D —Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

OREGON.
Portland................................................... 60s to 70s...................................................... $0.0575 $0.0896

.077560s to 70s...................................................... .0575
PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny................................................. 60s to 70s...................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s...................................................... .0800 .0800
60s to 70s...................................................... .1000 .1000

Philadelphia............................................ 60s to 70s...................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s...................................................... .0900 .0900
60s to 70s...................................................... .0900 .0900

Pittsburg................................................. 60s to 70s...................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s...................................................... .1000 .1000

Scranton................................................... 60s to 70s...................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s....................................................... .0700 .0700

Wilkes-Barre.......................................... 60s to 70s....................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s....................................................... .0900 .1000

RHODE ISLAND.
Providence........... .................................. 60s to 70s....................................................... .1000 .0933

60s to 70s...................................................... .1000 .1000
SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................... 60s to 70s..................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s...................................................... .1000 .1000

SOUTH DAKOTA.
Sioux Falls............................................... 60s to 70s....................................................... .1000 .1000

60s to 70s...................................................... .0833 .0833
TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................... 40s to 50s....................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s...................................................... .0800 .0800

Nashville.................................................. 50s to 60s, sold in 3-pound lots................ .0833 .0833
70s to 80s__1................................................ .0800 .0800

TEXAS.
Balias....................................................... 60s to 70s................................................... .1000 .1000

60s to 70s...................................................... .0944 .1000
San Antonio............................................ 60s to 70s....................................................... .0861 .1000

60s to 70s...................................................... .0833 .0833
Ut a h .

Salt Lake City......................................... 60s to 70s...................................................... .0700 .1000
60s to 70s....................................................... .0833 .1000

VIRGINIA.
Norfolk..................................................... 60s to 70s....................................................... .1000 .1000

60s to 70s....................................................... .0800 .1000
Bichmond................................................ 40s to 50s....................................................... .1000 .1000

60s to 70s...................................................... .1000 .1000
WASHINGTON.

Seattle...................................................... 60s to 70s...................................................... .0600 -.0600
60s to 70s...................................................... .0500 .0583
60s to 70s...................................................... .0764 .0833

Tacoma.................................................... 60s to 70s...................................................... .0660 .0833
60s to 70s....................................................... .0833 .0833

WEST VIRGINIA.
Wheeling.............................. ................... 60s to 70s....................................................... .1000 .1000

60s to 70s...................................................... .0833 .0833
WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee................................................ 60s to 70s....................................................... .1000 .1000
60s to 70s....................................................... .0600 .0717

R I C E , P E R  P O U N D *

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.

Montgomery,

ARKANSAS. 

Little Bock.....................

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles,

Louisiana, head 
Louisiana, head 
Carolina, head.. 
Louisiana, head

Louisiana, head 
Louisiana, head

Carolina, head.. 
Louisiana, head

$ 0 .0 8 0 0 $ 0 .0 8 0 0
.0 8 3 3 .0 8 3 3
.0 6 6 7 .0 6 2 5
.0 7 3 3 .0 7 7 5

.0 8 7 2 .0 8 3 3

.0 8 3 3 .0 8 3 3

.0 8 0 0 .0 8 0 0

.0 8 3 3 .0 8 3 3
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

R I C E , P E R  P O U N D —Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

California—concluded.

San Francisco........................................ Carolina, head........................................... $0.1000 $0.1000
Japan, head............................................... .0600 .0600
Japan,head............................................... .0500 .0583
Louisiana, head......................................... .0833 .0833
Sandwich Island, head............................. .0600 .0600
Sandwich Island, head............................. .0600 .0600

COLORADO.

Denver................................................... Carolina, head........................................... .0925 .0925
Japan, head, sold in 3-pound lots............ .0833 .0833

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven........................................... Carolina, head........................................... .0900 .10 00
Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000

DELAWARE.

Wilmington........................................... Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000
Carolina or Louisiana, head..................... .1000 .10 00

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington........................................... Carolina, head........................................... .0900 .0958
Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000
Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville........................................... Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0800
Carolina', head........................................... .0800 .0800
Japan, broken........................................... .0508 .0500

GEORGIA. -

Atlanta.................................................. Carolina, head, sold in 2-pound lots........ .0750 .0750
Louisiana, head............ ............................ .0733 .0900
Louisiana, head........................................ .0833 .1000

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.................................................. Louisiana, broken..................................... .0800 .0800
Louisiana, broken.................................... .0650 .0650
Louisiana, head........................................ .0950 .10 00
Louisiana, head........................................ .1000 .1000
Louisiana, head........................................ .0900 .0942

Peoria.................................................... Carolina, head........................................... .0750 .0800
Louisiana, head........................................ .0800 .10 00
Louisiana, head........................................ .10 00 .1000

INDIANA.

Indianapolis.......................................... Carolina, head............. . ............................ .10 00 .10 00
Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000

Terre Haute.......................................... Carolina, head........................................... . 1000 .10 00
Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0833

IOWA.

Des Moines............................................ Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1208
Carolina, head........................................... .0800 .0800

Dubuque...................... - ....................... Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0833
Carolina, head........................................... .0800 .0800
Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0833

KANSAS. /
Topelca............... ................................ Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .10 00

Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0833
KENTUCKY.

Louisville.............................................. Carolina, head........................................... .0764 .0833
Carolina, head........................................... .0917 .0833

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans......................................... Louisiana, head........................................ .0750 .0750
Louisiana, head........................................ .0750 .0750

MAINE.

Portland................................................ Carolina, head........................................... .0900 .0900
Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000

MARYLAND.

Baltimore.............................................. Carolina, head........................................... .0700 .0783
Louisiana, head........................................ .0650 .0750
Louisiana, head........................................ .0800 .0800
Louisiana, head........................................ .0750 .0750

MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston................................................... Carolina, head........................................... .0900 .0900
Carolina, head........................................... .0717 .0800
Carolina, head........................................... .0817 .0900

Fall River.............................................. Carolina, head........................................... .0900 .0900
Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1 9 0 5  AND 1 9 0 6 — Continued.

R I C E , P E R  P O I N D —Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MASSACHUSETTS—concluded.

Lynn......................................................... Carolina, Lead.............................................. $0.0800 $0.0800
Carolinâ  head.............................................. .0908 .1000

Mfl.ldftn . ................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .0900 .1000
Carolinâ  head.............................................. .1000 .1000
Carolina, head.............................................. .0900 .0942
Carolinâ  head.............................................. .0900 .0900

MICHIGAN.
Japan,head.................................................. .0650 .0750
Louisiana, head........................................... .0833 .0900

Grand Rapids......................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000
Carolinâ  head'............................................. .1000 .1000
Carolina, head..............- ............................. .0900 .0900

MINNESOTA.
Duluth...................................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .0933 .1000

Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000
Minneapolis............................................ Caroline , head.............................................. .1000 .1000

Carolinâ  head.............................................. .0800 .0800
Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000
Carolina, head, sold in 3-pound lots......... .0833 .0833

St. Paul... ........................................ Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000
Japan......................................................... .0800 .0800
Japan............................................................ .0800 .0800
Japan, sold in 3-pound lots........................ .0833 .0833

MISSOURI.
Kansas City............................................. Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000

Carolinâ  head.............................................. .1000 .1125
St. Louis.................................................. Louisiana, head........................................... .1000 .1000

Louisiana, head........................................... .1000 .1000
Louisiana, head........................................... .1000 .1000

MONTANA.
Butte........................................................ Carolina, head, sold in 2-pound lots......... .1250 .1250

Louisiana, head........................................... .1000 .1083
NEBRASKA.

Omaha...................................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .0833 .0833
Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000

NEW HAMPSHIRE.
Manchester.............................................. Carolina, head.............................................. .0850 .1000

Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0800
NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0800
Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000

Trenton.................................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0800
Carolina, head.............................................. .0867 .0800

NEW YORK.
Albany...................................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0700

Carolina, head.............................................. .0900 .1000
Brooklyn................................................. Carolina, head............................................. .0800 .0800

Carolina, head............................................. .0800 .0800
Buffalo..................................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0800

Carolina, head.......•..................................... .0900 .0900
Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000

Flushing................................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000
Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000

New York................................................ Carolina, head.............................................. .0900 .0900
Carolina, head.............................................. .0817 .0800
Louisiana, head........................................... .0792 .0875
Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0800
Carolina, head.............................................. .0867 .1000

Rochester................................................. Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0900
Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000
Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0808

Syracuse................................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .1000 .1000
Japan, head................................................. .0800 .0800

OHIO.
Cincinnati................................................ Carolina, head.............................................. .0900 .0900

Carolina, head............................. ‘............... .0800 .0800
Carolina, head.............................................. -0900 .0900

Cleveland.................................................. Carolina, head............................................. .0900 .0900
Carolina, head............................................. .0812 .0900
Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0800
Carolina, head.............................................. .0600 .0700

Toledo...................................................... Carolina, head.............................................. .0800 .0900
Carolina, head.............................................. .0867 .0867
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T a b u s  I _____ RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

RICE, P E R  POEN®—Concluded.

RETAIL PRICES OP FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

OREGON.

Portland................................................ Louisiana, head........................................ $0.0683 $0.0800
.1000Louisiana! head........................................ .0883

PENNSYLVANIA.

Carolina, head........................................... .0900 .1000
.1000Carolina! head........................................... .1000

Philadelphia.......................................... Carolina, head........................................... .0800 .0800
.0900Carolina! head........................................... .0900

Carolina, head...........................................
Carolina, head...........................................

.1000 .1000

.0800 .0800
Carolina, head........................................... .0844 .0900
Carolina, head, sold in 3-pound lo ts........
Carolina, head...........................................

.0833 .0833

.1000 .1000
.0900Carolina! head........................................... .0900

Scranton................................................ Carolina, head........................................... .1200 .1200
.1200Carolina! head........................................... .1000

Carolina, head........................................... .0800 .0800
.0800Carolina! head........................................... .0800

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................ Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000
Carolina! head........................................... .0800 .0800

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Carolina, head........................................... .0542 .0617
.0600Carolina, head........................................... .0417

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Palls................. ............-............ Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0900
Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0958

TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................ Louisiana, head......................................... .0833 .0833
Louisiana, head......................................... .0833 .0833
Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0833

N a s h v ille ............................................... Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0833
Louisiana, head........................................ .0944 .0833

TEXAS.

Dallas...................................... ............. Domestic, head.......................................... .0808 .1000
Louisiana, head......................................... .1000 .1000

San Antonio.......................................... L ou isian a, h e a d ............................................ .0700 .0833

UTAH.
Louisiana, head........................................ .0700 .0700

Salt Lake City....................................... Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000
Japan, head, sold in 25-cent lots............... .0625 .0833

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000
Carolina, head........................................... .0800 .0867

Richmond.............................................. Carolina, head.......................................... .0800 .0800
Carolina, head........................................... .0800 .0800
Carolina, head........................................... .0800 .0800

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................. Carolina, head........................................... .1000 .1000
Japan, head............................................... .0700 .0700

Tacoma................................................. Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0833
Japan, No. 1.............................................. .0517 .0600

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling................................................ Carolina, head........................................... .0833 .0833
Louisiana, head........................................ .0833 .0833

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. Carolina, head........................................... .0892 .1000
Carolina, head........................................... .0900 .0900
Japan, head............................................... .0500 .0592

SHUAR, GRANULATED, P E R  POUND.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.......................................... Granulated................................................ $0.0560 $0.0604
Granulated................................................ .0579 .0575
Granulated................................................ .0569 .0577

Montgomery.......................................... Granulated................................................ .0600 .0600
Granulated................................................ .0579 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0500 .0500
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

S I J G A A y  G R A N U L A T E S J D *  P E R  P O U N D — C o n t i n u e d .

Average price.
State and locality.

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock................................

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles................................

San Francisco............................

COLORADO.

Denver.......................................

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven................................

DELAWARE.

Wilmington...............................

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Washington...............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville..............................

GEORGIA.

Atlanta.....................................

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.....................................

Peoria.........

Indianapolis 

Terre Haute

Des Moines. 

Dubuque...

fcSfci

INDIANA.

IOWA.

KANSAS.

Topeka............................

KENTUCKY.

Louisville........................

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans,

Description.

Granulated
Granulated
Granulated

Sold in $1 lots. 
Sold in $1 lots. 
Sold in $1 lots. 
Sold in $1 lots. 
Sold in $1 lots. 
Sold in $1 lots 
Sold in $1 lots

Sold in SI lots 
Sold in SI lots 
Sold in SI lots

Granulated
Granulated.
Granulated,

Granulated.. 
Granulated . 
Granulated.

Granulated. 
Granulated, 
Granulated

Granulated 
Granulated, 
Granulated.

Granulated
Granulated
Granulated

Granulated
Granulated
Granulated
Granulated
Granulated
Granulated
Granulated
Granulated
Granulated

Granulated.
Granulated.
Granulated
Granulated
Granulated
Granulated

Sold in $1 lots, 
Sold iif SI lots, 
Sold in SI lots, 
Granulated...  
Granulated... 
Granulated...

Granulated
Granulated
Granulated

Granulated
Granulated
Granulated

Granulated
Granulated
Granulated
Granulated,

1905. 1906.

SO.0581 SO.0600
.0642 .0550
.0625 .0567

.0603 .0591

.0593 .0549

.0578 .0533

.0561 .0562

.0562 .0500

.0543 .0496

.0554 .0513

.0649 .0579

.0649 .0585

.0649 .0614

.0600 .0600

.0650 .0600

.0667 .0667

.0533 .0550

.0583 .0550

.0571 .0550

.0585 .0500

.0613 .0538

.0625 .0525

.0600 ' .0600

.0585 .0596

.0600 .0600

.0550 .0550

.0589 .0550

.0571 .0550

.0538 .0538

.0504 .0500

.0600 .0517

.0571 .0500

.0575 .0500

.0621 .0621

.0633 .0613

.0625 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0600 .0600

.0625 .0617

.0533 .0533

.0567 .0567

.0558 .0594

.0642 .0621

.0579 .0556

.0600 .0561

.0598 .0561

.0615 .0602

.0735 .0602

.0585 .0617

.0606 .0550

.0608 .0579

.0619 .0515

.0533 .0517

.0558 .0571

.0620 .0571

.0700 .0600

.0517 .0493

.0600 .0600

.0579 .0550
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MAINE.
Granulated................................................... SO. 0654 SO. 0600
Granulated................................................... .0668 .0579
Granulated................................................... .0646 .0571

MARYLAND.
Granulated.................................................. .0571 .0500
Granulated................................................... .0550 .0500
Granulated.................................................. .0571 .0550
Granulated.................................................. .0513 .0500

MASSACHUSETTS.
Granulated.................................................. .0604 .0542
Granulated.................................................. .0596 .0550
Granulated.................................................. .0617 .0525
Granulated.................................................. .0600 .0508
Granulated.................................................. .0567 .0588
Granulated.................................................. .0521 .0525
Sold in $1 lots.............................................. .0510 .0505
Granulated.................................................. .0592 .0517
Granulated.................................................. .0604 .0563
Granulated................................................... .0567 .0538
Granulated............................................; __ .0592 .0521
Granulated.........' ........................................ .0592 .0521
Granulated................................................... .0546 .0583
Granulated................................................... .0588 .0550
Granulated................................................... .0600 .0550

MICHIGAN.
Granulated. . . . . . . , ____________________ .0590 .0521
Granulated................................................... .0617 .0567
Granulated................................................... .0600 .0550
Sold in $1 lots........... ............................... .0584 .0556

Grand "Rapids......................................... Granulated................................................... .0650 .0579
Granulated................................................... .0633 .0567
Granulated................................................... .0600 .0550

MINNESOTA.
Duluth...................................................... Sold in SI lots............................................... .0681 .0607

Sold in SI lots............................................... .0622 .0597
Sold in SI lots............................................... .0573 .0594

Minneapolis.............................................. Sold in SI lots............................................... .0645 .0580
Sold in SI lots............................................... .0645 .0580
Sold in SI lots............................................... .0645 .0580
Sold in SI lots............................................... .0540 .0569

St. Paul.................................................... Sold in SI lots............................................... .0575 .0578
Sold in SI lots............................................... .0565 .0564

MISSOURI.
Kansas City............................................. Granulated................................................... .0558 .0508

Granulated.................................................. .0544 .0517
Granulated................................................... .0563 .0583

St. Louis................................................... Granulated................................................... .0633 .0600
Granulated.................................................. .0617 .0527
Granulated................................................... .0625 .0642
Granulated................................................... .0646 .0596

MONTANA.
Butte........................................................ Sold in SI lots............................................... .0786 .0671

Sold in SI lots............................................... .0787 .0676
Sold in SI lots............................................... .0747 .0737

NEBRASKA.
Omaha...................................................... Granulated................................................... .0583 .0571

Granulated.................................................. .0619 .0575
Granulated................................................... .0623 .0592

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester.............................................. Granulated.................................................. .0625 .0600
Granulated................................................... .0596 .0542
Granulated.................................................. .0575 .0513

NEW JERSEY.
Jersey City............................................... Granulated................................................... .0621 .0554

Granulated.................................................. .0567 .0521
Granulated................................................... .0604 .0600

Trenton.................................................... Granulated................................................... .0613 .0550
Granulated.............................. .................... .0575 .0550
Granulated................................... ............... .0608 .0550

NEW YORK.
Albany...................................................... Granulated.................................................. .0550 .0513

Granulated.................................................. .0554 .0550
Sold in 5-pound lots.................................... .0558 .0550
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T a b l e  I __ RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

S U G A R ,  G R A N  A X E D ,  P E R  P O U N D — C o n t i n u e d .

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

new york—concluded.

Granulated................................................ $0.0550 $0.0600
Granulated................................................ .0583 .0538
Sold in 3^-pound lo ts................................
Granulated................................................

.0590 .0514

.0604 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0613 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0567 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0617 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0621 .0550
Sold in 3J-pound lo ts................................ .0571 .0571
Sold in 3jri>ound lo ts................................ .0614 .0571
Sold in 3|-pound lo ts................................
Granulated................................................

.0652 .0571

.0579 .0522
.0535Granulated................................................ .0527

Granulated................................................ .0600 .0600
Sold in &hpound lo ts................................ .0543 .0514
Sold in 3§ to 7 pound lots.......................... .0567 .0496
Granulated................................................ .0617 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0642 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0621 .0546
Granulated................................................ .0600 .0533
Granulated................................................ .0629 .0550
Sold in 10-pound lo ts................................ .0642 .0567

OHIO.

Granulated................................................ .0558 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0500 .0525
Granulated................................................ .0500 .0525
Granulated................................................ .0567 .0550

pjpVPl̂ .TIfl ___________ ____________ Granulated................................................ .0583 .0550
.0550Granulated................................................ .0625

Granulated................................................ .0625 .0550
Granulated................ ............................... .0625 .0550

ToIpHo _______ _____ ___ Granulated................................................ .0567 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0617 .0563
Granulated................................................ .0513 .0494

OREGON.
Portland............................................... Sold in $1 lots............................................ .0667 .0625

Sold in $1 lots............................................ .0667 .0621
Sold in $1 lots............................................ .0647 .0625

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny......................... .................... Granulated................................................ .0600 .0600
.0600Granulated..-............................................. .0600

G ranulated.............................................. .0600 .0600
Philadelphia.......... ................ . ............ Granulated................................................ .0563 .0550

.0500Granulated................................................ .0575
Granulated................................................ .0538 .0513
Granulated................................ ............... .0525 .0500
Granulated................................................ .0608 .0533
Granulated................................................ .0583 .0500
Granulated................................................ .0538 .0500
Granulated................................................ .0525 .0550

Pittsburg..................... ........................ Granulated................................................ .0600 .0600
.0700Granulated................................................ .0700

Granulated................................................ .0600 .0600
Scranton................................................ Granulated................................................ .0600 .0600

.0600Granulated................................................ .0658
Granulated................................................ .0600 .0600

Wilkes-Barre........................................ Granulated..... ........................................... .0600 .0600
Granulated................................................ .0650 .0650
Sold in $1 lots............................................ .0556 .0556

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................ Granulated................................................ .0617 .0600
.0642Granulated................................................ .0642

Sold in 8-pound lots.................................. .0625 .0625
SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Granulated................................................ ,0500 .0533
Granulated................................................ .0533 .0550
Granulated................................................ .0542 .0563

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Granulated................................................ .0606 .0583
Granulated................................................ 1 .0613 .0550
Granulated................................................ I .0604 .0558
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

TENNESSEE.
Memphis................................................... Granulated................................................... $0.0600 $0.0573

Granulated................................................... .0600 .0550
Granulated................................................... .0567 .0538

Nashville.................................................. Sold in $1 lots.............................................. .0535 .0549
Sold in $1 lots___ •....................................... .0590 .0556
Sold in $1 lots.............................................. .0541 .0526

TEXAS.
Dallas........................................................ Granulated................................................... .0685 .0625

Granulated................................................... .0667 .0600
Granulated................................................... .0630 .0600

San Antonio............................................ Granulated................................................... .0585 .0585
Granulated................................................... .0575 .0575
Granulated................................................... .0646 .0550

UTAH.
Salt Lake City.........._............................ Sold in $1 lots.............................................. .0687 .0713

Sold in $1 lots............................................... .0687 .0667
Sold in $1 lots.............................................. .0691 .0679

VIRGINIA.
Norfolk..................................................... Granulated................................................... .0592 .0513

Granulated................................................... .0592 .0517
Granulated................................................... .0608 .0513

Richmond_________ ___________ _ _ _ Granulated................................................... .0563 .0500
Granulated................................................... .0617 .0550
Granulated...................... ........................... .0608 .0500

WASHINGTON.
Seattle...................................................... Granulated................................................... .0590 .0600

Sold in $1 lots.............................................. .0675 .0625
Sold in $1 lots.............................................. .0667 .0650

Tacoma ............................................. Sold in $1 lots.............................................. .0626 .0625
Sold in $1 lots.............................................. .0641 .0625
Sold in $1 lots............................................. .0635 .0625

WEST VIRGINIA.
Wheeling........................................... Granulated................................................... .0650 .0573

Granulated................................................... .0600 .0600
Granulated................................................... .0600 .0600

WISCONSIN.
Milwaukee................................................ Granulated................................................... .0513 .0504

Granulated................................................... .0498 .0500
Granulated.................................................. .0613 .0550
Granulated................................................... .0581 .0504

PD A , P E R  POUND.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.....................

Montgomery.....................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock......................

CALIFORNIA. 

Los Angeles......................

San Francisco...................

Denver

COLORADO.

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven,

English breakfast.....................................
English breakfast.....................................
English breakfast and gunpowder..........
English breakfast, oolong, and gunpow

der.

Oolong, Ceylon, young hyson, and gun
powder.

Oolong and imperial.................................

Gunpowder..............................
Japan.......................................
Ceylon......................................
Japan.......................................
Oolong.....................................
Oolong and English breakfast.

English breakfast....................
Oolong.....................................

Oolong.....................................
Oolong.....................................

$0.6000 $0.6000
.5000 .5000
.5000 .5000
.8000 .8042

.7500 .7500

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.6000 .6000

.3500 .3500

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000
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Average price.
State and locality.

DELAWARE.

Wilmington.............................. .

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Washington...............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville..............................

Atlanta

Chicago

GEORGIA.

ILLINOIS.

Peoria.

INDIANA.

Indianapolis..................

Terre H aute..................

IOWA.

Des Moines....................

Dubuque........................

KANSAS.

Topeka...

Louisville

KENTUCKY.

LOUISIANA.

New Orleans

Portland..

Baltimore

MAINE.

MARYLAND.

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Boston.................................

Fall River............................

Lynn....................................

Malden.................................

Worcester............................

MICHIGAN.

Detroit.................................

Grand Rapids......................

Description.

Imperial.
Japan...

Oolong and gunpowder.............................
Oolong, green............................................
Oolong, green............................................

Formosa, oolong, and moyune gunpow
der.

Gunpowder and English breakfast........ .
Hyson, oolong, Ceylon, and English 

breakfast.

Gunpowder.............................
Oolong, Assam, and imperial.

Japan......................
Japan.....................
Japan......................
Japan.....................
Japan.....................
Japan.................... .
Imperial, green----
Japan.....................
Japan.....................

Gunpowder. ...........
Imperial................ .
Gunpowder........... .
Imperial................ .

Japan, uncolored... 
Japan, uncolored... 
Japan, sun-dried. . .  
Japan, sun-dried. . .

Japan, basket-fired 
Oolong..................

Green........................................................
Oolong and gunpowder...........................

Black and green, oolong or gunpowder .
Oolong and green, imperial.....................
Oolong and imperial................................

Oolong..................
Oolong..................

Formosa, oolong.. 
Japan, imperial...  
Japan, uncolored..

Formosa, oolong.. 
Formosa, oolong..
Japan, oolong.......
Oolong..................
Oolong..................
Formosa, oolong..
Oolong..................
Formosa, oolong.. 
Formosa, oolong.. 
Oolong and Japan. 
Oolong, black.......

English breakfast. 
Japan, uncolored..
Japan...................
Japan, green.........

1905. 1906.

$0.6000 $0.6000
.6000 .6000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.6000 .6000

.5000 .5000

.6000 .6000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.6000 .6000

.6000 .6000

.4375 .4500

.6000 .6000

.6000 .6000

.6000 .6000

.5000 .5000

.4500 .4500

.5000 .5000

.4000 .4000

.4000 .4000

.4000 .4000

.5500 .5500

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.4000 .4000

.6000 .6000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000

.6000 .6000

.5000 .5000

.5792 .6000

.5000 .5000

.3500 .3500

.4000 .4000

.5000 .5000

.5000 .3500

.4000 .4000

.5000 .5000

.4000 .4000

.5000 .5000

.6000 .6000

.6000 .6000

.5000 .5000

.3500 .3500

.5000 .5000

.5000 .5000
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State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MINNESOTA.

Duluth................................................... Japan, sun-dried....................................... $0.5000
.5000

$0.5000
.5000Japan' sun-dried.......................................

Minneapolis........................................... Japan, uncolored....................................... .5000 .5000
Japan, uncolored....................................... .5000 .5000
Japan, uncolored....................................... .5000 .5000
Japan, uncolored....................................... .5500 .5500

St. Paul................................................. Japan, uncolored..................................... . .4000 .4000
Japan, uncolored....................................... .5000 .5000
Japan, uncolored....................................... .5000 .5000

MISSOURI.

Kansas City.......................................... Oolong.................................................. .3500 .3500
Oolong....................................................... .5000 .5000

St. Louis................................................ Gunpowder................................................ .4500 .4500
Oolong....................... J.............................. .4500 .4500
Oolong....................................................... .4000 .4000
Oolong....................................................... .6000 .6000

MONTANA.

B utte..................................................... Ceylon and India....................................... .7500 .7500
Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000

NEBRASKA.

Omaha................................................... Gunpowder................................................ .5000 .5000
Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester............................................ Formosa.................................................... .4000 .4000
Oolong and Japan..................................... .4000 .4000

NEW JERSEY.

Jersey City............................................. English breakfast..................................... .5000 .5000
Young hyson, black................................. .5000 .5000

Trenton .. _ _ ............................. Formosa and hyson.................................. .5000 .5000
Formosa and young hyson....................... .5000 .5000

NEW YORK.

Albany................................................... Oolong....................................................... .4000 .4000
Oolong.................................................. . .5000 .5000

Brooklyn............................................... Oolong, Japan, gunpowder, and Ceylon.. .5000 .5000
Oolong and young hyson.......................... .5000 .5000

Buffalo................................................... Oolong....................................................... .5000 .5000
Oolong....................................................... .5000 .5000
Young hyson............................................. .5000 .5000
Young hyson............................................. .5000 .5000

Flushing................................................ Ceylon........................................................ .5000 .5000
Oolong....................................................... .5000 .5000

New York.............................................. Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000
Japan......................................................... .4300 .4300
Oolong....................................................... .5000 .5000

Rochester..............................................
Oolong.......................................................
English breakfast.....................................

.5000

.6000
.5000
.5167

Gunpowder............................................... .5000 .5000
Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000

Syracuse_ _ ... ..................................... Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000
Oolong and Japan..................................... .5000 .5000

OHIO.

Cincinnati.............................................. Young hyson............................................. .5000 .5000
Young hyson............................................. .6000 .6000
Young hyson............................................. .6000 .6000

Cleveland .................................. ...... Japan......................................................... .4000 .4000
Japan, uncolored...................................... .5000 .5000
Oolong and Japan..................................... .5000 .5000
Oolong, young hyson, and Japan............ .3500 .3500

Toledo............................. ...................... English breakfast..................................... .4500 .4500
J a p a n ...................................................... .5000 .5000

OREGON.

Portland.......:....................................... Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000
Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000

PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny.............................. ............... Japan......................................................... .6000 .6000
Japan.........................................................
Oolong and young hyson..........................

.5000 .5000

.6000 .6000
Philadelphia.......................................... Foochow, black......................................... .5000 .5000

Formosa, black......................................... .5000 .5000
Formosa, oolong....................................... .6000 .6000
Oolong....................................................... .5000 .5000
Oolong, black............................................ .4000 .4000
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T a b l e  I.—RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 190G—Continued.

TEA, P E R  POUND—Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

PENNSYLVANIA—concluded.

Pittsburg.............................................. Oolong,..................................................... $0.5000
.5000

$0.5000
.5000Oolong......................................................

English breakfast.....................................Scranton................................................ .5000 .5000

Wilkes-Barre........................................
Oolong and gunpowder.............................
English breakfast.....................................

.5000

.5000
.5000
.5000

Oolong....................................................... .5000 .5000
RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................ Oolong....................................................... .5000 .4000
Oolong....................................................... .6000 .6000

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Green......................................................... .5000 .5000
.5000Oolong, black............................................ .5000

Soonfong, green and black....................... .5000 .5000
SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000
Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000

TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................ Gunpowder................................................ .6000 .6000
Gunpowder................................................ .6500 .6500
Gunpowder................................................ .6000 .6000

Nashville.............................................. Gunpowder and imperial.......................... .4000 .5000
Gunpowder, green..................................... .6000 .6000

TEXAS.

Dallas..................................................... Ceylon, young hyson, and English break .6417 .6500

San Antonio............................. ............

fast.
Oolong and imperial..................................
Gunpowder and English breakfast _........

.6000

.5000
.6000
.5000

Moyune, gunpowder, and oolong............. .5000 .5000
UTAH.

Salt Lake Citv...................................... Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000
Oolong....................................................... .5000 .5000

VIRGINIA.

N orf oik................................................. Oolong and gunpowder............................ .5000 .5000
Oolong and gunpowder, black and green. .4000 .4000

Richmond............................................. Gunpowder................................................ .6000 .6000
Oolong and gunpowder............................ .5000 .5000

WASHINGTON.

Seattle.................................................... Japan......................................................... .6000 .6000
Japan, Ceylon............................................ .6000 .6000

Tacoma.................................................. Japan......................................................... .5000 .5000
Japan, uncolored................................ ...... .5000 .5000

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling............................................... Gunpowder, green.................................... .5000 .5000
Gunpowder, green..................................... .5000 .5000

WISC6NSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. Japan......................................................... .3500 .3708
Young hyson.................. .......................... .4000 .4000

VEAL, P E R  POUND.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.....................

Montgomery................... .

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock.......................

CALIFORNIA. 

Los Angeles......................

San Francisco..................

COLORADO.

Cutlets....................................................... $0.2000
Cutlets....................................................... .2017
Cutlets....................................................... .1271
Cutlets....................................................... .1396

Cutlets....................................................... .1500
Cutlets....................................................... .1563

Cutlets....................................................... .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .2000
C u tle ts__ .2000
Cutlets....................................................... . 1800
Cutlets....................................................... . 1500

Cutlets...................................................... .1500
Loin chops................................................. .2000

$0.2000
.2000
.1313
.1396

.1500

.1708

.2000

.2292

.2000

.2000

.1883

.1500

.1500

.2000
Denver,
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V E A L , P E R  P O U N D —Continued.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 311

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

Cutlets....................................................... $0.2608 $0.2500
Cutlets....................................................... .2367 .2500

Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .2100 .2450

Cutlets....................................................... .1950 .2467
Cutlets....................................................... .2067 .2500
Cutlets....................................................... .2225 .2500

Cutlets....................................................... .2500 .2500
Cutlets....................................................... .2333 .2333
Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000

Cutlets....................................................... .1542 .1646
Cutlets....................................................... .1500 .1500

Cutlets....................................................... .1800 .1800
Cutlets....................................................... .1533 .1358
Cutlets....................................................... .1683 .1800
Cutlets....................................................... .1492 .1508
Cutlets....................................................... .1338 .1475
Cutlets....................................................... .1483 .1683
Cutlets....................................................... .1200 .1558

Cutlets....................................................... .2125 *2417
Cutlets....................................................... .1900 .2133
Cutlets....................................................... .2500 .2767
Cutlets....................................................... .1500 .1725
Cutlets....................................................... .1700 .1750

Cutlets....................................................... .1692 .1900
Cutlets....................................................... .1354 .1375
Cutlets....................................................... .1396 .1458
Cutlets....................................................... .1563 .1667

Cutlets....................................................... .1675 .1933
Cutlets....................................................... .1700 .1717

Chops......................................................... .1500 .1583
Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2450

Cutlets....................................................... .2250 .2250
Cutlets............ .......................................... .2500 .2500

Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2117
Cutlets'...................................................... .2350 .2500
Cutlets....................................................... . 2067 .2317

Cutlets....................................................... .2408 .2408
Cutlets....................................................... .2750 .3000
Cutlets....................................................... .3000 .3000
Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2183
Cutlets....................................................... .2800 .2800
Cutlets....................................................... .2842 .2842
Cutlets....................................................... .2883 .2833
Cutlets....................................................... .3000 .3000
Cutlets....................................................... .2596 .2800
Cutlets....................................................... .2800 .2800
Cutlets....................................................... .2667 .2942

Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2133
Cutlets....................................................... I .1475 .1533
Cutlets....................................................... .1450 .1650
Cutlets....................................................... ■ .1338 .1559
Cutlets....................................................... ! . 1C00 .1600
Cutlets....................................................... 1 .1750 .1525

Cutlets....................................................... 1 .1500 .1525
Cutlets....................................................... 1 .1800 .2000

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven...............................

DELAWARE.

Wilmington..............................

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Washington..............................

FLORIDA.

Jacksonville..............................

GEORGIA.

Atlanta.....................................

ILLINOIS.

Chicago.....................................

Peoria.......................................

INDIANA.

Indianapolis.............................

Terre H aute.............................

IOWA.

Des Moines...............................

Dubuque...................................

KANSAS.

Topeka.................................... .

KENTUCKY.

Louisville................................ .

MAINE.

Portland................................. .

MARYLAND.

Baltimore.................................

MASSACHUSETTS. 

B o sto n ...................................

Fall River...............................

Lynn.......................................

Malden....................................

Worcester......................... ___

MICHIGAN.

Detroit....................................

Grand Rapids......................... .

MINNESOTA.

Duluth......................................
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312 BULLETIN OF THE BUEEAU OF LABOR,

T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued. 

V E A L , P E R  P O U N D —Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MINNESOTA—concluded.

Minneapolis........................................ Cutlets................................................... 10.1500 10.1500
Cutlets................................................... .1575 .1575

St. Paul.............................................. Cutlets................................................... .1250 .1417
Cutlets.................................................. .1250 .1250

MISSOURI.
Xansas City....................................... Cutlets................................................... .1967 .2000

Cutlets................................................... .2000 .2000
St. Louis............................................ Cutlets................................................... .2375 .2500

Cutlets................................................... .2408 .2500
Cutlets................................................... .2342 .2900

MONTANA.
Butte................................................. Cutlets................................................... .1600 .1500

Cutlets................................................... .1492 .1500
NEBRASKA.

Omaha............................................... Cutlets................................................... .1600 .1600
Cutlets................................................... .1600 .1625

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Manchester......................................... Cutlets................................................ .2000 .2133
Cutlets................................................... .2500 .2500

NEW JERSEY.
Jersey City......................................... Cutlets................................................... .1950 .2183

Cutlets................................................... .1983 .1950
Trenton.............................................. Cutlets................................................... .2500 .2500

Cutlets................................................... .2500 .2500
NEW YORK.

Albany. . ................... .................. Cutlets................................................... .2500 .2500
Cutlets................................................... .2500 .2800

Brooklyn............................................ Cutlets................................................... .2350 .2450
Cutlets.............................. .................... .2500 .2500
Cutlets................................................... .2500 .2500

Buffalo___n........................................ Cutlets................................................... .2075 .2433
Cutlets................................................... .1950 .2083
Cutlets................................................... .2000 .1883
Cutlets................................................... .1867 .2000
Cutlets................................................... .2358 .2358

Flushing............................................. Cutlets................................................... .2375 .2375
Cutlets................................................... .2500 .2500
Cutlets................................................... .2500 .2500

New York.......................................... Cutlets................................................... .2500 .2800
Cutlets................................................... .2192 .2450
Cutlets................................................... .2275 .2500

Rochester ................ . ...._ _. Cutlets................................................... .1400 .1400
Cutlets................................................... .1700 .2000
Cutlets................................................... .1600 .1533

Syracuse............................... ........... Cutlets................................................... .1967 .2000
Cutlets................................................... .2200 .2200
Cutlets................................................... .2000 .2200

OHIO.
Cincinnati........................................... Cutlets................................................... .1917 .2000

Cutlets................................................... .1800 .1800
Cutlets................................................... .2000 .2000

Cleveland........................................... Cutlets................................................... .2250 .2400
Cutlets................................................... .2400 .2167
Cutlets................................................... .2000 .2325

Toledo................................ Cutlets................................................... .1950 .1950
Cutlets.................................................. .2000 .2000

OREGON.
Portland............................................ Cutlets............................................. i... .1313 .1500

Cutlets................................................... .1458 .1500
PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny__ •..................................... Cutlets................................................... .2083 .2200
Cutlets................................................... .1983 .2167

Philadelphia....................................... Cutlets................................................... .2417 .2467
Cutlets................................... .2017 .2117
Cutlets................................... •.2100 .2167

Pittsburg........................................... Cutlets................................... .2250 ,2375
Cutlets................................... .2500 .2500

Scranton.............................. Cutlets................................... .2000 .2000
Cutlets.............................•........ .2500 .2500

W i lk e s - B a r r e ........ ................ Cutlets.......................................... ........ .2000 .2000
Cutlets................................................... .2000 .2000
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T a b l e  I , — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

VEAL, P E R  POUND—Concluded.

State and locality. Description.
Average price..

1905. 1906.

RHODE ISLAND.

Cutlets....................................................... $0.3275 
.2792

10.3300
.3017Cutlets.......................................................

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Cutlets....................................................... .1500 .1767
Cutlets....................................................... .1525 .1592

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Cutlets....................................................... .1625
.1250

.1600
Cutlets....................................................... .1250

TENNESSEE.

Memphis................................................ Cutlets....................................................... .1733 .2167
Cutlets....................................................... .2500 .2500

Nashville............................................... Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000

TEXAS.

Dallas.................................................... Cutlets....................................................... .1500 .1500
Cutlets....................................................... .1500 .1500

San Antonio.......................................... Cutlets....................................................... .1479 .1500
Cutlets....................................................... .1250 .1500

UTAH.

Salt Lake City....................................... Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .1750 .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .1563 .1750

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .1575 .1850

Richmond.............................................. Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000

WASHINGTON.

Seattle................................................... Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000

Tacoma.................................................. Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000
Cutlets....................................................... .2000 .2000

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling............................................... Cutlets....................................................... .2033 .2375

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. Cutlets....................................................... .1400 .1500
Cutlets....................................................... .1900 .2500

VINEGAR, P E R  GALLON.

ALABAMA.

Birmingham.....................

Montgomery.....................

ARKANSAS.

Little Rock......................

CALIFORNIA.

Los Angeles......................

San Francisco..................

COLORADO.

Denver..............................

CONNECTICUT.

New Haven.....................

DELAWARE.

Wilmington....................

. Cider.......................................................... $0.3500
Cider.......................................................... .4000

. Cider.......................................................... .3500
Cider, sold by the quart........................... .4000

. Cider.......................................................... .4000
Cider.......................................................... .3500

. Cider.......................................................... .5000
Cider.......................................................... .4500

. Cider.......................................................... .3500
Cider.......................................................... .3500
Cider.......................................................... .-3500
Cider..................................................... .... .3500

. Cider.......................................................... .4000
Cider.......................................................... .3000

. Cider.......................................................... .2500
Cider.......................................................... .2000

. Cider.......................................................... .2500
Cider, sold by the quart........................... . 2800
Cider, sold by the quart........................... .2000

$0.3500 
.4000 
.3583 
.4000

.4000

.3500

.5000

.5000

.3500

.3500

.3500

.3500

.4000

.3000

.2500

.2500

.2500

.2800

.2000
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

V IN E O A R , P E R  G A L L O N —Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.
Cider.............................................................. $0.2500 $0.2500
Cider.............................................................. .2500 .2500
Cider.............................................................. .3000 .3000

FLORIDA.
Cider.................................... ................. .2500 .2500
Cider, sold by the quart............................. .4000 .4000
Cider, sold by the quart............................. .4000 .4000

GEORGIA.
Cider.............................................................. .3000 .3000
Cider..........................................._................ .3000 .3000

ILLINOIS.
White wine................................................... .1500 .1500
White wine................................................... .2000 .2000
White wine................................................... .2500 .2500
White wine................................................... .1500 .1500
Cider.............................................................. .2500 .2500
Cider.............................................................. .2500 .2000
Cider.............................................................. .3000 .3000

INDIANA.
Cider.............................................................. .3000 .3000

.2500Cider.............................................................. .2500
Cider.............................................................. .2500 .2500

.2000Cider.............................................................. .2000
IOWA.

T)ps Moines..................................._.......... Cider.............................................................. .2500 .2500
.2833Cider.............................................................. .2500

Dubuque.................................................. Cider.............................................................. .3000 : 
.3000

.3000

.3000Cider..............................................................
KANSAS.

TopeVa ................................................ Cider......................... -- - .2000 .2333
Artificial.............................. ......................... .2000 .2000

KENTUCKY.
"Louisville,................................................ Cider................................................ .3500

.3500
.3500
.3500Cider..............................................................

LOUISIANA.
New Orleans............1.............................. Cider.............................................................. .4000 .4000

.4000Cider.............................................................. .4000
Fruit............................................................. .3000 .3000

MAINE.
Portland ............................._................ Cider.......................................................... .2500 .2500

.•2500Cider.............................................................. .2500
MARYLAND.

Baltimore................................................. Cider............................................................ .2500 .2500
.2400Cider.............................................................. .2300

Grain............................................................. .2000 .2000
MASSACHUSETTS.

Boston.... ...................... ................ Cider.............................................................. .2500
.2500,

.2500

.2500Cider..............................................................
Cider.............................................................. .2000 .2417

Fall River........................................ Cider.............................................................. .2000 .2000
.2000Cider, sold by the quart............................. .2000

Lynn......................................................... Cider.............................................................. .1367 .1650
Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500

Malden.................................................. Cider.............................................................. .20 0 6 .2417
Cider.............................................................. .2500 .2500

Worcester................................................. Cider.............................................................. .2000 .2000
Cider.............................................................. .1500 .1500

MICHIGAN.

3>etroit................................................... Cider.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Cider.......................................................... .2500 .2875

Grand Rapids........................................ Cider.......................................................... .1800 .1800
Cider, sold b y  the quart........................... .2000 .2800

MINNESOTA.

Duluth......................................... Cider....................................................... .3500 .3500
Cider............................................... .......... .3083 .3500

M inn eap olis....................................... Cider.......................................................... .2500 .2500
Cider......................... c............................... .2500 .2500
Cider.......................................................... .2500 .2917
Cider........................................................... 1 .3000 1 .3000
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T a b l e  I . — RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Continued.

V I N E G A R , P E B  G A L L O S —Continued.

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

MINNESOTA—concluded.
Cider............................................................. $0.2500 $0.2500

.2500Cider............................................................. .2500
Cider............................................................. .3000 .3000

MISSOURI.
Cider............................................................. .2000 .2000

.2000Cider............................................................. .2000
St. Louis.................................................. Cider............................................................. .2000 .2000

.3000Cider............................................................. .3000
White wine.................................................. .2000 .1583

MONTANA.
Butte........................ ................. ............. Cider............................................................. .6000 .6000

.3500Cider............................................................. .3500
NEBRASKA.

Cider............................................................. .3000 .3000
.3000Cider............................................................. .3000

NEW HAMPSHIRE.
Cider............................................................. .2000 .2000

.2000Cider............................................................. .2000
NEW JERSEY.

Cider............................................................. .2000 .2083
.2800Cider, sold by the quart............................. .2800

Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500
.2500Cider............................................................. .2500

NEW YORK.
A Iha.ny .................................................. Cider............................................................. .1650 .2000

.2500Cider............................................................. .2000
Brooklyn.................................................. Cider, sold by the quart............................. .2000 .2100,

.2800
Buffalo......................................................

Cider, sold by the quart................. .*.......... .2800
Cider............................................................. .1550 .1658

.1675Cider............................................................. .1500
Flushing ....... ......................................... Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500

.4000Cider, sold by the quart............................. .4000
New Y  ork................................................ Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500

.2500Cider............................................................. .2500
Cider............................................................. .1867 .1867
Cider, sold by the quart............................. .2800 .2800
White wine.................................................. .1600 .1600

Rochester................................................. Cider............................................................. .2200 .2300
-.2000Cider............................................................. .1808

Cider............................... „ ........................... .2000 .2000
Syracuse................................................... Cider............................................................. .2000 .2500

.2000Cider............................................................. .1625
OHIO.

Cincinnati................................................. Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500
.2500Cider............................................................. .2500

Cider.I......................................................... .2500 .2500
Cleveland................................................. Cider............................................................. .2000 .2000

.2200Cider............................................................. .2200
Cider............................................................. .1800 .1800

Toledo...................................................... Cider............................................................. .1500 . 1500
Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500

OREGON-
Portland.................................................. Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500

Cider............................................................. .3000 .3000
PENNSYLVANIA.

Allegheny................................................. Cider, sold by the quart............................. .2000 .2400
Cider, sold by the quart............................. .2333 .2400
Cider, sold by the quart............................. .2533 .3200

Philadelphia............................................ Cider............................................................. .2000 .2300
Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500
Cider............................................................. .1800 .1800

Pittsburg................................................. Cider, sold by the quart............................. .2800 .3200
Cider, sold by the quart............................. .3200 .3200

Scranton................................................... Cider............................................................. .2167 .2500
Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500

Wilkes-Barre.......................................... Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500
Cider............................................................. .2500 .2500

RHODE ISLAND.

Providence............................................... Cider............................................................. .2500 .2583
Cider............................................................. .2500 .2958
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T a b l e  I _____ RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1905 AND 1906—Concluded.

V I N E G A R ,  P E R  G A L L O N — C o n c lu d e d .

State and locality. Description.
Average price.

1905. 1906.

SOUTH CAROLINA.

Charleston............................................. Cider........................................................ *. $0.4000 $0.4000
Cider.......................................................... .4000 .4000

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Sioux Falls............................................ Cider.......................................................... .3500 .3500
Cider.......................................................... .3500 .3500

TENNESSEE.

Memphis........ ....................................... Cider.......................................................... .3000 .3000
Cider.......................................................... .3000 .3000

Nashville............................................... Cider.......................................................... .3000 .3000
Cider.......................................................... .3000 .3000

TEXAS.

Dallas..................................................... Cider......................................................... .3500 .3500
Cider.......................................................... .4000 .4000

San Antonio.......................................... Cider.......................................................... .3500 .3500
Cider.......................................................... .3000 .3000

UTAH.

Salt Lake City...................................... Cider.......................................................... .5000 .5000
Cider.......................................................... .5000 .5000

VIRGINIA.

Norfolk.................................................. Cider.......................................................... .3000 .3000
Cider.......................................................... .2500 .3000

Richmond............................................. Cider.......................................................... .4000 .4000
Cider, sold by the quart........................... .3200 .3200

WASHINGTON.

S e a t t l e ................................................... Cider.......................................................... .4000 .4000
Cider......................................................... .5000 .5000
Cider.......................................................... .4000 .4000

Tacoma................................................. Cider.......................................................... .3500 .4000
Cider.......................................................... .5000 .5000

WEST VIRGINIA.

Wheeling................................................ Cider.......................................................... .2000 .2000
Malt........................................... ............... .2000 .2000

WISCONSIN.

Milwaukee............................................. Cider.......................................................... .2500 .2500
Cider.......................................................... .2500 .2500
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T a b l e  I I . —RELATIVE RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, BY MONTHS, 1905
AND 1906.

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 817

[Average price for 1890-1899=100.0.]

Month.

Apples, evap
orated. Beans, dry. Beef, fresh, 

roasts.
Beef, fresh, 

steaks.
Beef, salt, 

corned.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

January.................. 102.1 113.1 114.7 114.2 111.7 113.9 111.2 114.2 106.9 108.8
February................ 102.1 113.5 116.2 115.2 111.7 114.2 111.6 114.5 107.2 109.0
March..................... 103.3 115.4 116.4 115.2 112.4 114.8 112.1 115.1 107.5 109.1
April....................... 103.7 115.9 116.5 115.7 113.6 115.7 113.5 116.0 108.0 110.1
May......................... 104.2 116.7 116.2 115.4 113.7 116.9 114.5 117.4 108.3 110,8
June........................ 104.5 117.0 116.2 115.3 113.9 117.2 115.2 118.2 109.0 111.5
July......................... 104.9 117.2 116.2 115.3 113.9 117.2 115.1 118.3 109.2 111.8
August.................... 105.9 117.1 116.3 115.1 112.7 117.1 114.5 118.0 108.7 112.2
September............... 107.9 115.6 116.3 115.1 111.8 115.8 113.2 117.0 108.1 111.4
October................... 109.7 114.8 116.3 115.0 110.5 115.6 111.6 116.6 107.5 111.5
November............... 112.2 114.8 115.8 114.1 110.1 115.4 111.1 116.1 107.3 112.1
December................ 113.0 114.4 115.8 113.6 110.7 115.5 111.2 116.5 107.4 112.1

Year.............. 106.0 115.6 116.3 115.2 112.2 115.7 112.9 116.5 107.9 110; 8

Bread, wheat. Butter. Cheese, full Chickens (year 
or more old), Coffee, roasted.

Month. cream. dressed.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

January.................. 105.7 102.5 124.1 126.0 111.8 115.8 124.7 129.2 93.2 94.0
February................ 105.7 102.3 126.5 126.1 111.8 115.6 127.2 130.4 93.2 94.2
March..................... 105.7 102.3 123.3 124.4 111.9 116.3 127.4 131.8 93.5 94.2
April....................... 104.9 102.3 117.7 116.0 111.6 115.1 126.5 132.1 93.4 94.5
Miiy.................... 104.7 102.3 108.7 108.3 109.6 114.1 123.8 128.9 93.4 94.5
June........................ 104.5 102.3 100.9 103.7 107.7 112.7 121.6 127.8 93.6 94.6
July......................... 104.5 102.3 99.4 104.0 107.0 112.1 120.1 126.8 93.6 94.8
August.................... 104.3 102.3 101.9 107.5 107.7 112.9 120.1 126.2 93.6 94.9
September............... 103.7 102.3 105.8 114.9 109.7 114.4 122.0 126.7 93.8 95.1
October................... 103.5 102.3 110.3 122.1 112.3 117.8 122.6 127.7 93.8 95.2
November............... 103.5 102.3 115.5 129.3 114.2 119.4 123.0 130.3 93.9 95.3
December................ 103.5 102.3 119.5 137.4 115.3 119.8 124.3 131.5 94.0 95.3

Year.............. 104.5 102.3 112.7 118.2 110.9 115.5 123.6 129.1 93.6 94.7

Corn meal. Eggs, fresh. Fish, fresh. Fish,, salt. Flour, wheat,
Month.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

January.................. 122.7 122.7 166.2 161.8 113.9 117.3 113.1 115.7 127.0 111.3
February................ 117.5 123.2 161.5 145.8 114.2 117.9 113.0 115.6 126.6 110.8
March...................... 123.2 123.2 131.7 124.8 111.8 117.5 113.6 116.2 125.7 109.8
April....................... 122.7 123.2 111.3 113.9 110.7 117.5 113.8 116.3 124.1 109.1
May......................... 122.2 123.2 104.0 105.9 107.2 112.9 114.4 116.9 121.8 108.8
June........................ 122.2 123.2 101.2 105.0 106.0 111.9 113.7 116.5 121.4 108.5
July......................... 122.2 123.2 103.9 108.4 104.7 111.3 114.2 116.7 120.2 107.7
August.................... 121.7 123.2 111.9 117.2 105.3 112.9 114.1 117.2 118.6 106.7
September.............. 121.7 123.2 124.0 132.1 107.4 115.3 114.0 118.0 115.7 106.0
October................... 121.7 123.2 137.5 147.8 110.8 117.6 114.2 118.0 113.9 106.1
November............... 121.7 123.2 155.9 167.2 112.8 120.2 114.2 118.9 112.6 106.4
December............... 121.7 123.2 169.9 180.6 114.2 121.9 114.1 118.5 111.6 106.2

Year.............. 122.2 123.2 131.6 134.2 109.9 116.2 113.8 116.8 . 119.9 108.1
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Month.
Lard. Milk, fresh, 

unskimmed. Molasses. Mutton. 1 Pork, fresh.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

January..................
February................
March.....................
April.......................
May.........................
June........................
July.........................
August....................
September...............
October...................
November...............
December................

Year..............

116.0
115.9
115.7
116.4 
116.3
116.5
116.6
116.8
117.1 
117.7
117.2 
117.6

121.6
122.3
123.1 
124.6
126.4 
128.0
129.1 
129.9
131.2
132.4
133.4 
134.0

109.0
109.0 
108.6
106.4
104.5
104.3
104.0 
103.9
105.3
108.7
109.7
109.8

109.8
109.8
109.5 
108.1 
106.4 
106.1 
106.2
105.9
107.0
111.1
112.6 
113.3

104.3
104.3
104.3
104.3
104.3
104.3
104.3
104.3
104.4
104.7 

* 104.6
104.7

105.0
104.9
105.0
105.0
105.3
105.3
105.2
105.2
105.4 
105.6
105.9
105.9

117.0
117.5 
118.8
119.2
118.6
118.1
117.3
116.7 
116.1 
117.5 
118.0
118.7

121.8
122.2
122.8
124.4
124.4
125.2
124.4 
124.0
124.2
124.9
125.5
125.9

121.5
122.5
124.7 
126.0 
127.9
129.5 
130.4
131.2
129.8
127.2
124.3 
124.2

130.4
131.4
133.8
135.9
136.8
138.5 
139.7
141.5
141.9 
141.2 
140.0 
139.4

116.6 128.0 107.0 108.9 104.4 105.3 117.8 124.1 126.6 137.7

Month.

Pork, salt, 
bacon.

Pork, salt, dry 
or pickled.

Pork, salt, 
ham.

Potatoes, 1 t,
Irish. : Prunes-

1905. 1906. 1905. | 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

January..................
February................
March.....................
April.......................
May.........................
June........................
July.........................
August....................
September...............
October...................
November...............
December................

Year...............

136.8
136.9
137.0
137.3
138.3 
139.8
140.2 
140.5
140.4
139.5
139.1
139.3

143.0
144.1
145.5
148.1
149.5
151.2
153.0
154.0
154.2
154.2 
154.4 
154.8

123.8
123.8
124.5
125.6
126.9 
127.0
127.7
127.7
126.9 
126.3
125.7
125.9

129.9
131.0 
132.5
133.8
135.4
137.5
138.8
140.0
140.6 
141.2
141.0
140.9

116.8
117.1
117.1 
117.7
118.2 
119.3
119.9 
120.5 
120.0
118.9 
118.1 
118.0

122.2
122.5
123.5
125.0 
126.2
127.7
128.9
130.0
130.7
129.9
129.6
129.6

, 104.6
106.4
105.8 
106.1
110.4
114.9
116.4 
111.6 
106.1 
108.8
113.7
115.8

114.8
114.0
112.1
115.0
119.2
124.1 
124.4
114.3
109.1
106.7
108.7
109.1

80.7
80.7
80.7
80.7
80.9
80.8
80.9 
81.1 
81.5 
82.3
83.0
83.1

84.4
84.4
84.5
84.3 
84  9 
85.1
85.8 
86.0
85.8
85.4
85.5
85.6

138.8 150.4 126.0 136.9 118.5 127.2 110.2 114.4 81.4 85.1

Month.
Rice. Sugar, granu

lated. Tea. Veal. Vinegar.

1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1905. 1906.

January.................. 102.0 105.0 108.4 98.4 105.7 105.5 117.7 122.2 100.0 101.7
February................ 102.0 105.0 108.8 98.4 105.7 105.5 117.8 122.4 100.0 101.8
March..................... 101.9 105.2 108.4 98.4 105.8 105.4 117.7 122.7 100.1 102.3
April....................... 101.9 105.2 107.9 98.4 105.8 105.5 117.0 122.7 99.5 101.8
May......................... 102.0 105.3 106.9 98.2 105.8 105.5 116.5 122.6 100.2 102.6
June........................ 102.1 105.5 105.6 98.2 105.8 105.5 116.2 122.7 100.2 102.7
July........................ 102.4 105.7 103.4 98.2 105.8 105.7 116.6 122.9 100.1 102.8
August.................... 102.7 105.8 102.5 98.5 105.7 105.8 117.1 123.4 ICO. 2 102.8
September.............. 103.1 106.4 101.3 98.2 105.7 105.5 117.5 123.5 100.4 102.9
October................... 103.4 106.5 99.2 98.0 105.6 105.5 118.8 123.9 100.6 103.0
November............... 104.3 106.7 97.8 97.9 105.6 105.5 119.4 124.5 100.7 103.1
December................ 104.4 106.7 97.5 97.7 105.6 105.5 119.9 124.7 100.7 103.1

Year............... 102.6 105.7 103.9 98.2 105.7 105.5 117.7 123.2 100.3 102.6
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RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906.

[ Average price for 1890-1899 =100.0.] 

A PPL ES, EVAPORATED.

Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

North Cen
tral division.

South Cen
tral division.

Western
division.

United
States.

1890....................... 97.0 106.8 112.0 108.8 119.8 109.0
1891....................... 95.0 106.8 116.4 113.3 112.8 110.3
1892....................... 100.5 106.5 90.4 101.1 106.7 99.3
1893....................... 104.4 103.7 110.9 105.3 108.5 107.0
1894....................... 100.5 102.7 111.9 100.2 110.2 105.8
1895....................... 106.1 100.5 93.1 93.6 99.8 97.4
1896....................... 95.0 94.3 83.5 91.1 80.1 88.6
1897....................... 100.5 94.3 80.2 87.8 81.2 87.8
1898....................... 95.0 92.2 100.1 96.7 85.6 95.4
1899....................... 106.1 92.2 101.6 102.1 95.4 99.5
1900....................... 106.1 92.2 89.4 100.5 95.6 95.2
1901....................... 100.8 94.2 96.1 99.3 95.2 96.8
1902....................... 102.7 94.2 109.8 108.3 104.3 104.4
1003....................... 107.5 91.4 101.3 109.1 95.6 100.8
1904....................... 105.9 89.7 99.2 107.4 94.9 99.2
1905....................... 113.3 97.8 108.2 111.5 96.8 106.0
1906....................... 124.6 110.0 115.2 116.9 110.3 115.6

BEANS, D R  IT.

1890....................... 104.2 98.7 110.0 100.0 92.0 103.3
1891....................... 105.8 97.5 116.3 109.7 87.7 106.2
1892....................... 101.7 97.5 106.9 108.0 92.7 102.4
1893....................... 102.1 97.5 114.1 108.9 100.7 105.0
1894....................... 102.9 100.4 105.5 101.4 100.1 102.8
1895...................... 101.1 100.6 102.4 95.5 98.9 100.5
1896...................... 96.1 99.9 84.5 87.2 95.5 92.7
1897...................... 94.7 100.6 79.0 86.4 104.3 91.5
1898...................... 94.7 102.9 87.0 98.3 113.0 95.9
1899....................... 96.9 104.1 94.2 104.7 115.3 99.7
1900....................... 105.3 105.0 113.7 116.9 122.2 110.0
1901....................... 105.3 118.8 119.2 118.1 127.8 113.9
1902....................... 110.4 119.5 118.6 123.0 131.3 116.8
1903....................... 111.5 113.3 123.9 119.8 141.5 118.1
1904....................... 109.0 112.4 122.9 118.7 141.8 116.8
1905....................... 108.6 111.9 121.8 119.5 141.6 116.3
1906....................... 107.6 111.8 120.4 117.5 140.8 115.2

B E E F , F R E S H , ROASTS.

1890....................... 100.2 98.1 99.6 95.3 103.2 99.5
1891....................... 100.3 98.5 100.0 97.0 105.2 100.0
1892....................... 100.2 97.1 100.3 97.0 101.6 99.6
1893....................... 100.3 97.0 99.3 97.5 95.7 99.0
1894....................... 97.9 98.5 98.9 99.4 96.1 98.3
1895....................... 98.2 98.2 99.2 101.5 96.3 98.6
1896....................... 98.9 99.9 98.8 101.9 97.0 99.1
1897........ .............. 100.0 101.8 100.1 101.8 98.7 100.3
1898....................... 101.5 103.8 101.0 102.5. 101.2- 101.7
1899....................... 102.6 107.1 102.7 106.0 104.9 103.7
1900....................... 105.4 109.4 105.9 108.0 108.8 106.5
1901....................... 110.0 112.7 110.7 110.2 112.5 110.7
1902....................... 118.9 120.2 117.2 118.5 119.9 118.6
1903....................... 111.1 11S. 9 113.6 116.7 113.8 113.1
1904....................... 111.8 114.6 112.7 115.6 114.2 112.8
1905....................... 109.8 115.0 113.0 115.8 113.1 112.2
1906....................... 112.4 119.5 116.8 119.9 116.7 115.7
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B E E F , F R E S H , STEAKS.

Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

North Cen
tral division.

Southcen
tral division.

Western
division.

United
States.

1890....................... 99.3 98.9 97.6 95.9 102.6 98.8
1891....................... 99.7 100.0 98.6 96.8 102.7 99.4
1892....................... 99.7 98.1 99.1 96.5 101.7 99.3
1893....................... 100.1 98.3 100.2 99.0 96.0 99.6
1894...................... 98.8 98.1 98.4 99.6 91.9 98.2
1895...................... 99.1 99.6 99.4 99.2 97.3 99.1
1896....................... 99.0 99.1 100.0 101.6 98.8 99.5
1897....................... 100.1 99.0 100.6 101.7 100.3 100.2
1898....................... 101.7 102.2 102.1 102.9 102.6 102.0
1899....................... 102.6 106.8 103.9 106.8 106.2 103.9
1900....................... 104.9 || 110.5 106.5 109.7 107.1 106.4
1901....................... 109.6 114.4 112.0 111.9 111.0 111.0
1902....................... 118.0 i 117.7 119.2 122.4 116.1 118.5
1903....................... 111.9 114.0 114.7 112.1 112.1 112.9
1904....................... 113.1 113.5 114.8 111.3 113.4 113.4
1905....................... 111.0 114.4 115.1 112.4 112.9 112.9
1906....................... 114.1 119.1 120.7 114.8 113.8 116.5

B E E F , SALT.

1890....................... 97.9 95.7 96.5 98.8 100.7 97.5
1891....................... 98.5 98.0 96.7 98.8 109.1 98.3
1892....................... 99.2 96.4 100.4 98.8 107.0 99.5
1893..-................... 100.5 99.0 100.3 98.8 99.4 100.3
1894....................... 99.3 101.1 97.5 98.8 97.3 98.9
1895....................... 100.4 101.8 97.5 98.8 99.3 99.6
1896....................... 100.0 99.8 99.7 98.8 96.8 99.8
1897....................... 100.4 100.7 102.3 102.6 96.8 100.9
1898....................... 101.6 101.2 103.7 102.6 96.8 102.1
1899....................... 102.1 106.4 105.3 103.0 96.8 103.2
1900....................... 102.3 110.8 106.1 103.5 94.0 103.7
1901....................... 104.8 115.2 108.3 103.5 94.0 106.1
1902....................... 117.1 121.0 115.3 112.5 91.9 116.0
1903....................... 108.0 118.9 110.8 106.5 83.1 108.8
1904....................... 108.0 117.9 109.1 106.5 83.1 108.3
1905....................... 106.3 117.6 110.6 106.1 81.7 107.9
1906...................... 107.3 121.5 114.4 109.1 84.7 110.8

B R E A D , W H EA T.

1890....................... 100.4 100.2 100.4 100.0 100.0 100.3
1891....................... 100.4 100.2 100.4 100.0 100.0 100.3
1892....................... 100.3 100.2 100.4 100.0 100.0 100.3
1893....................... 100.2. 100.2 99.8 100.0 100.0 100.1
1894....................... 100.0 99.5 99.8 100.0 100.0 99.9
1895....................... 99.8 99.1 99.8 100.0 100.0 99.7

99.91896....................... 99.9 100.2 99.8 100.0 100.0
1897....................... 99.9 100.2 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
1898....................... 99.5 100.2 100.2 100.0 100.0 99.8
1899....................... 99.5 100.2 99.4 100.0 100.0 99.6
1900....................... 99.4 100.2 100.2 97.6 100.0 99.7
1901....................... 99.1 100.2 99.6 97.6 100.0 99.4
1902....................... 99.6 100.2 99.4 97.6 97.1 99.4
1903. .. ........ 100.3 101.1 100.2 105.2 95.8 100.2
1904....................... 103.4 104.4 104.2 113.7 97.5 103.9
1905....................... 104.9 102.4 104.9 115.8 96.4 104.5
1906...................... 102.9 100.4 101.5 114.9 95.1 102.3
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Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

North Cen
tral division.

South Cen
tral division.

Western
division.

United
States.

1890...................... 99.5 99.0 97.4 102.7 102.5 99.2
1891...................... 107.0 101.8 105.5 105.3 116.9 106.4
1892...................... 107.6 103.5 106.2 103.9 111.3 106.8
1893...................... 110.5 106.6 111.6 104.2 106.0 109.9
1894...................... 101.1 101.3 103.0 101.4 101.5 101.7
1895...................... 96.6 98.6 97.3 99.4 93.7 97.0
1896...................... 92.2 97.1 91.6 96.7 90.8 92.7
1897...................... 93.0 96.4 93.7 95.2 88.0 93.1
1898....................... 94.4 97.5 95.8 95.2 94.0 95.1
1899....................... 97.9 98.2 97.9 96.0 95.2 97.7
1900....................... 101.8 100.0 103.6 93.2 95.1 101.4
1901....................... 102.7 102.5 106.1 101.5 94.6 103.2
1902....................... 112.3 106.7 112.9 110.4 104.0 111.5
1903..................... 110.8 106.7 113.2 109.7 107.2 110.8
1904....................... 108.4 106.1 111.7 111.0 102.9 109.0
1905....................... 113.4 109.2 113.8 114.2 108.4 112.7
1906....................... 118.5 114.7 120.5 118.5 113.6 118.2

CHEESE.

1890....................... 98.7 100.7 97.3 99.3 104.6 98.8
1891....................... 100.1 100.5 99.7 99.7 105.8 100.3
1892....................... 101.7 100.1 101.4 100.5 103.7 101.5
1893....................... 102.2 100.5 101.9 100.5 100.6 101.8
1894...................... 101.9 100.5 102.0 100.3 100.1 101.6
1895...................... 99.2 100.2 99.4 99.0 96.4 99.2
1896...................... 97.7 99.9 97.5 100.1 96.0 97.9
1897...................... 99.5 99.1 98.8 99.2 94.9 99.0
1898...................... 96.9 98.9 98.2 99.5 95.1 97.5
1899...................... 102.1 99.6 103.8 101.9 102.9 102.4
1900...................... 103.7 100.9 105.9 101.3 102.8 103.9
1901...................... 102.7 102.0 104.9 101.4 105.1 103.3
1902...................... 108.1 104.1 107.8 101.2 109.1 107.3
1903...................... 110.6 104.7 109.4 103.4 113.5 109.4
1904...................... 107.5 103.3 107.8 103.2 113.1 107.4
1905...................... 112.0 104.8 111.8 104.1 117.1 110.9
1906....................... 118.8 108.9 116.4 106.7 118.5 115.5

CHICKENS.

1890....................... 102.2 98.3 100.1 99.7 112.2 101.3
1891....................... 105.1 100.0 102.6 100.7 118.4 104.0
1892....................... 105.4 101.4 101.8 97.8 112.5 103.8
1893....................... 105.5 100.9 103.8 100.5 97.5 104.2
1894....................... 98.6 99.1 98.8 97.4 94.4 98.6
1895...................... 98.1 100.1 98.4 98.8 96.1 98.4
1896...................... 96.4 97.7 98.8 97.3 91.5 97.1
1897....................... 93.4 98.3 94.0 95.5 88.2 94.0
1898...................... 95.4 99.0 98.1 103.2 89.6 96.8
1899...................... 99.9 • 105.2 103.4 108.9 99.4 101.8
1900...................... 97.8 106.1 103.0 112.2 99.9 100.8
1901....................... 99.5 109.7 104.6 120.5 101.4 103.0
1902...................... 112.1 114; 4 113.5 122.4 106.9 113.2
1903....................... 116.4 118.5 119.5 139.2 101.5 118.5
1904...................... 119.2 120.3 121,6 141.1 102.1 120.7
1905...................... 119.5 121.2 124.9 148.9 109.3 123.6
1906...................... 125.0 126.6 132.5 149.4 113.6 129.1

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



322 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR

T a b l e  I I I . —RELATIVE RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906—Cont’d.

COFFEE.

Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

North Cen
tral division.

South Cen
tral division.

Western
division.

United
States.

1890....................... 103.2 104.8 108.8 108.6 111.8 105.4
1891....................... 103.3 104.6 108.1 108.3 109.6 165.2
1892....................... 102.9 103.0 105.7 105.8 104.5 103.8
1893....................... 103.9 103.6 106.6 105.5 107.3 104.8
1894....................... 102.4 103.3 104.4 103.1 106.2 103.3
1895....................... 101.0 102.0 102.8 101.5 102.6 101.7
1896....................... 99.6 99.7 99.7 96.5 100.0 99.6
1897....................... 96.1 95.3 92.3 93.5 90.0 94.6
1898....................... 93.9 92.5 86.5 88.7 84.3 91.1
1899....................... 93.7 91.2 85.2 88.5 83.7 90.5
1900....................... 94.4 90.8 86.2 86.1 86.3 91.1
1901....................... 94.4 88.9 85.6 85.6 86.8 90.7
1902....................... 93.3 85.8 85.2 86.7 85.1 89.6
1903....................... 92.5 85.0 86.2 86.8 85.4 89.3
1904...................... 94.1 89.3 88.8 91.4 87.0 91.8
1905...................... 94.7 91.6 90.9 96.1 87.9 93.6
1906...................... 95.1 94.9 91.2 99.0 89.1 94.7

CORN MEAL.

1890....................... 98.8 97.6 100.7 100.2 110.2 100.0
1891....................... 106.7 104.0 112.2 116.3 119.6 109.7
1892....................... 102.8 106.5 107.3 103.0 118.4 105.2
1893....................... 101.1 98.1 106.2 106.1 107.1 103.1
1894....................... 101.6 99.1 106.1 99.5 98.8 102.2
1895....................... 100.4 103.3 102.4 99.4 95.7 100.8
1896....................... 98.0 97.7 91.2 91.7 87.7 95.0
1897....................... 97.2 97.1 89.0 91.7 84.0 93.7
1898....................... 96.9 96.2 91.7 95.9 89.5 95.0
1899....................... 96.2 100.1 92.6 96.2 88.7 95.1
1900....................... 98.1 99.0 97.3 97.7 88.9 97.4
1901....................... 104.5 110.3 113.1 109.2 94.7 107.1
1902....................... 116.0 121.0 125.5 118.1 111.0 118.8
1903....................... 119.5 118.3 127.6 115.2 113.2 120.7
1904....................... 119.7 118.6 128.6 116.5 115.3 121.5
1905....................... 120.2 117.3 130.2 119.1. 114.8 122.2
1906....................... 122.4 119.0 130.2 119.7 113.6 123.2

EGGS.

1890....................... 100.0 101.8 100.7 98.7 108.7 100.6
1891....................... 106.2 105.7 108.1 105.3 111.0 106.9
1892....................... 106.4 106.1 108.2 102.6 107.1 106.8
1893....................... 107.8 106.3 110.2 103.0 106.0 108.1
1894....................... 95.4 98.2 96.9 96.6 97.9 96.3
1895....................... 98.8 99.4 100.1 101.6 97.2 99.3
1896....................... 93.1 94.4 91.9 94.5 90.0 92.8
1897....................... 91.8 93.1 89.5 95.1 92.7 91.4
1898....................... 97.6 95.2 94.2 99.7 92.5 96.2
1899....................... 102.2 99.7 100.0 102.9 96.9 101.1
1900....................... 99.9 101.2 99.9 101.3 93.8 99.9
1901....................... 105.3 106.2 105.9 111.5 98.2 105.7
1902....................... 119.0 120.7 119.1 123.2 109.9 119.1
1903....................... 125.9 126.0 123.3 134.2 118.7 125.3
1904....................... 132.2 134.9 129.8 131.9 121.1 130.9
1905....................... 132.3 137.9 129.2 133.3 123.5 131.6
1906....................... 135.0 142.6 128.3 139.9 128.1 134.2
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F IS H , F R E SH .

RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 323

Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

i North Cen
tral division.

South Cen
tral division.

Western
division.

United
States.

1890...................... 99.3 98.7 99.0 100.0 100.2 99.3
1891...................... 99.9 98.2 99.3 100.0 99.1 99.6
1892...................... 100.8 97.6 99.5 100.0 98.8 100.1
1893...................... 101.2 97.4 99.2 100.0 97.0 100.1
1894...................... 100.4 102.7 98.8 100.0 101.3 100.4
1895....................... 99.5 101.3 99.8 100.0 100.5 99.8
1896....................... 100.2 102.2 100.4 100.0 97.4 100.2
1897....................... 99.4 101.0 100.8 100.0 98.4 99.8
1898....................... 100.0 101.1 101.3 100.0 103.5 100.5
1899....................... 99.4 99.8 101.8 100.0 103.6 100.2
1900....................... 99.7 100.6 101.5 102.9 101.6 100.4
1901...................... 100.1 ! 104.8 102.7 103.1 103.0 101.4
1902....................... 102.8 ! 105.9 105.9 113.8 112.7 105.0
1903...................... 106.6 I 103.5 108.3 114.4 109.7 107.3
1904...................... 108.3 | 103.0 109.0 114.4 108.6 107.9
1905................ . 109.4 |j  106.0 112.6 116.6 1Q8.2 109.9
1905....................... 112.3 113.1 122.6 123.0 114.4 116.2

F ISH , SALT.

1890.................. 98.0 102.3 99.2 95.4 100.7
1891.................. ...j 102.2 98.0 103.0 95.4 98.1 101.7
1892.................. ...! 103.8 98.0 100.6 95.4 106.0 102.2
1893.................. . ..  104.9 98.5 102.6 95.4 100.6 103.4
1894.................. ..J  102.6 99.7 100.8 93.5 98.1 101.5
1895.................. 98.7 100.7 99.8 93.5 100.6 98.9
1896.................. 97.8 101.1 96.0 95.3 96.7 97.5
1897.................. ...j 94.3 101.1 94.2 102.8 94.1 95.2
1898.................. 97.2 101.8 98.4 115.4 104.6 98.8
1899.................. - J  97.9 103.0 102.5 114.0 106.0 100.2
1900.................. . . J  96.6 103.4 99.7 123.2 102.1 99.1
1901.................. ...1 98.6 104.2 100.7 126.3 100.6 100.9
1902.................. ioi. o 104.1 100.8 132.4 110.0 102.8
1903.................. ...j 104.1 104.2 114.3 139.1 148.3 108.4
1904.................. ...j 109.3 105.6 116.9 141.5 148.6 111.7
1905.................. ...! 111.7 107.2 120.4 140.6 150.0 113.8
1906.................. ..J  116.5

1

108.5 123.5 141.8 151.8 116.8

FLOUR, W HEAT.

1890...................... 110.4 105.6 109.5 113.5 107.7 109.7
1891................... 112.7 106.9 113.2 113.8 1147 112.5
1892....................... 104.6 101. 4 105.3 104.8 1140 105.1
1893...................... 96.4 98.1 95.0 94.4 95.9 96.1
1894...................... 89.0 92.6 87.8 85.8 85.8 88.7
1895...................... 88.8 92.0 90.1 86.8 83.6 89.0
1896...................... 92.1 96.3 92.1 94.6 92.6 92.7
1897...................... 103.2 101.8 105.5 107.9 109.0 104.3
1898...................... 108.0 106.6 107.4 104.0 106.7 107.4
1899...................... 94.9 97.9 94.0 94.6 90.0 94.6
1900...................... 94.0 97.4 95.4 94.0 87.2 94 3
1901...................... 93.6 98.2 96.4 95.9 86.8 94.4
1902...................... 93.9 97.4 96.9 95.6 91.8 94  9
1903...................... 100.5 101.7 102.4 97.7 104 5 101.2
1904...................... 119.9 118.2 123.2 117.0 114 9 119.9
1905...................... 121.1 119.9 121.0 115.4 116.9 119.9
1906...................... 107.1 108.3 108.0 107.0 111.9 108.1
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Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

North Cen- ! South Cen
tral division, j tral division.

Western
division.

United
States.

1890...................... 98.2 97.8 97.9 100.4 98.5 98.2
1891....................... 100.1 99.2 98.9 103.0 102.5 99.8
1892....................... 105.0 101.9 101.4 106.0 106.9 103.6
1893...................... 121.3 118.5 112.5 121.1 117.3 117.9
1894...................... 108.1 105.7 105.0 109.4 108.5 106.9
1895...................... 100.7 97.1 100.7 96.9 101.6 ’ 100.1
1890....................... 91.3 93.8 94.5 89.2 90.9 92.5
1897....................... 88.0 91.0 92.8 87.5 87.7 89.8
1898...................... 92.3 95.8 96.3 90.3 92.4 93.9
1899....................... 95.1 99.3 100.0 96.2 93.6 97.1
1900...................... 103.1 108.6 105.8 102.4 99.0 104.4
1901....................... 117.2 122.7 119.0 118.1 107.8 118.1
1902...................... 134.1 140.4 133.4 138.4 120.8 134.3
1903...................... 127.8 134.5 124.0 123.2 118.8 126.7
1904...................... 118.3 121.0 113.7 116.7 115.9 117.3
1905.,................... 117.4 119.3 113.3 116.2 116.3 116.6
1900...................... 128.6 133.9 126.1 125.0 123.0 128.0

M ILK, F R E SH .

1890...................... 100.5 101.5 100.0 100.5 100.7 100.5
1891...................... 100.5 101.5 100.0 100.5 100.7 100.5
1892...................... 100.8 101.5 100.0 98.9 100.7 100.6
1893...................... 100.5 101.5 100.1 98.9 100.7 100.4
1894...................... 100.0 101.5 100.1 98.9 100.7 100.2:
1895...................... 100.0 98.9 100.5 99.4 100.8 100.0
1896...................... 99.7 98.1 100.5 101.2 100.8 99.9
1897....................... 99.6 98.4 100.3 101.2 98.9 99.7
1898....................... 99.2 98.4 100.1 101.2 98.1 99.4
1899....................... 99.3 98.5 98.4 99.5 98.1 98.9
1900...................... 100.8 99.1 98.9 99.5 98.1 99.9
1901....................... 102.0 100.6 100.5 99.5 98.1 101.1
1902....................... 104.3 102.1 102.5 103.6 99.2 103.3
1903...................... 106.4 102.8 105.8 107.6 104.6 105.8
1904....................... 107.4 103.1 106.1 108.4 103.3 106.3
1905....................... 107.5 105.5 106.9 110.1 102.3 107.0
1906...................... 109.9 106.9 108.2 111.3 104.8 108.9

M O L A SS E S.

1890....................... 104.7 101.7 106.0 104.5 104.3 104.7
1891....................... 101.6 100.9 101.6 102.3 104.0 101.7
1892....................... 101.1 100.2 101.4 101.3 102.8 101.2
1893....................... 100.7 99.6 100.7 99.0 102.8 100.6
1894....................... 100.1 100.4 100.6 99.4 102.0 100.3
1895....................... 98.9 100.4 99.3 98.4 97.6 99.0
1896....................... 98.6 99.5 99.5 100.5 92.9 98.7
1897....................... 97.6 99.3 97.9 96.9 95.3 97.7
1898....................... 98.0 98.6 96.7 100.2 99.0 - 97.9
1899...................... 98.7 99.4 96.4 97.6 99.2 98.2
1900....................... 102.3 98.7 103.0 105.8 100.3 102.2
1901....................... 100.9 97.7 102.3 106.0 101.9 101.3
1902....................... 101.6 97.7 103.8 106.8 102.9 102.1
1903........ .............. 103.6 95.9 105.8 109.3 103.9 103.8
1904....................... 104.3 95.9 105.0 109.3 104.3 104.0
1905...................... 104.6 96.2 105.8 109.7 104.3 104.4
1906...................... 105.2 99.1 106.5 110.4 104.5 105.3
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Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

North Cen
tral division.

South Cen
tral division.

Western. 
division.

United
States.

1890..................... 102.3 97.8 100.6 99.1 100.4 100.7
1891.....................! 101.4 99.3 100.1 98.7 102.7 100.6
1892..................... 102.2 99.9 100.5 97.9 102.4 101.0
1893..................... 100.5 98.7 101.2 98.4 97.1 99.9
1894..................... 95.2 100.4 .99.9 99.3 96.2 97.8
1895..................... 97.3 100.8 99.3 100.1 98.3 98.7
1890..................... 97.7 99.4 99.7 99.9 97.2 98.7
1897 100.3 98.9 98.9 100.6 99.1 99.6
1898..................... 100.6 102.2 98.6 103.8 100.4 M 4
1890..................... 102.5 102.6 100.9 103.8 106.3 102.6
1900..................... 105.7 103.9 104.2 109.3 107.1 105. 6
1901..................... 109.2 104.0 110.3 110.5 107.8 m o
1902..................... 113.3 109.3 116.8 119.9 112.5 114.7
1903..................... 109.9 114.7 114.7 113.4 111.7 112.6
1904..................... 112.9 114.6 116.5 113.9 110.9 1141
1905..................... 115.2 116.8 122.7 116.3 115.1 117.8
1900..................... 118.3 125.6 131.1 120.8 125.2 1241

PO R K , F R E S H .

1890....................... 97.5 94.2 96.0 97.9 100.7 97.0
1891....................... 100.0 97.7 96.6 98.2 100.6 98.7
1892....................... "101.0 98.7 100.4 98.1 101.4 100.5
1893...................... 109.5 105.0 105.3 103.8 97.7 107.0
1894...................... i 103.4 100.3 100.2 101.2 98.4 101.8
1895...................... jj 99.2 102.1 99.4 100.0 101.4 99.7
1896...................... ; "6.2 100.2 98.0 99.6 99.9 97.4
1897...................... 1 96.1 97.7 99.3 99.4 99.5 97.6
1898...................... | ! 97.2 100.5 100.7 98.6 96.3 98.6
1899...................... 99.8 103.5 103.9 103.1 104.0 101.7
1900...................... 106.9 107.4 109.6 105.4 107.8 107.7
1901...................... 117.9 118.5 119.4 115.3 110.5 117.9
1902...................... 127.9 132.7 129.6 127.3 117.4 128.3
1903...................... 128.4 130.5 126.3 123.3 114.7 127.0
1904...................... 125.2 127.7 122.5 118.8 116.3 1240
1905...................... 126.9 129.7 126.9 118.1 121.1 126.6
1906...................... 137.4 141.9 139.1 128.3 129.9 137.7

PO R K , SALT, BACON.

1890.......................; 95.0 98.0 95.5 94.9 99.6 95.8
1891...................... 96.3 98.2 95.8 95.4 100.7 96.6
1892.......................• 98.9 100.3 98.2 100.3 100.9 99.1
1893...................... 109.5 102.9 109.0 112.3 111.6 109.0
1894...................... 104.3 ,99.3 103.3 104.6 105.5 103.6
1895...................... 98.8 99.. 9 97.6 99.1 100.2 99.4
1896...................... 97.2 96.5 97.4 94.6 94.3 96.7
1897...................... 98.2 98.9 97.2 96.2 93.4 97.4
1898...................... 99.3 99.3 102.1 101.2 96.4 100.2
1899...................... : 102.3 106.6 104.0 101.3 97.5 102.9
1900...................... 1' 109.3 108.7 111.6 110.2 104.0 109.7
1901...................... 120.3 119.2 124.4 122.0 111.7 121.0
1902...................... 134.6 132.6 137.8 141.6 127.3 135.6
1903...................... 137.5 134.6 141.2 152.5 137.5 139.8
1904...................... 133.8 131.8 140.6 151.2 137.4 137.9
1905...................... 134.2 131.7 142.5 151.4 139.2 138.8
1906...................... 145.9 144.5 155.8 165.8 144.2 150.4
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PO R K , SALT, D R Y  OR PICKLED.

Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

North Cen
tral division.

South Cen
tral division.

Western
division.

United
States.

1890....................... 94.9 95.8 96.2 87.3 111.1 95.3
1891...................... 98.9 97.1 99.8 94.2 111.1 98.9
1892...................... 100.7 96.7 101.2 99.4 111.1 100.5
1893...................... 109.9 99.5 110.5 107.1 111.1 108.7
1894...................... 103.9 97.1 104.1 106.5 111.1 103.4
1895....................... 100.2 99.0 96.8 107.3 106.5 99.2
1896....................... 96.5 100.7 92.9 98.1 83.3 95.5
1897....................... 97.0 100.1 97.0 97.8 83.3 97.3
1898....................... 98.1 105.9 98.7 97.5 83.3 99.1
1899....................... 99.3 108.1 102.8 104.9 87.9 ioi: 8
1900....................... 106.1 113.9 107.3 113.4 94.9 107.7
1901....................... 112.7 129.9 118.5 129.2 83.3 117.5
1902....................... 129.2 147.7 131.4 145.2 83.3 132.5
1903...................... 124.7 144.8 128.6 142.1 83.3 129.0
1904............. '........ 120.5 139.4 125.6 140.6 83.4 125.8
1905...................... 120.5 141.2 126.1 138.8 83.3 126.0
1906...................... 130.0 157.8 138.4 144.1 89.8 136.9

PO R K , SALT, HAM.

1890...................... 98.7 98.0 99.0 96.2 102.5 98.7
1891....................... 98.6 99.3 99.7 98.6 104.0 99.3
1892....................... 101.6 100.5 102.3 102.6 104.8 101.9
1893....................... 110.1 105.3 110.8 103.6 112.8 109.3
1894...................... 102.4 100.4 101.3 102.1 103.4 101.9
1895...................... 98.3 99.7 99.3 100.2 96.6 98.8
1896...................... 97.8 99.4 97.4 96.6 94.4 97.6
1897...................... 98.5 99.2 97.4 99.1 94.9 98.2
1898...................... 94.4 98.8 9 4 0 100.2 90.6 95.1
1899...................... 99.4 99.4 98.9 100.9 95.9 99.2
1900...................... 105.6 102.7 106.3 108.4 102.7 105.3
1901...................... 110.8 107.6 111.6 112.1 103.9 110.2
1902....................... 119.1 114.4 122.8 123.6 114 9 119.4
1903...................... 121.6 118.1 122.0 128.3 116.2 121.3
1904....................... 118.7 114.0 118.8 127.3 114 5 118.4
1905....................... 118.0 114.7 119.9 126.4 114.8 118.5
1906....................... 128.3 123.5 128.2 136.0 119.6 127.2

POTATOES, IR IS H .

1890....................... 109.4 105.0 109.2 106.5 123.9 109.3
1891....................... 114.2 112.6 123.1 118.5 110.9 116.6
1892...................... 96.7 94.3 95.7 89.5 95.7 95.7
1893...................... 110.5 112.1 116.9 111.2 106.3 112.3
1894....................... 100.5 101.3 109.0 101.9 89.8 102.6
1895....................... 90.7 94  8 93.8 92.8 85.0 91.8
1896...................... 79.3 79.0 70.0 79.6 86.2 77.0
1897....................... 95.8 93.9 87.2 97.6 87.0 93.0
1898....................... 106.6 107.7 104 3 104.0 92.5 105.4
1899....................... 96.1 99.3 90.6 98.2 122.7 96.1
1900....................... 94 0 98.1 89.6 93.9 99.8 93.5
1901....................... 113.8 1146 123.7 116.0 116.2 116.8
1902....................... 114 3 115.2 124 5 106.8 120.2 117.0
1903....................... 113.4 109.8 121.4 111.0 106.6 1148
1904....................... 121.0 114 4 123.7 115.0 125.7 121.3
1905....................... 107.8 104.2 113.9 110.1 110.0 110.2
1906...................... 111.8 109.7 117.0 111.2 119.4 114.4
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PRUNES.

Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

North Cen
tral division.

South Cen
tral division.

Western
division.

United
States.

1890...................... 120.4 109.4 116.5 110.5 118.0 116.8
1891...................... 118.2 109.4 118.8 109.7 119.8 116.5
1892...................... 114:9 109.4 113.8 110.6 115.1 113.5
1893...................... 117.0 109.4 119.3 112.7 109.7 115.6
1894...................... 98.9 109.4 100.3 101.5 101.4 100.9
1895................ 92.3 104.0 92.7 93.6 98.0 94.2
1896...................... 85.9 90.1 84.9 89.0 89.5 86.8
1897...................... 83.3 86.3 84.3 88.5 81.3 84.3
1898...................... 85.5 86.3 85.6 92.4 83.0 86.3
1899...................... 83.6 86.3 83.7 91.5 85.7 85.1
1900...................... 81.7 86.3 82.1 88.3 80.2 83.0
1901...................... 81.7 86.3 79.2 91.5 79.1 82.6
1902....................... 80.0 86.3 81.3 98.0 81.2 83.4
1903...................... 82.4 86.3 77.1 81.4 69.6 80.2
1904..................... 81.5 83.9 76.6 82.7 69.0 79.6
1905...................... 81.6 84.5 79.0 86.3 73.0 81.4
1906...................... 83.8 89.4 81.1 89.0 86.2 85.1

RICE.

1890...................... 101.2 100.5 101.8 99.7 102.5 101.3
1891....................... 102.6 100.9 102.9 101.6 105.8 102.5
1892...................... 101.4 101.2 100.9 99.8 104.0 101.3
1893....................... 98.1 100.4 98.1 98.1 97.6 98.4
1894...................... 98.5 100.3 99.6 99.8 96.1 99.0
1895...................... 98.9 99.1 98.8 100.2 96.0 98.8
1896...................... 96.7 98.1 96.7 97.7 91.6 96.7
1897...................... 98.1 98.6 97.7 96.8 96.1 97.9
1898. ~.................. 101.8 100.3 101.5 102.3 104.6 101.7
1899...................... 102.7 100.5 102.0 103.7 105.7 102.4
1900...................... 102.7 102.0 101.1 104.5 106.3 102.4
1901...................... 102.9 103.3 103.4 107.6 105.6 103.5
1902...................... 102.3 104.1 104.3 106.0 107.3 103.5
1903...................... 103.7 104.2 103.3 107.0 104.2 103.9
1904...................... 102.0 102.6 100.1 104.6 100.7 101.6
1905...................... 102.7 103.7 102.5 103.6 101.2 102.6
1906...................... 105.2 108.4 105.9 104.6 105.5 105.7

SUGAR.

1890....................... 119.9 115.8 116.3 121.4 122.6 118.0
1891....................... 101.9 103.1 102.8 105.5 109.0 102.7
1892............. ........ 94.8 99.4 96.4 99.7 99.9 96.2
1893...................... 101.5 103.7 100.9 100.1 102.9 101.5
1894...................... 92.4 97.1 94.2 96.6 97.5 93.8
1895...................... 91.4 92.3 92.2 93.5 90.1 91.8
3896...................... 97.1 94.1 97.2 96.0 91.2 96.6
1897...................... 96.2 93.1 96.3 94.7 92.9 95.7
1898...................... 102.4 99.8 101.1 95.7 99.4 101.3
1899...................... 102.2 101.7 102.5 96.8 94.7 101.7
1900...................... 106.2 105.9 104.3 98.2 97.5 104.9
1901...................... 104.2 104.6 102.5 94.2 96.3 103.0
1902...................... 97.0 97.3 96.3 90.7 81.2 96.0
1903...................... 97.2 97.4 95.1 92.1 90.9 96.1
1904...................... 102.1 99,8 101.7 98.9 101.0 101.9
1905...................... 106.1 103.9 102.1 99.4 100.5 103.0
1906...................... 99.9 97.6 96.3 95.0 95.1 98.2

i
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Concluded.

TEA.

Year. North Atlan
tic division.

South Atlan
tic division.

North Cen
tral division.

South Cen
tral division.

Western j 
division, j

United
States.

1890...................... 100.0 100.6 99.8 98.6 101.1 100.0
1891...................... 100.3 100.8 100.7 99.0 99.8 100.4
1892...................... 100.2 100.8 100.6 99.5 97.4 100.2
1893...................... 100.1 100.8 100.3 99.8 98.1 100.1
1894...................... 99.2 100.2 96.9 99.1 98.2 98.7
1895...................... 99.1 100.2 96.3 99.6 97.2 98.5
189G...................... 99.0 99.1 98.1 99.9 97.5 98.8
1897...................... 98.7 99.1 97.5 100.1 97.9 98.5
1898..:.................. 100.6 99.1 101.3 100.8 101.7 100.7
1899....................... 103.1 99.3 108.5 103.6 111.0 104.4
1900....................... 103.5 99.7 111.1 105.8 110.8 105.5
1901....................... 104.0 100.2 114.1 107.5 113.2 106.7
1902...................... 104.3 100.5 114.8 108.8 113.7 107.2
1903...................... 103.5 98.1 112.9 107.5 114.4 106.0
1904...................... 103.5 98.1 112.0 107.5 114.9 105.8
1905...................... 103.2 97.9 111.9 107.1 116.2 105.7
1906...................... 102.0 98.1 112.0 108.2 116.2 105.5

VEAL.

1890...................... 99.9 96.8 97.2 .97.0 105.8 98.8
1891...................... 100.5 99.8 97.6 99.3 104.5 99.6
1892...................... 100.2 101.5 98.7 98.5 104.0 100.0
1893...................... 99.7 101.9 100.8 99.3 96.2 100.0
1894...................... 98.4 100.3 99.9 99.3 92.5 98.7
1895...................... 98.1 98.9 100.0 99.3 92.9 98.5
1896...................... 99.7 99.7 99.7 101.5 96.5 99.5
1897...................... 99.1 100.1 100.1 101.8 99.1 99.9
1898....................... 101.2 99.6 101.0 101.8 103.6 101.2
1899....................... 103.1 101.4 105.0 102.2 105.0 103.7
1900...................... 104.1 103.9 106.3 101.9 106.1 104.9
1901....................... 107.5 106.5 111.0 106.6 109.1 108.8
1902...................... 117.8 110.0 117.0 112.1 110.7 115.2
1903...................... 119.7 110.0 116.3 106.0 111.8 114.9
1904...................... 120.5 110.6 116.8 105.8 113.0 115.5
1005...................... 122.4 112.9 120.4 107.2 113.2 117.7
1906...................... 126.4 122.0 127.5 112.7 116.2 123.2

VINEGAR.

1890....................... 103.7 104.2 103.6 98.2 99.6 102.9
1891....................... 108.4 103.0 105.6 102.1 99.6 105.5
1892....................... 104.0 98.1 105.1 101.7 99.6 102.7
1893....................... 97.6 98.7 101.9 101.8 99.6 99.5
1894....................... 98.4 99.3 101.5 101.5 99.6 99.8
1895....................... 97.6 99.3 101.2 97.9 99.6 98.9
1896....................... 97.2 99.3 96.0 95.7 99.6 97.2
1897...................... 97.3 99.3 96.0 96.7 99.6 97.4
1898....................... 97.5 99.3 94.4 102.2 101.1 97.9
1899....................... 98.3 99.3 94.8 101.8 102.6 98.3
1900....................... 97.4 99.3 96.0 104.6 102.6 98.5
1901....................... 96.8 99.3 95.4 110.0 104.7 98.9
1902....................... 96.3 99.3 98.1 107.1 111.9 99.5
1903....................... 96.3 99.3 96.7 106.9 111.9 99.1
1904....................... 95.8 98.6 96.5 107.3 111.9 98.9
1905....................... 98.6 99.5 98.1 107.3 110.3 100.3
1906....................... 104.3 100.5 99.5 107.4 111.7 102.6
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RECENT REPORTS OF STATE BUREAUS OF LABOR STATISTICS.

INDIANA.

Tenth B iennia l Report o f the Department o f Statistics, fo r 1908 and
1904• Benjamin F. Johnson, Chief of Bureau. 964 pp.

This report is made up of five parts, as follows: Social statistics, 
203 pages; economic statistics, 287 pages; industrial statistics, 304 
pages; agricultural statistics, 52 pages; railroad statistics, 51 pages. 
Also the report reproduces an address by S. N. D. North, on “ Coop
eration and unification in Federal and State statistical work,” and 
one by William J. Tucker, on “ The wage-earner.”

I ndustrial Statistics.—The subjects considered in this part of 
the report relate to coal mining and coal-mine labor and to manufac
turing.

For the year 1902 reports were received from 153 mines, employ
ing a total of 14,893 persons, to whom was paid in wages and salaries 
an aggregate of $7,329,918. Of this amount $6,340,075 was paid to 
inside workmen, $740,782 to outside workmen, and $249,061 to sal
aried employees. The total output of coal for the year was 8,793,423 
tons, valued at $9,550,455. For the year 1903 reports were received 
from 180 mines, employing a total of 16,412 persons, to whom was 
paid in wages and salaries an aggregate of $10,104,067. Of this 
amount $8,948,954 was paid to inside workmen, $946,688 to outside 
workmen, and $208,425 to salaried employees. The total output for 
the year was 11,866,023 tons, valued at $13,787,481.

In 1902 individual reports were secured from 4,238 mine workers 
(representing 108 mines), and in 1903 from 8,468 mine workers 
(representing 125 mines). The following table shows, for 1902 and 
1903, the average wages paid per day to the various classes of mine 
workers, and the average hours worked per week and the days per 
year.

329
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AVERAGE DAILY WAGES OF MINE WORKERS. AND AVERAGE TIME WORKED PER 
WEEK AND PER YEAR, 1902 AND 1903.

Occupations.
Daily wages. Hours worked per 1 

week.
Days worked per 

year.

1902. 1903. 1902. 1603. ' 1902. 1903.

Miners........................................................ $2.42 $2.74 31 34 209 214
Loaders..................................................... 2.74 3.03 32 35 215 222
Machine men............................................. 3.09 3.22 32 35 215 222
Drivers...................................................... 2.25 2.56 35 38 234 240
Track layers.............................................. 2.30 2.56 39 42 254 246
Cagers........................................................ 2.25 2.56 35 37 229 232
Trappers.................................................... 1.00 1.13 32 33 208 215
Greasers..................................................... 1.50 1.50 32 33 208 215
Day men................................................... 2.25 2.56 37 39 243 240
Foremen.................................................... 2.97 3.25 48 48 304 300
Engineers.................................................. 2.50 2.95 63 63 260 365
Firemen..................................................... 1.81 2.05 36 39 230 237
Pump men................................................. 1.90 2.20 63 63 365 365
Blacksmiths.............................................. 2.35 2.60 40 44 260 252
Weigh men................................................ 2.05 2.30 41 45 267 254
Check weigh men....................................... 2.81 2.85 32 34 208 216
Flat trimmers........................................... 1.62 1.92 33 35 211 217
Helpers...................................................... 1.60 1.92 33 35 217 218
Timbermen. i ............................................. 2.30 2.56 37 41 246 244

In 1902, of the mine workers reporting, 1,090 owned their homes 
and 1,533 rented at an average rent per month of $5.40, 1,191 had 
$103,855 in savings, and 974 carried life insurance to the amount of 
$346,245. In 1903, of the mine workers reporting, 2,241 owned 
their homes and 3,538 rented at an average rent per month of $6.47, 
2,641 had $349,270 in savings, and 2,002 carried life insurance to the 
amount of $649,200.

Returns for 1903 were received from 1,535 manufacturing estab
lishments, representing 64 industries, with an invested capital of 
$112,912,304, using raw materials of the value of $171,930,959, and 
turning out manufactured products to the value of $300,193,308. 
There were 115,293 wage-earners employed (101,416 males and 
13,877 females), to whom were paid wages aggregating $53,020,776.

The industries employing the largest number of laborers, skilled 
and unskilled, were as follows: Glass, 14,575 employees, receiving 
$8,135,494 in wages; iron products, 9,960 employees, receiving 
$5,817,018; railroad equipments, 5,237 employees, receiving $2,592,- 
844; wagons and carriages, 5,718 employees, receiving $2,501,337, 
and boilers, tanks, and steam pumps, 4,485 employees, receiving 
$2,107,648.

The highest price paid for skilled labor was in the manufacture of 
iron products. Puddlers received from $3.15 to $7 per day, the 
average being $4.20; heaters received from $4.38 to $10.07, the aver
age being $6.20, and rollers received from $10 to $20 per day, the 
average being $14.20. There was quite a variance in the hours of 
labor required in the different establishments. In the manufacture 
of glass, blowers received from $5 to $9 per day, the average being 
$7.32; gatherers received from $3.60 to $6 per day, the average being 
$5.34; flatteners received from $4 to $9 per day, the average being
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$6.50, and cutters received from $4 to $8 per day, the average being 
$5.38.

A series of tables is presented showing by occupations for each 
establishment in each industry number of employees by sex, average 
daily wages, hours of labor per day, wage changes, and days employed 
during the year.

Railroad Statistics.—Tables are given, showing for each road 
operating in the State for the years ending June 30, 1903, and June 
30, 1904, the earnings, operating expenses, and maintenance, pas
sengers carried, freight tonnage, average passenger and freight rates, 
number of officials and employees, salaries and wages, hours of labor 
per day, days employed per year, and accidents. The accidents in 
the State for the year ending June 30, 1903, were 384 killed (14 pas
sengers, 132 employees, and 238 others) and 3,232 injured (250 pas
sengers, 2,622 employees, and 360 others); for the year ending June 
30, 1904, there were 334 killed (19 passengers, 91 employees, and 224 
others) and 3,677 injured (338 passengers, 3,026 employees, and 313 
others).

REPORTS OF STATE BUREAUS OF LABOR---INDIANA. 331

IOWA.

Eleventh B ienn ia l Report o f the Bureau o f Labor Statistics fo r the State
o f Iowa. 1903, 1904. Edward D. Brigham, Commissioner.
460 pp.

The following are the subjects presented in this report: Factory 
inspection, 80 pages; graded wages and salaries, 44 pages; new 
industries, 27 pages; trade unions, 60 pages; immigration, 51 pages; 
wage-earners, 33 pages; railroad employees, 16 pages; wage scales 
and trade agreements, 83 pages; manufactures, 25 pages; labor 
laws, 26 pages.
. Graded Wages and Salaries.—This is a compilation, embracing 
237 establishments in 45 lines of business, showing by occupation and 
sex the maximum, medium, and minimum wages paid per hour, day, 
week, month, or year in 27 counties of the State. The number of 
hours worked per day and per week, together with the wage changes 
for the year 1904, are also given.

N ew I ndustries.—To this subject there are two parts. The first 
part shows, by counties, the number and kind of manufacturing 
industries and business houses (wholesale and retail) established since 
1902; also a list of the 25 larger water powers in the State capable of 
furnishing power for manufacturing purposes, nearly all of which will 
admit of further development. The second part shows, by counties, 
the number and kind of new industries, manufacturing and mercan
tile, desired in each locality, together with the natural or acquired 
advantages and the inducements offered.
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Trade U nions.—Returns were received from 688 labor unions in 
the State giving number of members in each union, per capita monthly 
dues, amounts paid out for sick and funeral benefits, maximum and 
minimum wages, with the variations in both since 1902, number of 
strikes that have occurred since December 31, 1900, and whether the 
unions demand the employment of union men only. Of the total 
unions, 671 reported a membership of 41,397. As compared with the 
report for 1901-2, a slight falling off in the number of local unions and 
in the total membership is shown; but in the average membership per 
union there is an increase, it being 61.7 as compared with 56.7 for the 
earlier period. The members were distributed among 58 trades or 
industries in 129 cities and towns of the State. The chapter closes 
with statements from various unions of the advantages secured 
through organization without resorting to strikes.

Wage-Earners.—Data furnished by 333 individual wage-earners 
of the State engaged in 69 occupations relating to hours of labor per 
day, wages, annual earnings, savings, conditions of employment, 
insurance, ownership of home, etc., are presented in this chapter. 
The total wages earned during 1904 by 236 wage-earners who reported 
was $184,634, or an average of $782.35 for each. Savings for the two 
years U903 and 1904) amounted to $41,930 by the 216 persons who 
reported, or an average of $194.12 for each. Life insurance averaging 
$2,250 per individual was carried by 214 wage-earners, and 141 car
ried fire insurance on their homes to the extent of $135,250, or an 
average of $959.22 for each. Home owners numbered 124, of whom 
72 valued their property at $147,050, or an average of $2,042.36, all 
being unencumbered, while 52 reported an equity of $48,275 in 
property valued at $95,900.

Railroad E mployees.—This is an investigation of the conditions 
surrounding the employment of railroad men in the transportation 
branch of the service and a record of the accidents to railroad, 
employees within the  State during the period from September 1, 1903, 
to January 1, 1905. Returns from the railroad employees show that 
the average run per month was 3,322 miles for conductors, 3,283 miles 
for engineers, 2,755 miles for firemen, and 2,992 miles for trainmen. 
On the above mileage basis the average maximum annual earnings of 
conductors reporting at the maximum rate of $3.45 per 100 miles was 
$1,375, the average minimum annual earnings on the same mileage 
basis at the minimum rate of $3 per 100 miles was $1,196; the 
average maximum annual earnings of engineers on the mileage 
basis of those reporting at the maximum rate of $4.80 per 100 
miles was $1,891, the average minimum annual earnings on the 
same mileage basis at the minimum rate of $3.70 per 100 miles was 
$1,458; the average maximum annual earnings of firemen on the 
mileage basis of those reporting at the maximum rate of $2.95 per
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100 miles was $975, the average minimum annual earnings on the 
same mileage basis at the minimum rate of $2.25 per 100 nrles was 
$744; the average maximum annual earnings of trainmen on the mile
age basis of those reporting at the maximum rate of $2.64 per 100 
miles was $948, the average minimum annual earnings on the same 
mileage basis at the minimum rate of $2.24 per 100 miles was $804.

Wage Scales and Trade Agreements.—This chapter consists 
of the reproduction of 40 wage scales and trade agreements between 
employers and employees in the State in 21 trades or industries.

Manufactures.—The statistics pertaining to the manufacturing 
industries of the State are reproduced from advance sheets, furnished 
by the United States Census Bureau, of the census of manufactures, 
1905.

Labor Laws.—This presentation consists of a compilation of the 
laws of the State which pertain to labor.

MICHIGAN.

Twenty-third Annual Report o f the Bureau o f Labor and Industria l
Statistics, including the Thirteenth Annual Report o f State Inspection
o f Factories. 1906. Malcolm J. McLeod, Commissioner. XX,
471 pp.

This report contains 21 chapters, of which Chapters I  to IX, 295 
pages, are devoted to inspection of factories, stores, hotels, and tene
ment houses. Labor and industrial statistics are presented in Chap
ters X to XX under the following titles: Free employment bureaus,
9 pages; classification of labor and wages, 17 pages; beet sugar and 
Portland cement industries, 8 pages j statistics from Michigan indus
tries, 29 pages; strikes and lockouts, 4 pages; automobile industry 
and ship and boat building, 10 pages; manufacture of paper and 
statistics of knitting mills, 9 pages; State prisons and reformatories,
10 pages; successful Michigan industries, 8 pages; statistics of news
papers and other publications, 41 pages; coal industry, 10 pages; 
laws enforced by the department, 18 pages.

Free Employment Bureaus.—This is a detailed report of the 
work done in, the two bureaus—one at Detroit and one at Grand Rap
ids—which were opened in 1905.

Classification of Labor and Wages.—The purpose of this 
investigation was to determine the number, wages, and hours of labor 
of all employees, and the average number of days per month and 
months per year worked in the manufacturing establishments in
spected. There were 7,168 establishments canvassed in 1904 and 
7,170 in 1905. The aggregate amount of wages paid in 1904 was 
$110,139,236, in 1905 it was $122,953,324; the average hours worked 
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daily weie 9.8 in 1904 and 9.9 in 1905; the average days worked per 
month were 26.1 in 1904 and 26.4 in 1905; the average months 
worked were 11.2 in 1904 and 11.1 in 1905.

The data collected have been compiled and presented in a detailed 
table, showing the items by counties. A summary for the entire 
investigation is also given. The following table shows the number of 
employees of each class and the average daily wages paid in 1904 and 
1905 in the establishments canvassed:

EMPLOYEES OF EACH CLASS AND AVERAGE DAILY WAGES IN MANUFACTURING 
ESTABLISHMENTS, 1904 AND 1905.

[Figures are for 7,108 establishments in 1904 and 7,170 in 1905.]

1904. 1905.

Class of employees. Number 
of em

ployees.

Average
daily

wages.

Number 
of em

ployees.

Average
daily

wages.

Superintendents......................................................................... 6,155 $4.32 6,266 $4.44
Foremen...................................................................................... 7,193 2.91 7,185

6,227
3,902

3.02
Office clerks:

Males..................................................................................... 6,329
3,727

2.70 2.74
Females................................................................................. 1.36 1.43

General factory workers:
Males..................................................................................... 153,045

31,290
1.83 169,804

33,724
1.91

Females................................................................................ 1.01 1.01
Children between 14 and 16:

Males..................................................................................... 3,404 .79 3,414 .77
Females................................................................................ 1,725 .64 j 1,681 || .64

Total.................................................................................. 212,868 1.77 j 232,203 1.82

B eet Sugar and Portland Cement Industries.—In the beet 
sugar industry 16 factories were in operation in the year 1905. Dur
ing the year one new factory was built and 5 increased their capacity.

The acreage devoted to beet raising in 1905 was 79,457 and in 1904 
the acreage was 58,213, being an increase of 21,244 acres. There 
were 503 skilled laborers and 3,265 other laborers employed in the 
factories, with an average daily wage of $2.91 for the former and 
$1.82 for the latter.

In the cement industry 13 of the 17 plants in the State were in 
operation at the time of the canvass. The daily capacity of the 15 
plants reporting was 19,200 barrels. The output for 12 plants report
ing for the year 1904 was 2,167,868 barrels, and for the year 1905 the 
output for the same number of plants was 2,832,000 barrels. There 
were 408 skilled laborers, at an average daily wage of $2.94, and 975 
other persons, at an average daily wage of $1.89, on the pay rolls. 
The average daily wages of all employees were $2.20. The annual 
pay roll amounted to $1,142,549.

Statistics from Michigan Industries.—This chapter consists 
of a series of tables compiled from data collected cooperatively by 
the United States Bureau of the Census and the State bureau of 
labor and industrial statistics, showing number of manufacturing 
establishments in the State, capital invested, cost of materials used,
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value of product, number of employees by sex and age groups, aver
age yearly earnings, etc.

The following table shows for 24 leading industries the number of 
establishments engaged in each industry, capital invested, miscel
laneous expenses, materials used, employees, wages, etc.:
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STATISTICS OF MANUFACTURES IN 24 INDUSTRIES, 1904.

Industries.
Estab

lish
ments.

Capital
invested.

Miscella
neous ex
penses.

Value of 
material 

used.

Value of 
product.

Per
sons
em

ployed.
" p a ir

Aver
age

yearly
earn
ings.

Agricultural implements.
Beet sugar........................
Bread and bakery prod

ucts...............................
Carriages and wagons___
Shop and railroad con

struction.......................
Railroad cars...................
Milk products..................
Chemicals.........................
Druggists’ preparations . 
Flour and grist mill prod

ucts ...............................
Food preparations...........
Foundry and machine

shop products...............
Furniture.........................
Iron and steel..................
Leather............................
Malt liquors.....................
Timber products..............
Planing-mill products___
Paper and pulp................
Printing establishments..
Salt...................................
Slaughtering and meat

packing.........................
Copper..............................
Tobacco, cigars, etc.........

42
19

614
216

34
4

371
23
20

405
55

419
134
15
25
86

766
246
30

663
41

8
3

696

$14,342,106
12,989,630

2,829,028
13,610,960

2,462,881
7,783,077
1,888/385

16,130,766
7,650,256

7.654,270
3,445,786

24,290,075
15,797,769
5,795,551
6,860,797
8,951,185

38,507,207
8,770,537
8,397,576
4,725,303
3,538,149

1,252,767
2,378,315
2,462,314

$1,902,405
706,628

650,917
2,412,845

82,129
602,778
152,557

1,211,867
833,737

541,168
2,256,990

3,349,148
1,820,345

360,941
449,649

2,695,727
3,110,717

682,724
498,032

1,063,610
259,855

137,889
407,119

1,516,429

$3,497,210
3,749,879

3,835,187
10,448,161

2,599,383
9,517,495
7,027,263
4,753,478
3,343,163

23,414,207
2,255,816

12,907,799
7.622.470 
4,821,011 
7,271,023 
1,694,245

16,629,312
9,293,689
4.581.471 
1,664,372 
1,190,951

4,406,112
18,807,701
3,067,010

$8,719,719
5,378,004

7,115,648
20,097,704

5,369,391
13,467,751
8,208,706
9,695,422
8,797,911

26,512,027
6,753,699

31,506,195
18,421,735
7,140,652
9,340,349
6,999,251

40,569,335
14,375,467
7,340,631
6,930,000

.2,404,717

4,901,435
21,222,217
7,995,230

3,164
1,211
2,194
7,423

4,435
3,831

875
3,624
2,168

1,508
1,041

16,958
13,260
1,939
1,747
1,271

27,460
5,225
3,052
3,148
1,388

420
615

5,491

$1,685,677
581,074

1,031,807
3,514,328

2,496,947
2,200,977

432,302
2,004,239

829,221

766,690
459,526

9,176,471
5,938,312
1,018,699

865,673
864,115

13,057,977
2,365,030
1,306,112
1,583,891

626,026

217,342
454,943

2,160,501

$533
480

470
473

563
575
494
553
382

508
441

541
448
525
496
680
476
453
428
503
451

517
740
393

A special statistical presentation is made for the 10 principal cities, 
showing the increase in manufactures as compared with the year 1900. 
Of the whole number of establishments canvassed in the 10 cities, 
1,224 were conducted by individuals, 567 by firms, and 927 by cor
porations. The following table presents the principal facts as to 
establishments operated by individuals, firms, and corporations:

STATISTICS OF ESTABLISHMENTS OPERATED BY INDIVIDUALS, FIRMS, AND 
CORPORATIONS IN 10 CITIES, 1904.

Ownership.

Es-
tab-
lish-

ments.

Capital
invested.

Miscella
neous ex
penses.

Value of 
material 

used.

Value of 
product.

Em
ploy
ees.

Aggre
gate

wages
paid.

Amount
paid
each
em

ployee.

Days
of

work.

Aver
age

daily
wages.

Individuals.
Firms.........
C o r p o r a 

tions........

Total.

1,224
567

927

$10,448,219
11,835,652

150,142,419

$1,945,089
1,888,795

24,499,083

$11,169,527
11,807,236

! 91,584,570

$21,360,284
21,333,607

184,377,660

8,814
9,291

66,849

$4,001,855
4,179,140

,35,624,508

$454
460

533

290
290

290

$1.57 
1.55

1.84

2,718 172,426,W 2 8 ,332,967114,561,333'227,071,551'84,954 43,805,503
! 1 1 l i

516 290 1.78

Strikes and Lockouts.—This is a report of the court of mediation 
and arbitration. During the year only 4 strikes and 1 lockout were 
reported, and not more than 800 men were involved.
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Automobile Industry and Ship and B oat B uilding.—There 
were 3,936 persons employed in the manufacture of automobiles in 
the 34 establishments canvassed. Of the persons employed 41 were 
superintendents, receiving an average annual salary of $1,613.89; 
there were 240 office clerks employed, whose average daily wages were 
$2.22; 164 foremen were paid wages averaging $3.37 daily; of the 
laborers, 2,782 were classed as skilled and received an average daily 
wage of $2.45, while the daily wages of the 709 common laborers 
were $1.74.

A compilation of the data collected for 45 boat and ship build
ing establishments shows the following items: Capital invested,
$4,418,250; steel vessels built during the year, 18, aggregating in value 
$5,065,000; 1,414 other steel boats and 11,259 wooden vessels built 
during the year, with an aggregate value of $1,360,270; boats of all 
kinds under construction, 8,269, having an estimated value of 
$4,808,395; persons employed, 5,989; weekly pay roll, $73,649.85; 
average daily wages of all employees, $2.05.

Manufacture of Paper and Statistics of K nitting Mills.—  
At the time of the canvass of the paper industry there were 31 mills 
in operation, with an invested capital of $6,819,695. In a summary 
the following items appear: Total annual capacity, 263,530 tons. 
Employment was furnished 3,614 persons, classified as follows: 35 
superintendents, 81 foremen, 97 male and 25 female clerks in offices, 
2,782 other male and 594 other female employees; amount of daily 
pay roll, $6,138.42. The daily wages of male employees varied from 
$3.21 to $1.28, of the female employees from $1.30 to $0.87; the 
average hours worked by the day shift were 10.7, and by the night 
shift 12.6.

There were 20 knitting mills in operation at the time of the can
vass. A summary table shows the number operated by individuals, 
firms, and corporations, kind of power used, class of goods produced, 
materials used, value of product, etc. Of the 2,612 employees 38 
were boys and 148 were girls under 16 years of age.

State's P risons and Reformatories.—Under this title appear 
the reports of the wardens and superintendents of these institutions. 
Tables are given showing the number of officials and salary of each, 
number of inmates, number of inmates employed at contract labor, 
rate per day of contract labor, hours of labor, number of inmates 
employed in systems of labor other than contract, production, etc.

Successful Michigan Industries.—Under this head various 
industrial firms are mentioned, with descriptions of the establish
ments, number of persons employed, aggregate pay roll, etc. In 
noticing some of the establishments considerable attention has been 
giyen to recently inaugurated industrial betterments.
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N ewspapers and other P ublications.—This is a tabular state
ment, showing by counties and cities the number of papers or 
periodicals published, date of establishment, how often published, 
number of typesetting machines in use, number of employees, and 
average daily wages. There were in the State 779 publications, with 
an invested capital amounting to $4,152,400; the number of employees 
was 4,919, of whom 2,279 were employed on daily papers and 2,640 
on other publications. The average daily pay roll amounted to 
$11,135, and the average daily wages of all employees were $2.26. 
Of the total number of employees 146 were under 16 years of age.

Coal I ndustry.—The monthly average of coal mines in opera
tion during the year was 28. The following table is a condensed 
summary of the report:
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COAL MINE STATISTICS, 1904 AND 1905.

Items.
Year.

1904. 1905.

Mines in operation................................................................................................ 28 28
Average number of employees......................... *................................................... 2,714

7.7
2,732

7.7Average hours worked per day............................................................................
Average days worked per month......................................................................... 18.3 18.0
Average daily wages............................................................................................. $3.01 $2.97
Tons mined........................................................................................................... 1,414,834

$1.62
1,380,307

$1.59Average cost of mining, per ton...........................................................................

In 25 mines 43 accidents were reported. Of these 8 were fatal, 
12 serious, 18 severe, and 5 slight.

Laws E nforced by the D epartment.—This chapter reproduces 
the labor laws of the State.

MINNESOTA.

Special Report o f the Bureau o f Labor on Child Labor in  Minnesota, 1905.
W. H. Williams, Commissioner. 8 pp.

This report deals exclusively with the purpose, interpretation, 
operation, and enforcement of the provisions of the Minnesota 
child-labor law. Owing to its many inconsistencies and contra
dictions the law has been difficult of interpretation, and in several 
instances but slight attention seems to have been paid to its pro
visions. In many of the municipalities, in which no permits had 
been issued, the factory inspectors reported finding children under 
16 years engaged in prohibited work. There seems also to have 
been considerable irregularity in the matter of issuing child-employ
ment permits. In other cases it was found that permits were 
granted on very trivial reasons. Another point noticed is the wide 
divergence between the number of permits issued and the number 
of children found at work. In the larger cities the number of permits 
issued far exceeded the number of children at work in factories, etc.
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In view of these conditions it is recommended in the report that 
before any permit shall issue it must be shown that the child for 
whom the permit is requested has secured work.

The number of children under 16 years of age at work, as reported 
by the factory inspectors, has decreased each year since 1902, when 
the number reported was 1,075. In 1903, 972, and in 1904, 770 
were reported. The number of employment permits issued in 1905 
was 1,725.

A new law, much plainer and more concise in language, became 
effective in March, 1906. I t authorizes certain school officials to 
issue, under specified conditions, employment permits to children, 
and makes it the duty of the bureau of labor to enforce the pro
visions regulating child labor.

The child-labor law and the compulsory education law of the 
State are reproduced.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Sixth  B ienn ia l Report o f the Bureau o f Labor o f the State o f New
Hampshire, 1905-1906. L. H. Carroll, Commissioner. 225, lxx pp.

The following subjects are presented in this report: Directory of 
manufacturing establishments, 53 pages; leading industries, 4 pages; 
statistics of manufactures, 40 pages; convict labor, 3 pages; unoccu
pied manufacturing plants, and water-power privileges, 24 pages; 
strikes, 7 pages; manual training, 10 pages; labor laws, 29 pages; 
labor organizations, 27 pages; an appendix, 62 pages.

Leading Industries.—The manufacture of cotton goods is the 
most important industry in the State. In the 25 establishments 
reported as engaged in this industry in 1905 employment was given 
to 9,697 males, to whom was paid $4,049,098 in wages; 9,625 females, 
to whom was paid $3,246,693 in wages; 409 children under 16 years 
of age, to whom $77,017 was paid in wages, and 309 salaried clerks 
whose salaries amounted to $516,052. Invested capital amounted 
to $31,176,461, and goods to the amount of $29,540,770 were 
produced. Like statistics are given for each of the other 10 
leading industries.

Statistics of Manufactures.—For the year 1905 reports were 
received from 1,661 establishments engaged in 56 specified industries, 
and 80 establishments engaged in other industries, not specified. 
Tables are presented showing by industries and by location the 
capital invested, value of products, employees by classes, wages and 
salaries paid, other expenses, and cost of materials. The following 
summary statement shows aggregate figures for the State:
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Establishments reporting..............
Capital invested............................
Value of product...........................
Average number of wage-earners:

Males......................................
Females..................................
Children under 16 years of age.

Total....................................

Wages paid: %
Males.......................................
Females..................................
Children under 16 years of age.

Total....................................

Salaried employees.......................
Salaries paid..................................
Miscellaneous expenses, etc...........
Cost of materials............................

1, 741 
$119,526, 548 
$128,047, 970

46,411 
19,916 

967

67, 294

$22,008, 484 
$6, 640,451 

$187,319

$28,836,254

2, 743 
$3,027, 282 
$9,006,821 

$73, 216, 387

Convict Labor.—Under this title a summary of the Twentieth 
Annual Report of the United States Commissioner of Labor, in so far 
as it relates to the State of New Hampshire, is given.

U noccupied Manufacturing Plants and Water-Power Privi
leges.—This is a list of the manufacturing plants in the State 
unoccupied, as well as of water-power privileges, developed and 
undeveloped, available July 1, 1906; the dimensions and condition 
of the plants, industry for which each was originally intended, and 
location of plant.

Strikes.—Brief accounts are given of 4 labor disputes which 
occurred in 1906. There were 201 work people involved in these 
strikes, 47 of whom were not reemfdoyed. The strikes were of short 
duration.

Manual Training.—Under this head several papers by principals 
of schools and other educators are given, discussing the practical 
value of manual training in the public schools.

Labor Laws.—This section reproduces the various laws of the 
State affecting labor.

Labor Organizations.—This is a list of the labor organizations 
in the State, with date of organization, membership, names of officers, 
and dates of meetings of each.

The Appendix.—This consists of a presentation of the natural 
attractions offered by the State as a place for summer residence.
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RECENT FOREIGN STATISTICAL PUBLICATIONS.

AUSTRIA.

Arbeitszeit-Verlangerungen ( JJeberstunden) im  Jahre 1904 in  Fab- 
riksmdssigen Betrieben. K. K. Arbeitsstatistisches Amt im 
Handels-Mmisterium. 1905. 34 pp.

The general law of Austria restricting the hours of labor of adult 
males to 11 per day provides for various exceptions, which must, 
however, receive the approval of the proper authorities, and be pub
lished annually for the information of the national legislature. This 
volume presents a report of the cases in which such excess was 
worked in 1904 in establishments classed as factories, as contrasted 
with hand working establishments. The number of instances reported 
was 1,448, affecting 56,877 employees in 753 establishments. The 
total number of hours of overtime work was 3,840,223.5.

In 1903 overtime was worked in 1,195 instances, in 627 establish
ments, and affected 43,120 employees.

The overtime per day in 1904 ranged from one-half hour in 29 
instances to nine hours in a single case, while in an instance where 
night work was employed to drain off underground waters no limit 
was set. One hour was added to the workday in 347 cases, and two 
hours in 910. The period during which the overtime work continued 
ranged from three days or less in 408 cases to thirty-four weeks in a 
single case. In 721 instances the period was from over three days to 
three weeks in length. The night work mentioned above continued 
for ten nights. Not all the permissions to work overtime were actu
ally made use of, the number granted in 1904 being 1,471, while but 
1,448 were used.

Permission for overtime work was most often secured for textile 
establishments, 603 such permits being granted, of which 592 were 
made use of. The 275 establishments concerned employed 66,404 
persons, of whom 22,598 were affected by the overtime work, produc
ing a total of 1,382,030 additional hours of labor. The industry 
group affording the next highest number is that which includes 
work in stone, earthenware, clay, and glass, in which 7,956 employees 
in 66 establishments worked 855,556.5 hours overtime.

FRANCE.

Statistique de T Industrie Minerale et des Appareils d Vapeur en France 
et en A lgerie pour VAnnee 1904• Minist&re des Travaux Publics. 
Direction des Routes, de la Navigation et des Mines. Division des 
Mines. X II, (108), 202 pp.

In this volume are shown the principal data relating to the mining 
and metal-working industries and to the employment of steam appa- 
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ratus in France and Algeria during the year 1904. The report con
sists of two parts, the first being an analysis of numerous graphic 
charts and tabular statements, and the second being devoted entirely 
to tables. Each division of the work comprises three chapters, the 
first chapter dealing with mines and quarries, the second with the 
metallurgical industries, and the third with steam engines. An appen
dix contains comparative tables showing the mineral production of 
the principal countries, together with a list of official publications 
from which the statistics were taken.

Mines and Quarries.—The data comprised under this head are 
divided, according to the nature of the material produced, into six 
groups, as follows: Combustible substances, including peat; iron ore; 
other metalliferous ores; asphalt, sulphur, etc.; rock and sea salt; 
quarry products. In addition, data are given concerning miners' 
relief funds, mine exploitations, revenues from mine exploitation, 
accidents in mines and quarries, and licensed mineral springs. A 
brief mention is made of the condition of the mineral industry in the 
French colonies and in Tunis.

The following table shows the output and value of the principal 
mineral products, the number of employees, the aggregate days 
worked, and the aggregate wages paid in French mines during 1904:

OUTPUT AND VALUE OF MINERAL PRODUCTS, NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES, AGGRE
GATE DAYS WORKED, AND AGGREGATE WAGES PAID IN FRENCH MINES, 1904.

[A metric ton=2,204.6 pounds.]

Character of product.
Quantity
produced

(metric
tons).

Value of prod
uct at mine or 

quarry.

Persons employed—

Below
ground.

Above
ground.

Below and 
above 

. ground.

Coal........................................
Lignite..................................
Iron ore.................................
Other metallic ores...............
Bituminous substances........
Sulphur..................................
Graphite................................
Rock salt...............................

Total............................

33,502,394 
665,572 

7,022,841 
364,762 
227,177 

5,447 
15

641,398

$86,487,863 
1,217,028 
5,192,520 
2,383,819 

319,399 
16,683 

130
1,890,319

120,701
2,500
7,237
4,490

632
21
9

147

47,618
973

3,237
3,038

253
18
1

134

168,319 
3,473 

10,474 
7,528 

885 
39 
10 

281

42,429,606 97,507,761 135,737 55,272 191,009

I Aggregate days worked by per- 
j sons employed—

Aggregate wages paid to persons 
employed—

Character of product.
| Below 

ground.
Above

ground.

Below and 
above 

ground.

Below
ground.

Above I BeI° w and 

ground.

Coal........................................
Lignite...................................
Iron ore.................................
Other metallic ores...............
Bituminous substances........
Sulphur..................................
Graphite................................
Rock salt...............................

Total............................

34,654,564 
661,787 

1,971,628 
1,034,414 

181,587 
5,528 

756 
37,479

13,998,157 
244,807 
869,264 
676,852 
73,506 

4,183 
70 

45,546

48,652,721 
906,594 

' 2,840,892 
1.711,266 

255,093 
9,711 

826 
83,025

$33,018,929
566,714

1,926,829
816,935
137,965

4,676
597

36,273

$9,533,235 
162,286 
642,057 
424,712 
41,845 
2,978 

44
29,165

$42,552,164 
729,000 

2,568,886 
1,241,647 

179,810 
7,654 

641 
65,438

38,547,743 15,912,385 54,460,128 36,508,918 10,836,322 47,345,240
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From the foregoing table it will be seen that the total value of the 
coal produced in France in 1904 was 88.7 per cent of the combined 
values of all mineral products. The number of employees in and 
around coal mines was 88.1 per cent of the total number of all mine 
employees, and their aggregate earnings amounted to 89.9 per cent of 
all wages paid mine labor.

In the coal and lignite mines, taken collectively, the average num
ber of days worked per employee was 287 for those below ground and 
293 for those above ground. The average for all employees was 288 
days. The average daily earnings were 4.93 francs (SO.95) for 
employees below ground, 3.53 francs ($0.68) for those above ground, 
and for all employees 4.52 francs ($0.87). In the iron mines the 
average daily earnings of employees below ground were 5.06 francs 
($0.98) as compared with 3.83 francs ($0.74) for those at the surface, 
while the average for the two classes was 4.69 francs ($0.91). In 
other metalliferous mines the average earnings were 4.09 francs 
($0.79), 3.25 francs ($0.63), and 3.76 francs ($0.73), respectively.

The table which follows shows the number of accidents and the 
number of persons killed or injured in mines and quarries in 1904:

NUMBER OF ACCIDENTS AND OF PERSONS KILLED OR INJURED IN FRENCH MINES 
AND QUARRIES DURING 1904.

Number of persons—

Character of 
workings.

Number of employees. Number of accidents. (
! Killed.

!
! Injured, (o)

Below Above Below Above T A f n l Below Above T o - :1 Below Above To
ground ground i  oiai. gr’nd. gr’nd. 1 Oval* gr’nd. gr’nd. tal. i gr’nd. gr’nd. tal.

Coal and lig
nite m ines.. 123,201 48,591 171.792 _20,664 3,275 23,939 153 31 184 .20,593 ;; 3,249 23,842

Iron mines (&) 6,955 1,822 8,777 1,186 135 1,321 28 4 32 1,164 ! 131 1,295
Other m ines.. 5,263 3,440 8,703 452 112 564 8 1 9 ! 448 111 559
Underground

quarries___ 14,519 10,005 24,524 1,271 415 1,686 40 1 41 1,249 414 1,663
Open work

ings............. 108,295 108,295 3,342 3,342 112 112 3,255 3,255

Total. . . 149,938 172,153 322,091 23,573 7,279 30,852 229 149 378 23,454 7,160 30,614

a Comprises persons reported as permanently incapacitated and those whose injuries caused a loss 
of more than 4 days.

& Not including surface or open mines.

During the year 1904 there were 225 persons killed in mines, 41 in 
underground quarries, and 112 in open workings. Of the 25,696 
mine employees who were injured during the year, 399 suffered per
manent disability, 24,721 were incapacitated for work for a period 
exceeding four days, and 576 sustained injuries the results of which 
were not reported. In the quarries the number of persons perma
nently disabled was 69, the number incapacitated for a period of more 
than four days was 4,778, and the number suffering injuries whose 
extent was not reported was 71.
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Metallurgical Industries.—The number of blast furnaces in 
operation in France in 1904 was 110, giving employment to 12,404 
workmen. The total output of pig iron was 2,974,042 metric tons, 
divided as follows: Run of the furnace, 143,715 tons; foundry pig, 
463,218 tons; gray forge pig, 701,109 tons; Bessemer, 194,118 tons; 
Thomas, 1,440,666 tons; spiegeleisen, ferromanganese, etc., 31,216 
tons. The combined value of the product was 193,120,655 francs 
($37,272,286). The quantity of wrought iron and steel produced 
was 661,881 metric tons, comprising 525,143 tons of bar iron, 74,728 
tons of steel bars, 59,679 tons of plates and large sheets, and 2,331 
tons of forge pieces. The total number of employees was 20,754, 
and the value of the product 110,668,312 francs ($21,358,984). The 
total production of steel ingots was 2,087,474 metric tons. In the 
production of cast steel 250,161 metric tons were composed of rails, 
fish plates, and cross bars, 27,243 metric tons of tires, 799,212 metric 
tons of steel bars, 286,791 metric tons of plates and large sheets, 
19,994 metric tons of forge pieces, and 23,750 metric tons of steel 
castings. The total number of employees was 35,544. The total 
value of all metals other than iron was 56,457,982 francs ($10,896,391), 
and the average number of employees was 4,204,

Steam Apparatus.—The number of steam boilers of all kinds in 
operation in 1904 was 116,122. Of this number 94,880 were used in 
industrial and other establishments, 16,785 were employed upon rail
roads and tramways, and 4,457 were upon steamboats exclusive of the 
vessels belonging to the French navy. The total number of steam 
engines was 104,554, with an aggregate horsepower of 10,285,407. 
The number of accidents due to the use of steam power was 29, of 
which 10 resulted in slight injury to persons or simply damaged prop
erty. The other 19 accidents resulted in the death of 18 persons and 
the incapacitating of 26 persons for a period exceeding 20 working 
days.

GREAT BRITAIN.

Statistics o f Proceedings under the Workmen's Compensation A cts, 
1897 and 1900, and the Em ployers' L ia b ility  Act, 1880, during the 
years 1904 and 1905. 41 pp.; 46 pp. (Published by the Home
Office.)

The statistical information contained in these reports relates to the 
proceedings under the acts named in the title and was compiled from 
returns made by registrars of county courts and officers of the supreme 
court in England, Wales, and Ireland, sheriff clerks and officers of the 
court of session in Scotland, and from information available from 
medical referees, chief registrars of friendly societies, and the returns 
made by railway companies to the Board of Trade.
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Various summary tables are shown, those for England and Wales 
giving statistics of compensation under the Workmen's Compensation 
Acts and of damages under the Employers' Liability Act for a number 
of years. The reports do not give similar summaries for Scotland 
and Ireland, but those for England and Wales are here reproduced 
as indicating the workings of the acts from year to year. The follow
ing table shows, for each of the first seven years after the act of 1897 
went into force, the number of cases under the Workmen's Compen
sation Acts in which compensation was awarded on account of death 
and the total and average awards. Cases in which the deceased left 
no dependents are not included.

TOTAL AND AVERAGE AMOUNTS AWARDED IN ENGLAND AND WALES UNDER THE 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS FOR CASES OF DEATH WHERE DEPENDENTS  
WERE LEFT, FOR EACH YEAR, 1899 TO 1905.

Year. Number 
of cases. I

1 Total com- 
i pensation.

Average
compensa

tion.

1899................................................................................................. 219 $184,462.47
194.867.78 
275,941.15 
215; 845.11 
284,511.65
390.444.79 
496,303.45

$842.29
1900................................................................................................. 245 795.37
1901................................................................................................. 301 916.75
1902................................................................................................. 264 817.60
1903................................................................................................. 323 880.84
1904................................................................................................. 452 863.82
1905.................................................................................................. 538 922.50

In the following summary the cases of total and partial incapacity 
and the average weekly amount paid under the Workmen's Compen
sation Acts are shown for the same series of years:

AVERAGE WEEKLY AMOUNT AWARDED IN ENGLAND AND WALES UNDER THE 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS FOR CASES OF TOTAL AND PARTIAL INCAPACITY, 
FOR EACH YEAR, 1899 TO 1905.

Total incapacity. Partial incapacity.

Year. Number 
of cases.

Average
weekly

compen
sation.

Number 
of cases.

Average
weekly

compen
sation.

1899.............................................................................................. 169 $2.66 249 $2.23
1900.............................................................................................. 300 2.80 236 2.62 

2.351901.............................................................................................. 345 2.88 263
1902.............................................................................................. 242 2.96 199 2.41
1903.............................................................................................. 285 2.94 227 2.58
1904.............................................................................................. 409 2.85 241 2.59
1905.............................................................................................. 337 2.87 250 2.57
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A summary of the cases acted on under the Employers* Liability 
Act, from 1895 to 1905, together with total damages awarded, is 
shown in the following table:

CASES IN ENGLAND AND WALES UNDER THE EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, ACCORD
ING TO RESULTS, AND TOTAL DAMAGES AWARDED, FOR EACH YEAR, 1895 TO 1905.

Year. Total
cases.

Cases having each specified result.

Total
damages
awarded.

Judg
ment for 
plaintiff.

Judg
ment for 
defend

ant.

Removed 
to higher 

court.

Other
wise dis
posed of.

1895......................................................... 485 I ll 75 1 298 $40,663.66
1896......................................................... 581 1& 90 1 342 59,873.95
1897........ ................................................. 688 220 88 1 379 73,554.98
1898......................................................... 681 220 126 3 332 82,016.38
1899......................................................... 505 153 91 1 260 51,973.45
1900......................................................... 511 158 74 2 277 54,488.62
1901......................................................... 590 159 100 2 329 54,965.01
1902......................................................... 548 136 70 1 341 45,406.76
1903......................................................... 513 125 95 293 64,468.67
1904................... • .................................... 598 158 86 1 353 53,822.42
1905.......................................................... 481 130 77 274 41,263.95

In the following table a comparison is made between the average 
amount of compensation awarded by county courts in England and 
Wales under the Workmens Compensation Acts in cases of death, 
and the average damages recovered in similar cases under the Employ
ers* Liability Act for each year from 1899 to 1905:

AVERAGE COMPENSATION AWARDED IN ENGLAND AND WALES UNDER THE WORK
MEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS IN CASES OF DEATH, AND AVERAGE DAMAGES IN  
SIMILAR CASES UNDER THE EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, FOR EACH YEAR, 1899 
TO 1905.

Year.

Workmen’s Compen
sation Acts.

Employers’ Liability 
Act.

Number of 
cases.

Average
compensa

tion.

Number of 
cases.

Average
damages.

1899................................................................................. 219 $842.29 14 $558.61
1900................................................................................. 245 795.37 7 772.94
1901................................................................................. 301 916.75 9 436.77
1902................................................................................. 264 817.60 8 561.55
1903................................................................................. 323 880.84 14 1,198.44
1904................................................................................. 452 863.82 9 575.54
1905................................................................................. 538 922.50 6 665.33

In addition to the summary tables the reports give tables showing 
in detail the operation of the Workmen's Compensation Acts and the 
Employers* Liability Act in each country of the United Kingdom for 
the years 1904 and 1905. From these tables are drawn the following 
statements, bringing into comparison the figures of the various 
countries.

The first statement shows the number of cases under the Work
men's Compensation Acts decided by arbitrations in the county 
courts of England and Wales, Scotland, and Ireland in 1904 and 1905, 
the manner in which they were dealt with, the number of cases for

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



346 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

which compensation was awarded, and the total amount of com
pensation.

CASES UNDER THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS DECIDED BY ARBITRATIONS 
IN COUNTY COURTS AND COMPENSATION AWARDED, FOR EACH COUNTRY, 1904 
AND 1905.

Number of cases.
Claims set

tled in 
favor of—

Compensation awarded.

Year and
Set

tled by 
ac

cept
ance of 
money 

paid 
into 

court.

Other
wise
dis

posed
of.

Total Total
claims
settled

Lump sums. Weekly pay
ments.

country.
Heard

• Ifjudge.

Heard

arbi
trator.

cases.
Plain

tiff.

De
fend
ant. Num

ber of 
cases.

Total
amount.

Num
ber of 
cases.

|

Total
weekly
amount.

1 9 0 4 .
!

England and 
W ales......... 1,466 81 183 705 2,435

296
1,207

85
269 1,476

132
557 $408,141.55

28,515.47
24,093.94

650 $1,789.55
94.60Scotland........ 207 89 47 42 43

Ireland.......... 164 57 221 103 48 151 56 47 86.46

T otal... 1,837 81 183 851 2,952 1,395 364 1,759 655 460,750.96 740 1,970.61

1 9 0 5 .

England and 
Wales......... 1,482 27 245 715 2,469

297
1,242

83
264 1,506

135
655 512,689.67

18,953.90
17,928.31

587 1,611.56
Scotland........ 241 56 52 33 50 129.25
Ireland.......... 142 2 43 187 103 33 136 51 52 94.98

T otal... 1,865 27 247 814 j2,953 1,428 349 1,777 739 549,571.88 689 1,835.79

The above table shows the total lump sums and weekly payments 
awarded. The following table shows the number of cases according 
to kind of compensation awarded, whether for death or for total or 
partial incapacity, and the total and average amount awarded in 
lump sums and in weekly payments for each country in 1904 and 1905:
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TOT..L, AND AVERAGE AMOUNTS AWARDED UNDER THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSA
TION ACTS BY ARBITRATIONS IN  COUNTY COURTS FOR CASES OF DEATH, AND OF
TOTAL AND PARTIAL INCAPACITY, FOR EACH COUNTRY, 1904 AND 1905.

Lump sums awarded on account of—

Year and country.

Deadh. (leaving depend
ents). Total incapacity. Partial incapacity.

Num
ber of 
cases.

Total
amount.

Average
amount.

Num
ber of 
cases.

Total
amount.

Average
amount.

Num
ber of 
cases.

Total
amount.

Aver
age

amount.

1 9 0 4 .

England and Wales--- 452 $390,444.79 $863.82 47 $9,744.76 $207.34 58 $7,952.00 $137.10
Scotland....................... 32 28,290.47 884.08 3 118.50 39.50 7 206.50 29.50
Ireland......................... 36 20,721.82 575.61 6 680.09 113.35 13 2,643.36 203.34

Total................... 520 439,457.08 845.11 56 10,543.35 188.27 78 10,801.86 1.38.49

1 9 0 5 .

England and Wales__ 538 496,303.45 922.50 57 9,957.28 174.69 59 10,121.81 171.56
Scotland....................... 23 18,474.63 803.24 4 166.62 - 41.65 6 312.65 52.11
Ireland......................... 30 16,244.86 541.50 4 316.32 79.08 17 1,367.12 80.42

Total...................
i

591 531,022.94 898.52 65 j10,440.22 160.62 82 11,801.58 143.92

Weekly payments awarded on account of—

Year and country. Total incapacity. Partial incapacity.

Number 
of cases. Total amount. Average

amount.
Number 
of cases. Total amount. Average

amount.

1 9 0 4 .

England and 'Wales . . . 409 $1,166.22 $2.85 241 $623.34 $2.59
Scotland...................... 14 30.38 2.17 29. 64.23 2.21
Ireland....................... 13 22.00 1.69 34 64.46 1.90

Total.................. 436 i , 2ia eo 2.79 304 752.03 2.47

1 9 0 5 .

England and W ales. . . 337 968.84 2.87 250 642.72 2.57
Scotland...................... 15 44.95 3.00 35 84.29 2. 41
Ireland........................ 12 28.61 2.38 40 66.37 1.60

Total.................. 364 1,042.40 2.87 j 325 793.38
1

2. 44

In addition to the lump sums awarded as shown in the table, com
pensation was awarded in 1904 for one case in Ireland of death where 
no dependents were left and in 1905 for one case in England and 
Wales. The former award amounted to £10 ($48.67), the latter to 
£8  7s. 6d. ($40.76).

In England and Wales there were 3,625 cases in 1904 and 4,317 in 
1905, which were decided by agreement, committee, or arbitrator, and 
registered in county courts under the provisions of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Acts. In Scotland 521 cases were decided in this 
manner in 1904 and 411 in 1905, and in Ireland 84 cases in 1904 and 
124 in 1905. The following table shows for each country the number 
of these cases in 1904 and 1905 according to the manner in which 
they were settled, the number of cases for which compensation was 
awarded, and the amount of compensation.
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CASES, UNDER THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS, DECIDED BY AGREEMENT, 
COMMITTEE, OR ARBITRATOR, AND REGISTERED IN COUNTY COURTS, AND 
COMPENSATION AWARDED, FOR EACH COUNTRY, 1904 and 1905.

Year and country.

Number of cases set
tled b y - Total

cases
settled.

Compensation awarded.

Lump sums. Weekly payments.

Agree
ment.

Com
mittee.

Arbi
trator.

Number 
of cases.

Total
amount.

Number 
of cases.

Total
amount.

1 9 0 4 .

England and Wales...........
Scotland.............................
Ireland...............................

Total........................

1 9 0 5 .

England and Wales...........
Scotland.............................
Ireland...............................

3,585
517
84

34 6 3,625 
a 521 

84

1,443
214

49

$365,678.93
27,976.80
11,269.72

1,696
281
25

$5,345.40
916.73

68.94

4,186 34 6 a 4,230 1,706 404,925.45 2,002 6,331.07

4,244
407
124

^  62 11
2

4,317 
& 411 

124

1,727
109
90

512,689.67
36,554.51
21,264.29

1,914
267

18

6,049.55
873.64

50.19

Total........................ 4,775 62 13 & 4,852 1,926 570,508.47 2,199 6,973.38

a Including 3 cases for which proceedings were withdrawn and 1 case not settled. 
i> Including 1 case for which proceedings were withdrawn and 1 case not settled.

The following table shows, for each country, the number of cases 
registered in county courts according to kind of compensation 
awarded, whether for death or incapacity, and the total and average 
amounts awarded, in lump sums and in weekly payments, for the 
years 1904 and 1905:

TOTAL AND AVERAGE AMOUNTS AWARDED, UNDER THE WORKMEN’S COMPEN
SATION ACTS, BY AGREEMENT, COMMITTEE, OR ARBITRATOR, AND REGISTERED  
IN COUNTY COURTS, FOR CASES OF DEATH AND INCAPACITY, FOR EACH COUNTRY, 
1904 AND 1905.

Year and country.

Lump sums awarded on account of—
Weekly payments 

awarded on account of 
incapacity.Death (leaving depend

ents). Incapacity.

Num
ber of 
cases.

Total
amount.

Aver
age

amount

Num-
of

cases.

Total
amount.

Aver
age

amount

Num
ber of 
cases.

Total
amount.

Aver
age.

amount

1 9 0 4 .

England and W ales... 
Scotland......................

250
19
6

$184,163.55 
14,758.76 
2,83a 52

$736.65 
776.78 
472.25

1,184
195
43

$180,931.40 
13,218.04 
8,436.20

$152.81 
67.78 

196.19

1,695
281
25

$5,340.54
916.73

68.94

$3.15
3.26
2.76Ireland........................

Total............... 275 201,755.83 73a 66 1,422 202,585.64 142. 47 2,001 6,326.21 3.16

1 9 0 5 .

England and W ales... 
Scotland.....................

294
19
17

234,696.94 
19,389.09 
8,457. 45

798.29
1,021.00

497.50

1,420
90
73

276,997.53
17,155.43
12,806.84

195.07
190.62
175.44

1,913
267

17

6,046.63 
87a 64 

45.32

a 16
3.27
2.67Ireland........................

Total................. 330 262,55a 48 795.62 1,583 306,959.80 193.91 2,197 6,965.59 3.17

In addition to the amounts shown in the above table, lump sums 
were awarded in 1904 in England and Wales for 9 cases of death 
where no dependents were left, amounting to £120 ($583.98), and in 
1905 for 13 cases, amounting to £204 10s. ($995.20). A weekly 
payment was also awarded in 1 case in 1904 where dependents 
were left, amounting to £1 ($4.87), and in 1 case in 1905, amounting 
to 12s. ($2.92). In Ireland a weekly payment of £1 ($4.87) was 
awarded in 1905, in 1 case of death where dependents were left
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There were 97 cases under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts 
carried to the court, of appeal in England in 1905, as compared with 
34 cases in 1904. In Scotland 22 appeals were carried to the court 
of session in 1905 and 24 in 1904. In Ireland there were 7 appeals to 
the court of appeal in 1905 and 6 in 1904. The following table shows 
the number of these appeals made by workmen, and the number by 
employers, and the disposition made of them, by countries, for each of 
the two years:

FOREIGN STATISTICAL PUBLICATIONS-----GREAT BRITAIN. 349

APPEALS, UNDER THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS, MADE BY WORKMEN, 
AND BY EMPLOYERS, TO COURTS OF APPEAL IN EACH COUNTRY, BY RESULTS, 
1904 AND 1905.

Appeals by workmen. Appeals by employers.

Year and country. Al
lowed.

Dis
missed.

Other
wise 
dis- . 

posed 
of.

Total. Al
lowed.

Dis
missed.

Other
wise
dis

posed
of.

Total.

1 9 0 4 .

England and Wales.......................... 6 5 1 12 5 17 22
Scotland............................................ 3 4 7 8 9 17
Ireland............................................... 1 1 2 3 1 4

Total........................................ 9 10 2 21 13 29 1 43

1 9 0 5 .

England and Wales........................... 12 21 9 42 13 25 17 55
Scotland........................................1.. 4 5 9 7 5 1 13
Ireland............................................... 2 1 3 4 4

Total........................................ 18 27 9 54 20 30 22 72

In addition to the appeals shown in the above table, there were, 
in England and Wales, 2 appeals by workmen in 1904 to the House 
of Lords, neither of which was allowed. In 1905, of 5 appeals to 
the House of Lords, 1 by workmen was dismissed, and of the 4 by 
employers 2 were dismissed and 2 otherwise disposed of.

On June 30, 1905, there were 45 certified schemes of compensation 
in operation in England and Wales, as compared with 52 on June 
30, 1904. The following table shows statistics of these schemes, 
furnished by the chief registrar of friendly societies:

CERTIFIED SCHEMES OF COMPENSATION, AND WORKMEN AFFECTED, IN ENG
LAND AND WALES, BY INDUSTRIES, JUNE 30,1904, AND 1905.

1904. 1905.

Industry. Number
of

schemes.

Work
men
em

ployed.

Work
men

under
schemes.

Number
of

schemes.

Work
men
em

ployed.

Work
men

under
schemes.

Railways................................................... 2 42,358
19,785
56,301

1,367

40,940
18,471

1 28,215
20,465
50,749

906

28,215
19,105
48,532

906

Factories.......... :....................................... 20 18
Mines.......................................................... 28 54,000

1,237
25

Quarries..................................................... 2 1
Total...............................i................ 52 119,811 114,648 45 100,335 96; 758

8891—No. 71—07--- 23
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The number of cases under the Employers' Liability Act brought 
in the county courts, and their results, together.with the amount of 
damages awarded where the judgment was in favor of the plaintiff, 
are shown, for each country, for the years 1904 and 1905, in the table 
which follows :

NUMBER AND RESULT OF CASES, UNDER THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT, 
BROUGHT IN COUNTY COURTS, AND AMOUNT OF DAMAGES AWARDED, FOR 
EACH COUNTRY, 1904 AND 1905.

Year and country.

Cases having each specified result.

Total
cases.

damages awarded.

Judg
ment

for
plaintiff.

Judg
ment

for
defend

ant.

Removed
to

higher
court.

Other
wise

disposed
of.

Number 
of cases. Amount.

1 9 0 4 .

England and Wales.................. 158 86 1 353 598 158 $58,822.42
Scotland.................................... 11 22 11 103 147 a 10 3,663.50
Ireland..,,.................................. 4 6 4 14 4 713.92

Total............................... 173 114 12 460 759 a 172 63,109.84

1 9 0 5 .

England and Wales.................. 130 77 274 481 130 41,263.95
Scotland.................................... 8 22 18 89 137 8 2,058.53
Ireland...................................... 7 6 3 16 69 2,092.60

Total............................... 145 105 18 366 634 6147 45,415.08

« Not including 1 case of partial incapacity where damages were assessed at 13s. ($3.16) weekly under 
Workmen's Compensation Act.

6 Including 2 cases of death where lump sums amounting to £70 ($340.66) were awarded under Work
men's Compensation Act.

The following table shows number of cases of death and of total 
and partial incapacity for which damages were awarded under the 
Employers' Liability Act, And the total and average amount of 
damages awarded, for each country, in 1904 and 1905:

TOTAL AND AVERAGE DAMAGES AWARDED UNDER THE EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY  
ACTS FOR CASES OF DEATH AND OF TOTAL AND PARTIAL INCAPACITY, FOR EACH 
COUNTRY, 1904 AND 1905.

Year and country.

Death. Total incapacity. Partial incapacity.

Num
ber
of

cases.

Total
damages.

Average
damages.

Num
ber
of

cases.

Total
damages.

Aver
age

dam
ages.

Num
ber
of

cases.

Total
damages.

Aver
age

dam
ages.

1 9 0 4 .

England and W ales... 9 $5,179.90 $575.54 63 $27,080.07 $429.84 86 $26,562.45 $308.87
Scotland..................... 1 1,216.63 1,216.63 1 150.86 150.86 <*8 2,296.01 287.00
Ireland....................... 1 147.46 147.46 3 566.46 188.82

T otal................ 10 6,396.53 639.65 65 27,378.39 421.21 a 97 29,424.92 303.35

1 9 0 5 .

England and W ales... 6 3,991.99 665.33 51 17,559.43 344.30 73 19,712.53 270.03
Scotland..................... 1 486.65 486.65 1 121.66 121.66 6 1,450.22 241.70
Ireland....................... 62 340.66 170.33 1 535.32 535.32 6 1,216.63 202.77

T o ta l................ c9 4,819.30 535.48 53 18,216.41 343.71 85 22,379.38 263.29

« Not including 1 case where damages were assessed at 13s. ($3.16) weekly under Workmen's Com
pensation Act.

6 For these cases lump sums were awarded under Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
c Including 2 cases where lump sums amounting to £70 ($340.66) were awarded under Workmen's 

Compensation Act.
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The following table shows for each of the countries the number 
of appeals under the Employers’ Liability Act made by workmen 
and by employers in 1904 and 1905 and the manner in which they 
were disposed of:

APPEALS UNDER THE EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY ACT MADE BY WORKMEN AND BY  
EMPLOYERS TO THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE IN ENGLAND, WALES, AND IRELAND, 
AND TO THE COURT OF SESSION IN  SCOTLAND, BY RESULTS, 1904 AND 1905.

FOREIGN STATISTICAL PUBLICATIONS---- GREAT BRITAIN. 351

Year and country.

Appeals by workmen. Appeals by employers.

Al
lowed.

Dis
missed.

Other
wise
dis

posed
of.

Total. Al
lowed.

Dis
missed.

Other
wise
dis

posed
of.

Total.

1 9 0 4 .

England and Wales.......................... 3
9

1
8
1

4
27
2

2 2 4
Scotland............................................. 10

1Ireland............................................... 1 2 3

Total........................................ 12 10 11 33 3 2 2 7

1 9 0 5 .

England and W ales.......................... 1 1
20
3

Scotland............................................. 15
3

5 1 1
1Ireland.............................................. 1

Total........................................ 18 1 5 24 1 1 2

Standard Tim e Rates o f Wages in  the United Kingdom , October 1, 
1906. iii, 123 pp. (Published by the Labor Department of the 
British Board of Trade.)

This report was prepared in continuation of a report on standard 
time rates, which formed Part III  of the first report of the labor 
department on wages and hours of labor, published in 1894, and of 
the report on standard time rates of wages in 1900.

The present volume gives the recognized rates of wages and hours 
of labor on October 1, 1906, as reported to the department, in some 
cases by the federation, in other cases by the joint authority of the 
federation and the trade union concerned, or by the trade union only, • 
and in a few cases the information was obtained from other sources.

The statistics are given by localities, and embrace the principal 
occupations in the building, engineering and shipbuilding, printing, 
woodworking, and miscellaneous trades.

Thirteenth Annual Report on Changes in  Rates o f Wages and Hours o f 
Labor in  the United Kingdom , 1905. 138 pp. (Published by the
Labor Department of the British Board of Trade.)

This report deals with the changes in rates of wages and recognized 
hours of labor for a full week's work, exclusive of overtime, for the 
year 1905. Tables are presented showing these changes by indus
tries, occupations, and the district affected by these changes. Sum

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



352 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

mary tables are given showing the net results of the changes for the 
year and for each year of the ten-year period, 1896 to 1905.

The report contains two appendixes, in the first of which is given 
the piece price lists and sliding scales adopted or amended in 1905, 
and the second gives a list of agreements concerning working rules, 
hours of labor, etc., agreed to or amended during the same year. 
The report is based on returns furnished by employers and employers’ 
associations, trade unions, bureau correspondence, and official sources.

Rates of Wages.—-While the latter half of the year shows an 
upward tendency in the rates of wages, the year as a whole shows a 
decrease, which, however, is considerably below that reported for 
any year since the decline began in 1901. The industry most affected 
by the decline was coal mining, in which the weekly falling off in 
wages was £13,471 ($65,557). The industries most affected by 
increase in wages were the textile trades, pig iron, and iron and steel 
manufacturing, and employees of public authorities, in which the 
weekly increases reported amounted to £9,915 ($48,251), £2,430 
($11,826), and £2,333 ($11,354), respectively. A net decrease was 
reported in 6 industries and a net increase in 6 industries. Wages 
in 1905 were still higher than they were in 1901 in the building, tex
tile, and clothing trades, and for employees of public authorities, 
while the wages in coal mines, other mines, quarrying, iron and steel 
manufacturing, engineering and shipbuilding, other metal trades, 
glass, etc., trades were lower than in 1901. The coal mining industry 
has suffered a greater diminution of wages than any other.

The following table summarizes the principal data contained in 
the returns for the ten-year period, 1896 to 1905. Since the number 
of agricultural laborers, seamen, and railway employees affected by 
these changes is not known, they are not included in the general 
tables, but are treated separately in the report.

NUMBER OF PERSONS AFFECTED BY CHANGES IN RATES OF WAGES, AND AMOUNT 
OF INCREASE OR DECREASE, 1896 TO 1905.

1896.
1897.
1898.
1899.
1900.
1901.
1902.
1903.
1904.
1905.

Year.
Number

of
changes.

Increase. Decrease. Net changes.

Persons
affected.

Total > 
weekly 

rise
of wages.

Persons
affected.

Total 
weekly 

reduction 
of wages.

Persons 
affected. («)

Net weekly 
increase in 

wages.

1,607
1,518
1,403
1,588
1,413

966
470
443
412
386

379,975
560,707

1,000,240
1,170,937
1,109,284

429,715
91,812
21,327
16,054

319,304

$163,745 
159,920 
396,618 
440,018 

1,028,835 
198,503 
25,921 

7,502 
5,849 

79,4891

167,357
13,855
11,865
1,132

23,010
489,318
789,891
874,721
784,604
249,586

$34,692
6,590
3,828

506
13,733

571,214
379,203
194,019
196,762
90,044

605,404
597,444

1,012,119
1,172,069
1,132,386

928,926
887,206
896,598
800,658
688,889

$129,053 
153,330 
392,790 
439,512 

1,015,102 
6 372,711 
6 353,282 
6186,517 
6190,913 

610,555

a Including persons whose wages were changed but were the same at end of year as at beginning. 
6 Decrease.
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With one exception each year as compared with the previous year 
shows a decrease in the number of changes of wage rates. The 
greatest number of persons affected in any year during the period 
is reported for 1899, when 1,170,937 received an increase and 1,132 
persons suffered a decrease in wages. The year 1900 shows the 
largest weekly increase in wages, and the succeeding year shows the 
greatest weekly reduction; The year 1904 shows the smallest num
ber of persons affected by an increase in wages. The table covers 
a period of five consecutive years of increasing wages, followed by 
five consecutive years of decreasing wages. A comparison of the 
net results of these two periods shows that the total increase exceeds* 
the total decrease by £208,734 11s. ($1,015,806). The wage loss for 
the year 1905, calculated from the date on which the various changes 
became operative, amounts to £114,000 ($554,781), or an average 
loss for each person affected by reduction of wages of 9s. 2d. ($2.22).

The following table shows for each year, by industries, the number 
of persons affected by changes in rates of wages, and the net amount 
of weekly increase or decrease as compared with the previous year 
for each year, 1902 to 1905:

NUMBER OF PERSONS AFFECTED BY CHANGES IN RATES OF WAGES, AND NET  
AMOUNT OF INCREASE (+ ) OR DECREASE ( - )  IN WEEKLY WAGES, 1902 TO 1905.

Industries.

Number of persons affected by 
changes in rates of wages, (a)

Net amount of increase or decrease 
in weekly wages

as compared with preceding year.

.1902. 1903. 1904. 1905. 1902. 1903. 1904. 1905.

Building................................ 15,575 4,638 10,829 11,747 +  $4,506 + $1,479 -  $4,302 -$5,051
Coal mining.......................... 735,524 752,190 658,390 200,746 -359,498 -158,103 -152,292 -65,557
pther mining (iron, etc.) — 7,121 9,361 10,753 7,628 + 1,217 -  2,088 -  2,584 +  1,849
Quarrying.............................
Pig iron, and iron and steel

6,733 3,160 2,701 9,184 + 1,489 -  1,080 -  448 -  5,606

manufacture......................
Engineering and shipbuild

50,343 23,492 60,097 63,836 + 4,064 -  5,236 -  16,751 +11,826

ing...................................... 32,822 74,680 31,094 48,119 -  11,772 -  20,833, -  12,721 -  8,443
Other metal trades.............. 15,357 1,934 1,973 461 + 706 -  866 -  204 -  83
Textiles................................. 2,107 1,001 3,939 311,437 +  691 + 88 -  530 +48,251
Clothing................................
Glass, etc., trades................

3,112 3,496 333 60 + 1,416 -  418 + 131 +  68
86 6,386 7,318 1,630 + 49 -  2,920 -  4,005 -  711

Other trades.........................
Employees of public au

10,555 7,610 4,986 4,282 4- 920 +  968 -  404 +  1,548

thorities ............................. 7,871 8,650 8,245 29,759 +  2,930 + 2,492 +  3,197 +11,354

Total........................... 887,206 896,598 800,658 688,889 -353,282 -186,517 -190,913 -10,555

a Including persons whose wages were changed but were the same at end of year as at beginning.

There was somewhat of a decline in wages paid agricultural laborers 
in England and Wales and in Scotland, while in Ireland reports 
showed very little change in the wages paid this class of labor.

Wages of seamen engaged on steamships, as compared with 1904, 
showed a slight decrease. Wages on sailing vessels showed no 
change. The average wages paid able seamen on steamships in 1905 
were 80s. 5d. ($19.57) per month, as compared with 80s. 6d. ($19.59) 
in 1904. Firemen and trimmers were paid 85s. 2d. ($20.72) per
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month in 1904, and 85s. Id. ($20.70) in 1905. The men receive food 
in addition to the wages named.

As the pay of railway employees is regulated by graduated scales, 
and as the nature and amount of services are subject to frequent 
changes, it is not possible to show the changes made in wages, nor 
the number of persons affected by them. I t  is the aim of the depart
ment to show the total effect of all changes in the earnings of railway 
employees (exclusive of salaried officials and the clerical force) due to 
changes in the scale of wages, ordinary advance under the graduated 
scales, and compensation for overtime, or loss on account of short 

•time. The most feasible method, and the one best indicating the 
wage condition, was to obtain reports from 27 railway companies, 
employing 90 per cent of the railway labor in the United Kingdom, 
and give for a selected week the total wage payment and the total 
number of persons employed. From this data average weekly earn
ings were computed. The reports cover employment in the trans
portation and mechanical departments. The number of employees 
for which earnings were reported, and their average weekly earnings 
for each year of the five-year period, 1901 to 1905, were as follows: For 
1901, 440,557 employees, average earnings 25s. Jd. ($6.09); for 1902, 
448,429 employees, average earnings 24s. l l jd .  ($6.07); for 1903, 
448,321 employees, average earnings 24s. lOJd. ($6.05); for 1904, 
445,577 employees, average earnings 25s. £d. ($6.09), and for 1905, 
449,251 employees, whose average earnings were 25s. 3Jd. ($6.15). 

• As the amount of overtime worked or of time lost was not reported, and 
as there may have been some difference in circumstances in the 
selected week in the different years which would affect the average 
earnings, these figures must be used with some degree of caution in 
making comparisons for changes in rates of wages.

H ours of Labor.—The number of changes of hours of labor 
reported for the year was 76, affecting 95,985 persons. Of the per
sons affected by these changes 90,179 had their hours reduced, and 
5,806 had their hours increased. These changes affected the building 
trades more than any other. Increase in hours of labor affected 
5,663, and decreases 86,586 persons engaged in this trade. The net 
results of all changes was a reduction of 65,265 hours per week.

The number of changes, number of persons affected by increases and 
by decreases in hours, total number of persons affected by changes, 
and net results of all changes for each year of the ten-year period, 
18 j (j  to 1905, are shown in the following table:
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NUMBER OF PERSONS AFFECTED BY CHANGES IN HOURS OF LABOR, AND AMOUNT 
OF INCREASE OR DECREASE, 1896 TO 1905.

Year.
Number

of
changes.

Persons affected, by— Net total 
decrease 
in hours 

per week.Increases. Decreases. All
changes.

1896................................................................ 245 73,616 34,655 108,271 78,533
1897................................................................ 254 1,060 69,572 70,632 284,675
1898................................................................ 202 1,277 37,772 39,049 81,917
1899................................................................ 209 2,600 33,349- 35,949 127,142
1900................................................................ 158 869 56,857 57,726 238,043
1901................................................................ 117 586 28,690 29,276 58,728
1902................................................................ 92 5,524 1,051,983 1,057,507 1,024,868
1903................................................................ 47 644 6,803 7,447 15,427
1904................................................................ 71 774 16,018 16,792 24,599
1905................................................................ 76 5,806 90,179 95,985 65,265

The number of persons affected by changes in hours of labor was 
the smallest in 1903 that has been reported in any year since the col
lection of such data was undertaken. I t  is in marked contrast with 
the report for the previous year when, by the operation of an act of 
Parliament, the hours of labor of industries employing women, 
children, and young persons were reduced, making a decrease of 
above 1,000,000 hours weekly in the textile industry alone.

Report on Wages, Earnings, and Conditions o f Employment o f A g ri
cultural Laborers in  the United Kingdom. 1905. xii, 263 pp. 
(Published by the Labor Department of the British Board of 
Trade.)

The present volume was prepared in continuation of the report on 
wages and earnings of agricultural laborers which was issued by the 
Labor Department of the Board of Trade in 1900. In addition to 
the subjects treated in that report, the work under consideration 
contains particulars as to the cost of living of farm laborers in the 
United Kingdom, and information concerning their hours of work 
and general conditions of labor, in the form of detailed statements 
furnished by employers. Although considerable data relating to 
wages and earnings in 1903 are found in the report, the average 
earnings for the country are given for 1902. The figures published 
for 1902, however, apply in the main to the years 1903 and 1904, 
there having been comparatively little fluctuation in the wages of 
the agricultural classes during those two years.

The facts concerning agricultural labor are presented in detail for 
each of the countries of England, Wales, Scotland, and Ireland, the 
report showing in each case the wages and earnings of the various 
classes of laborers, their duties, terms of engagement, and methods 
of remuneration. An introduction to the detailed report contains a 
summary of the information presented and an explanation of the 
methods by which the data were obtained. A considerable part of 
the volume consists of appendixes containing statistical tables which
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show the average earnings of o r d in a r y  laborers in the various coun
ties of the United Kingdom in 1902, the rates of weekly cash wages 
paid in different parts of England in 1903, comparative wage data 
for certain farms in England, Wales, Scotland, and Ireland for a 
series of years, and the number and classification of agricultural 
laborers in each country as shown by the census of 1901. Tables 
are also appended which show, for each country, the quantity and 
value of food consumed per week by representative farm laborers’ 
families during certain years. In addition, the report contains a 
map of the United Kingdom showing the average weekly earnings of 
agricultural laborers in 1902 by counties, and charts depicting fluctu
ations in wages between 1850 and 1903.

The usual term of engagement of farm servants is by the year or 
half year in Scotland, Wales, the north of England, and the north of 
Ireland. In other parts of England and Ireland the agricultural 
laborers are, as a rule, engaged by the week, although the men in 
charge of animals are frequently engaged for longer periods. In the 
northern counties of England and in Wales the yearly and half-yearly 
engagements are mainly confined to unmarried men, the married men 
being generally engaged by the week. The system of hiring farm 
laborers at fairs still exists in Scotland, the north of England, the 
north of Ireland, and in a few districts of Wales, but it is declining 
to some extent. In other parts of the United Kingdom this custom 
has almost ceased.
% An examination of the report shows that the method of remunera

tion greatly varies in different parts of the United Kingdom, although 
time payments in cash form the main part of the earnings of agri
cultural laborers. In districts where the system of engagements for 
long terms prevails, allowances in kind, such as board and lodging for 
single men and free cottages, potatoes, fuel, etc., for married men, are 
frequent, while extra cash payments for piecework, harvest work, 
overtime, etc., are few. On the other hand, in the eastern and south
ern counties of England, where the engagements are shorter and the 
time wages lower, more piecework is done and extra payments in 
cash at hay and grain harvest and for overtime are the rule, while 
men in charge of animals often receive free cottages, journey money, 
and other allowances.

In comparing the rates of wages of agricultural laborers in different 
parts of the United Kingdom it is necessary, therefore, to take account 
of all actual earnings, including the extra amounts received in cash 
from various sources, as well as the value of all allowances in kind. 
The following table shows the average earnings per week, including 
the value of allowances in kind, of agricultural laborers in each divi
sion of the United Kingdom in 1898 and 1902:
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AVERAGE EARNINGS PER WEEK, INCLUDING THE VALUE OF ALL ALLOWANCES 
IN K IND, OF AGRICULTURAL LABORERS IN 1898 AND 1902.

[The averages here shown relate to able-bodied male adults. They do not include the earnings of 
stewards, bailiffs, foremen, or casual laborers. All computations are based on the census returns 
for 1901.]

Country.

Ordinary agricultural laborers. All classes of 
agricultural 

laborers, 
including or
dinary labor
ers and men 
in charge of 

animals, 1902.

1898. 1902.

Increase in 1902, 
as compared 

with 1898.

Amount. Per cent.

England............................................................ $4.0757
4.0149
4.4205
2.4739

$4.2379
4.2784
4.7246
2.6158

$0.1622 
.2635 
.3041 
.1419

3.98
6.56
6.88
5.74

$4.4407 
4.1973 
4.6840 
2.6563

Wales.'.............................................................
Scotland...........................................................
Ireland..............................................................

The above table shows that there was an increase in earnings 
in 1902, as compared with 1898, in all four countries of the United 
Kingdom. The greatest increase was in Scotland, where there was a 
rise of 6.88 per cent in the weekly earnings of ordinary farm laborers. 
The earnings in 1902 in each of the four countries were highest near 
the large manufacturing and mining centers.

Comparative wage statistics for a series of years are also given 
in the report. The longest period covered is from 1850 to 1903, 
the report showing for each year the average weekly cash wages 
paid ordinary laborers on 69 farms in England and Wales, exclusive 
of extra payments for piecework, harvest work, overtime, etc., tod 
also of the value of allowances in kind. The wages as thus reported 
increased from 9s. 3£d. ($2.26) per week in 1850 to 14s. 7d. ($3.55) 
per week in 1903, or 57 per cent during fifty-four years. The increase 
occurred chiefly from 1850 to 1874, after which wage rates remained 
almost stationary until 1896, when they resumed an upward ten
dency, which continued for the rest of the period. In Ireland the 
average cash wages reported for 10 farms increased from 5s. 10£d. 
($1.43) per week in 1850 to 10s. 8d. ($2.60) per week in 1903, or
81.6 per cent.

Information as to the weekly quantity and value of food consumed 
by farm laborers and their families is presented for each of the 
countries of England, Scotland, and Ireland. This information is 
based on returns furnished by landowners, farmers, clergymen, 
local government officials, and other persons who made investiga
tions in the districts in which they reside. The particulars given 
were compiled after careful inquiry among a large number of farm 
laborers and their wives, and they represent the ordinary expendi
ture for food by farm laborers in the districts to which the returns 
relate.

According to the figures shown in the report, the average value 
of the food consumed weekly by a farm laborer, his wife, and four 
children is 13s. 6£d. ($3.30) in England, 15s. 2£d. ($3.70) in Scotland,
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and 10s. 5fd. ($2.55) in Ireland. These figures represent the actual 
value of all food consumed, including articles produced at home or 
given as allowances in addition to money payments, the values in 
all cases being based on prevailing retail prices.

Some information is also given as to the expenditure for rent, 
clothing, fuel, tobacco, and alcohol. In purely rural districts in 
England and Wales the rents usually paid vary from Is. ($0.24) to 
2s. ($0.49) a week, Is. 6d. ($0.37) a week being the rate most fre
quently paid. In the neighborhood of towns or collieries, however, 
the rents are higher. In Ireland the most usual rent for laborers’ 
cottages in rural districts is l k  ($0.24)* per week. In Scotland 
married farm servants ordinarily receive their cottages free of rent 
as part payment of their wages. Employers there usually value 
the rentals of such cottages at between £3 ($14.60) and £5  ($24.33) 
a year.
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DECISIONS OF COURTS AFFECTING LABOR.

[Except in cases of special interest, the decisions here presented are restricted to 
those rendered by the Federal courts and the higher courts of the States and Terri
tories. Only material portions of such decisions are reproduced, introductory and 
explanatory matter being given in the words of the editor. Decisions under statutory 
law are indexed under the proper headings in the cumulative index, page 403 et seq.]

DECISIONS UNDER STATUTORY LAW.

E ight-Hour Law—E xtraordinary E mergency—Constitution
ality of Statute.—Penn Bridge Company v. United States, Court 
o f Appeals o f the D istrict o f Columbia, 85 Washington Law  Reporter, 
page 287.—The Penn Bridge Company was convicted in the police 
court of the District of Columbia of a violation of the law forbidding 
the employment of laborers on public works in the District for more 
than eight hours in any one day, and appealed. The law makes 
exceptions in cases of extraordinary emergency, and the company 
plead that under this they were justified in working their men more 
than eight hours, even if the law was constitutional, which they 
denied. The court of appeals sustained the judgment of the police 
court, upholding the law and construing the words 1 c extraordinary 
emergency” so as to exclude the conditions described from their 
operation. From the opinion of the court, as delivered by Judge 
McComas, the following is quoted:

In Atkin v. Kansas, 191 U. S., 207 [Bulletin No. 50, p. 177], where 
a similar statute of the State of Kansas was upheld, the Supreme 
Court has in effect decided that the District statute we here consider 
is constitutional. The service and employment of Shillingberg and 
his coworkers [carpenters employed by the company] by the plaintiff 
in error, a contractor with the District of Columbia, upon this public 
work of the District of Columbia, was by this statute limited and 
restricted to eight hours in any one calendar day, and it was unlawful 
for this contractor to require or permit Shillingberg to work more 
than eight hours in any one calendar day, except in case of extraor
dinary emergency, and if the plaintiff in error violated this provision, 
for each and every such offense he became liable to be punished by a 
fine or by imprisonment or both as provided by this statute. The

fovemment of the District of Columbia is simply an agency of the 
Tinted States for conducting the affairs of its government in the 

Federal district and this work on the Piney Branch Creek bridge was 
of a public and not of a private character. As the Supreme Court 
has said, in effect, there is no possible ground to dispute the power of
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Congress to declare, that no one undertaking work for the District of 
Columbia should permit or require an employee on such work to 
labor more than eight hours in any one calendar day and to inflict 
punishment upon those coming within the law and disregarding it. 
To prohibit a contractor from doing public work for the District in 
his own way and in his own time witnout regard to the will of Con
gress does not infringe upon his liberty. Congress may lawfully 
prescribe the conditions upon which it will permit public work in this 
District to be done in its behalf and by this statute Congress appears 
to have determined that to restrict a day’s work to eight hours tends 
to promote morality, to improve the physical and intellectual condi
tion of workingmen and to enable them to better discharge their 
duties as citizens of the Republic. I t  is not in derogation of the lib
erty of either employee or employer, to make it a criminal offense for 
this contractor for this public work to permit or require his employees 
to work more than eight hours in one calendar day. No employee 
has an absolute right to perform labor for the State, and no contractor 
for a public work can excuse a violation of his agreement with the 
Government by doing anything which under the statute, made part 
of its contract, he is distinctly forbidden to do. The plaintiff in error 
is not by such a statute denied the equal protection of the law for 
this statute prescribes a rule of conduct which applies alike to ail 
who contract to do work for the District and alike to all employed to 
perform labor on such a work and Congress has the right to prescribe 
the conditions under which it will permit work of this kind to be done 
for the District of Columbia. By this law it has done so and in so 
doing has not infringed the personal rights of either employers or 
employees upon such public work. The United States in this Federal 
District may dictate the terms and conditions of the contracts this 
District may make, and it may prescribe the hours of labor to be 
observed by its contractors and their employees on its public works. 
(See Atkin v. Kansas (supra); United States v. Martin, 94 U. S. 
400; United States v. Driscoll, 96 U. S. 421, and United States v. 
San Francisco Bridge Co., 88 Fed. Rep. 891.)

Second. The court below committed no error in excluding from 
the consideration of the jury the testimony introduced and proffered 
by the defendant to show that in this case an ‘ ‘ extraordinary emer
gency” had happened within the meaning of this statute. I t  was the 
duty of the court to determine, what jurors unguided could not settle 
for themselves, what would amount to an “ extraordinary emer
gency.” This question was one of statutory construction for the 
court. I t  was for the court to say whether all the evidence admitted 
and proffered tended in this case to prove the existence of an 
“ extraordinary emergency.” The court here rightly decided that 
such evidence did not tend to prove its existence. In this statute 
the term “ extraordinary emergency” imports a sudden and unex
pected happening, an unforeseen occurrence or condition calling for 
immediate action to avert imminent danger to health or life or prop
erty, an unusual peril, actual and not imaginary, suddenly creating 
a situation so different from the usual or ordinary course in the prose
cution of public work, that the court may and must conclude that 
Congress contemplated excepting from the operation of this law such 
an occurrence so sudden, rare and unforeseen. „ In the case before us 
the District and the contractor should know that concrete in an arch
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may not harden in a given part of eight hours and since the contract 
permitted the District engmeers to make changes in the plan, the 
contractor might have contemplated that the excavation would need 
greater depth to support the arch of the bridge than an earlier ex
amination had shown likely to be required. The evidence relied upon 
by the defendant would not have justified the jury in concluding 
that either or both of these circumstances constituted an extraor
dinary emergency. The court could have so instructed the jury, and 
it therefore committed no reversible error in excluding all this evi
dence from the consideration of the jury, since it was offered only to 
prove an extraordinary emergency and it did not tend to prove it. 
(See United States v. Ellis, U. S. District Court (Massachusetts); 
United States v. Sheridan Kirk Contract Company, 149 Fed. Rep. 
813 [Bulletin No. 70, p. 714]; and Sparf and Hansen v. United States, 
156 U. S. 51, 103.)

The third assignment of error, namely, that the court erred in 
holding that what constituted an extraordinary emergency was not 
a question of fact for the jury, we have sufficiently discussed in what 
we have said.

The court below committed no reversible error and the judgment 
must be affirmed with costs, and it is so ordered.

DECISIONS OF COURTS AFFECTING LABOR. 361

E ight-Hour Law—P ublic Works of the U nited States— 
Construction and Constitutionality of Statute— EU is v. United 
States, Supreme Court o f the United States, 27 Supreme Court Reporter, 
page 600.—This case was before the Supreme Court on error from 
the district court of the United States for the district of Massachu
setts to review a conviction for permitting mechanics to work at 
the construction of a pier at the Boston Navy-Yard for more than 
eight hours a day, in violation of the so-called “ Eight-Hour Law” 
of August 1, 1892. Three other cases were before the court at the 
same time, involving the conviction of the Eastern Dredging Com
pany for working men more than eight hours in dredging a channel 
in Boston Harbor, and three affecting the Bay State Dredging Com
pany, which was dredging the channel of Chelsea Creek in Boston 
Harbor. The defendants in each case excepted to the ruling of the 
district court on the question of the constitutionality of the law, and 
the cases were all brought to the Supreme Court for adjudication. 
The statute in question was held to be constitutional, and to apply 
to the case of the construction of the pier. Five judges held that it 
applied to none of the work of dredging, while Judge McKenna held 
that it applied to the work in Chelsea Creek. Judges Moody, Harlan, 
and Day took the view that all the cases, except one involving the 
crew of a seagoing tug, were within the provisions of the act.

The majority opinion of the court was prepared by Judge Holmes, 
and is, except the introductory paragraphs, as follows:

The contention that the act is unconstitutional is not frivolous, 
since it may be argued that there are relevant distinctions between
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the power of the United States and that of a State. But the argu
ments naturally urged against such a statute apply equally for the 
most part to the two jurisdictions, and are answered, so far as a 
State is concerned, by Atkin v. Kansas, 191 U. S. 207, 48 L. Ed. 148, 
24 Sup. Ct. Rep. 124. In that case a contractor for work upon a 
municipal boulevard was sentenced to a fine under a similar law of 
Kansas^ and the statute was upheld. We see no reason to deny to 
the United States the power thus established for the States. Like 
the States, it may sanction the requirements made of contractors 
employed upon its public works by penalties in case those require
ments are not fulfilled. I t  would be a strong thing to say that a 
legislature that had power to forbid or to authorize and enforce a 
contract had not also the power to make a breach of it criminal; 
but, however that may be, Congress, as incident to its power to 
authorize and enforce contracts for public works, may require that 
they shall be carried out only in a way consistent with its views of 
public policy, and may punish a departure from that way. I t is 
true that it has not the general power of legislation possessed by the 
legislatures of the States, and it may be true that tne object of this 
law is of a kind not subject to its general control. But the power 
that it has over the mode in which contracts with the United States 
shall be performed can not be limited by a speculation as to motives. 
If the motive be conceded, however, the fact that Congress has not 
general control over the conditions of labor does not make uncon
stitutional a law otherwise valid, because the purpose of the law is 
to secure to it certain advantages, so far as the law goes.

One other argument is put forward, but it hardly needs an answer. 
A ruling was asked in Ellis’s case, and is attempted to be sustained, 
to the effect that the Government waived its sovereignty by making 
a contract, and that even if the act of 1892 were read into the contract, 
a breach of its requirements would be only a breach of contract, and 
could not be made a crime. This is a mere confusion of ideas. The 
Government, purely as contractor, in the absence of special laws, may 
stand like a private person; but, by making a contract, it does not 
give up its power to make a law, and it may make a law like the pres
ent for the reasons that we have stated. We are of opinion that the 
act is not contrary to the Constitution of the United States.

We pass to the subordinate matters not common to all the cases. 
In Ellis’s case the plaintiff in error agreed to construct and complete 
pier No. 2 at the Boston Navy-Yard, within six months, according to 
certain specifications, and at a certain price. He' found more difficulty 
than he expected, although he expected some trouble, in getting cer
tain oak and pine piles called for by the contract, and, having been 
delayed by that cause, he permittee! his associate in the business to 
employ men for nine hours, in the hurry to get the work done. The 
judge instructed the jury that the evidence did not show an “ extraor
dinary emergency” within the meaning of the act. The judge was 
right in ruling upon the matter. Even if, as in other instances, a nice 
case might be left to the jury, what emergencies are within the statute 
is merely a constituent element of a question of law, since the deter
mination of that element determines the extent of the statutory pro
hibition and is material only to that end. The ruling was correct. I t  
needs no argument to show that the disappointment of a contractor 
with regard to obtaining some of his materials—a matter which he
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knew involved some difficulty, of which he took the risk—does not 
create such an emergency as is contemplated in the exception to the 
law. Again, the construction of the pier was desirable for the more 
convenient repair of war ships, but it was not essential. Vessels had 
been docked without i t  since 1835 or 1836, so that there was no hot 
haste on that account, if, under any circumstances, that kind of need 
would have been enough.

There is only one other question raised in Ellis’s case. I t  is 
admitted that he was a contractor within the meaning of the act, and 
that the workmen permitted to work more than eight hours a day 
were employed upon “ public works,” and it is not denied that these 
workmen were “ mechanics.” The jury were instructed, subject to 
exception, that, if the defendant intended to permit the men to work 
over eight hours on the calendar day named, he intended to violate 
the statute. The argument against the instruction is that the work 
“ intentionally” in the statute requires knowledge of the law; or at 
least that, to be convicted, Ellis must not have supposed, even mis
takenly, that there was an emergency extraordinary enough to justify 
his conduct. The latter proposition is only the former a little dis
guised. Both are without foundation. If a man intentionally adopts 
certain conduct in certain circumstances known to him, and m at con
duct is forbidden by the law under those circumstances, he intention
ally breaks the law in the only sense in which the law ever considers 
intent. The judgment in this case must be affirmed.

The three cases against the Eastern Dredging Company were infor
mations for employing certain men alleged to be laborers or mechanics 
more than eight hours a day upon what was alleged to be one of the 
public works of the United States, viz, dredging a portion of the 35- 
foot channel, so-called, in Boston Harbor. The cases against the Bay 
State Dredging Company were similar, except that the place was 
Chelsea Creek in Boston Harbor. Of the former, No. 664 was in three 
counts for employing two deck hands and an assistant crane man and 
deck hand upon a dredge; No. 665 was for employing the master, 
crane man, and fireman of the dredge; and No. 666 was tor employing 
the captain, mate, engineer, and foreman of a tug that towed a scow, 
etc., and a man in charge of the scow. Of the Bay State Dredging 
Company cases, No. 667 was for employing the captain, mate, and 
fireman of a dredge; No. 668 was for employing a crane man and deck 
hand on the dredge; and No. 669 was for employing a scow man and 
the captain and engineer of a tug. The offenses were admitted or 
proved subject to the questions that already have been considered, 
and to the further questions whether the dredging was upon one of the 
public works of the United States, and whether the persons employed 
were laborers or mechanics within the meaning of the act, with one or 
two lesser points that will not need to be discussed.

Both of the phrases to be construed admit a broad enough inter
pretation to cover these cases, but the question is whether that inter
pretation is reasonable, and, in a  penal statute, fair. Certainly they 
may be read in a narrower sense with at least equal ease. The stat
ute says, “ laborers and mechanics * * * employed * * *
upon any of the public works.” I t  does not say, and no one sup
poses it to mean, “ any public work.” The words “ upon” and “ any 
of the,” and the plural “ works” impart that the objects of labor 
referred to have some kind of permanent existence and structural
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unity, and are severally capable of being regarded as complete wholes. 
The fact that the persons mentioned as employed upon them are 
laborers and mechanics, words admitted not to include seamen, 
points in the direction of structures and away from the sea. The 
very great difficulty, if not impossibility, of dredging in the ocean if 
such a law is to govern it, is a reason iOr giving the defendants the 
benefit of a doubt; and the fact that until last year the Government 
worked dredging crews more than eight hours is a practical con
struction not without its weight. A change seems to have been 
made simply for. the sake of consistency between the different depart
ments of the Government, as is stated in an order of the Secretary 
of War. A different conclusion is sought to be drawn from some 
appropriation acts, but they simply refer to the improvement of 
harbors in general terms among the public works for which appro
priations are made. The improvement of a harbor may consist in 
the erection of structures as well as in the widening of a channel, or 
the explosion of a rock. I t  is unnecessary to lay special stress on 
the title to the soil in which the channels were dug, but it may be 
noticed that it was not in the United States. The language or the 
acts is “ public works of the United States.” As the works are 
things upon which the labor is expended, the most natural meaning 
of “ of the United States” is “ belonging to the United States.”

The words “ laborers and mechanics” are admitted not to apply 
to seamen as that name commonly is used. Therefore it was con
tended but faintly that the masters of the tugs could not be employed 
more than eight hours. But the argument does not stop with mas
ters of tugs, or even with mates, engineers, and firemen of the same. 
(Wilson v. The Ohio, Gilpin, 505, Fed. Cas. No. 17,825; Holt v. 
Cummings, 102 Pa. 212, 48 Am. Rep. 199.) The scows and the float
ing dredges were vessels. (Rev. St at. sections 3, 4612, U. S. Com. 
Stat. 1901, pp. 4, 3120.) They were within the admiralty jurisdic
tion of the United States. (The Robert W. Parsons (Perry v. Haines), 
191 U. S. 17, 48 L. Ed. 73, 24 Sup. Ct. Rep. 8.) A number of cases as 
to dredges in the circuit and district courts are referred to in Bowers 
Hydramic Dredging Co. v. Federal Contracting Co., 148 Fed. 290. 
Therefore all of the hands mentioned in the informations were sea
men within the definition in an earlier statute of the United States. 
(Rev. Stat. section 4612. Saylor v. Taylor, 23 C. C. A. 343, 42 U. S. 
App. 206, 77 Fed. 476. See also act of March 3, 1875, chap. 156, 
section 3. 18 Stat. at L. 485, U. S. Comp. Stat. 1901, p. 3324;
Bean v. Stupart, I. Dougl. K. B. 11; Disbrow v. The Walsh Broth
ers, 36 Fed. 607.)

They all require something of the training and are liable to be 
called upon for more or less of the services required of ordinary sea
men. The reasons which exclude the latter from the statute apply, 
although perhaps in a less degree, to them. Whatever the nature of 
their work, it is incident to their employment on the dredges and 
scows, as in the case of an engineer or coal shoveler on board ship. 
Without further elaboration of details we are of opinion that the 
persons employed by the two defendant companies were not laborers 
or mechanics, and were not employed upon any of the public works 
of the United States within the meaning of the act. As in other 
cases where a broad distinction is admitted, it ultimately becomes 
necessary to draw a line, and the determination of the precise place
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of that line in nice cases always seems somewhat technical, but still 
the line must be drawn.

A strong dissenting opinion was prepared by Judge Moody, con
curred in by Judges Harlan and Day, from which the following is 
quoted:

I am unable to agree with the opinion of the court, so far as it 
relates to the employment for more than eight hours a day of the 
men on the dredges and scows. The cases are of such general impor
tance that I  am unwilling to allow the reasons for my disagreement 
to remain undisclosed.

The first question is whether the men named in the informations 
were employed by the defendants “ upon any of the public works of 
the United States” within the meaning of those words as Congress 
used them. Let it be conceded, as I  think it should be, that “ any 
of the public works” is a narrower expression than “ any public 
work” would be; that public works must “ have some kina of per
manent existence and structural unity, and be severally capable of 
being regarded as complete wholes,” and still the works nere m ques
tion fall within the description. The dredging of channels in our 
waterways is not mere digging. I t  has for its purpose the creation 
of something with as visible a form as a cellar to a house, a sunken 
road, a well, a tidal basin, or a sea-level canal. Surely all these are 
“ works,” and, if constructed by the Government, “ public works.” 
Artificial waterways may not be so easily read out of the statute 
by any definition, and I can not resist the belief that the definition 
accepted in the opinion of the court does mot accomplish it.

Let us consider the history of one of these artificial approaches 
from the sea, such as the channel in Boston Harbor, and see whether, 
when it is completed, it ought not to be regarded as a complete whole, 
having a permanent existence and structural unity. When a work 
of this kind is proposed, the engineers of the Army first obtaining 
the authority from Congress, survey the region, consider the com
mercial reasons which support the project, and make plans for it and 
estimates of its cost. Upon consideration of the engineers’ report, 
Congress, if it approves the project, makes an appropriation for its 
construction, designating it expressly as of the “ public works” of 
the United States. For example, the appropriation for one of the 
works in question in these cases is in the following terms: “ The fol
lowing sums of money * * * are hereby appropriated * * * 
for the construction * * * of the public works hereinafter 
named; * * * for improving said harbor in accordance with
the report submitted in House Document Number One hundred and 
nineteen, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, by providing channels 
thirty-five feet deep, * * * six hundred thousand dollars.” That
is to say, at the very threshold of the inquiry, we find that the Con
gress which had forbidden a longer day’s work than eight hours upon 
“ the public works of the United States” had, upon undertaking this 
very work, deliberately called it a “ public work.” The cogency of 
the argument arising from the use of the same words in the eight-hour 
law as in the appropriation law can not be met by the suggestion that 
it is easy to read the words in the eight-hour law in a narrower sense 
than they were used in the appropriation law. The question here is 
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not how the words may be interpreted, but how they ought to be inter-

E reted. There is no necessity to explore the possibilities of escape 
•om the intention which Congress has made sufficiently plain.
The eight-hour day is prescribed by the statute only for laborers and 

mechanics. These words of description have never been supposed to 
include, and would not include, all those who do work of any kind. 
Although the extent of these words is somewhat vague, nevertheless 
they were used in a technical sense, to describe classes of employees. 
The second question is whether the men named in the information 
were laborers or mechanics.

Seamen, whether employed in the Navy or other marine service of 
the United States, or by contractors with the United States, are not 
laborers or mechanics. They, while laboring as seamen, could no 
more be brought within the limits of an eightdiour day than a physi
cian, a lawyer, or a clergyman. They have always been regarded 
with special favor by all governments, and a series of laws specially 
applicable to them control and affect their conditions of labor. The 
men employed on the seagoing tug, from the master down, were sea
men, and their work was the work of seamen, and the conviction with 
respect to them was, I agree, erroneous. Those who are employed 
upon the dredges and scows were not, in respect of the work they were 
actually doing, in any proper sense, seamen. The master and engi
neer of the dredge were not licensed, and the men employed upon it 
seemed not to nave entered into any contract of shipment. They 
were employed usually from those who had served in the merchant 
marine. They had doubtless acquired the skill and aptitude which 
especially fitted them for work upon the dredges, which required 
some handling of lines and some other minor things in which sailors 
become expert. But, because a man has acquired in one occupation 
skill which fits him for another, it does not follow that, when he passes 
from one occupation to the other, the work which he does in the new 
employment entitles him rightfully to be called by the old name. The 
sailor who is appointed the keeper of a light-house may have received 
his appointment because he was once a sailor, but, nevertheless, when 
he enters into the new service, he is a light-house keeper, and not a 
sailor. The occupation of dredging is not the only one for which life 
on the sea educates a man. The work of the dredge men and $cow 
men may be described in a sentence. They were digging a channel 
and emptying the material excavated in the sea. All those who were 
engaged in the work may fairly be described as either laborers or 
mechanics. They had nothing whatever to do with navigation. 
Neither the dredges nor the scows had steering gear, sails, or other 
methods of self-propulsion. They were towed to the place where the 
work was to be done, and there left to do it.

I t  does not seem to be important that, for some purposes, the 
scows and dredges were vessels, or those employed upon them, for 
some purposes, are deemed seamen. The question here is, What 
were the men when they were engaged in the work of excavation? 
Were the men at that time employed as seamen, doing the work of 
seamen, or as laborers and mechanics, doing the work of laborers 
and mechanics ? I think they then were laborers or mechanics, and 
employed as such, and that their occupation is determined not by 
what they have done in the past, or by what their employers chose 
to call them, but by what they were doing when the Government
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invoked the law for their benefit. If they were then doing the work 
of laborers and mechanics, whatever they may have done in the 
past, which constitutes a motive for their employment, or by what
ever name they were employed, they were, or rather their labor 
was, within the restrictions as to hours prescribed by the law. Nor 
was their work in dredging incident to their employment on the 
dredges, but quite the reverse. They never would have been 
employed at all except for dredging. They never would have set 
foot on the dredge save to use it as a platform on which to do the 
work of laborers and mechanics. I t  should not be forgotten that 
the object of this statute, in which is embodied an expression of a 
great public policy, is to regulate labor of the kind named, and the 
men concerned are in or out of its prohibitions solely by reason of 
the kind of labor they perform. How can it be material here whether 
the dredge is or is not a vessel within the admiralty jurisdiction, or 
that, in the construction of two specifically named statutes, all those 
upon it are deemed to be seamen? There is no artificial statutory 
construction prescribed for this act, and what the men on it are is 
left, under this act, to be determined according to the truth and fact, 
and the test to be applied is the nature of the labor they actually 
perform. They were employed to do the work of laborers and 
mechanics; in the main they actually did that work; and whatever 
they did which was of the nature of seamen's work was a mere inci
dent to the fact that they labored upon a floating platform instead of 
upon the dry land.

I t  is conceded in the opinion of the court that the statute admits 
of an interpretation which brings these cases within it. May not 
more be said? Are not these cases fairly within the plain words of 
the act? If this be so, then the rule of strict interpretation, applica
ble to penal laws, a rule which has lost all of its ancient rigor, if indeed 
it is now more than a lifeless form (United States v. Lacher, 134 U. S., 
624, 628; 33 L. Ed., 1080,1083; 10 Sup. Ct. Rep., 625), can not be used 
to take them out. When the intention of the legislature is reason
ably clear, the courts have no duty except to carry it out. The rule 
for the construction of penal statutes is satisfied ir the words are not 
enlarged beyond their natural meaning, and it does not require that 
they shall be restricted to less than that.

The impossibility or difficulty of applying this law to the operations 
of dredging, which, upon the evidence, I think, amounts to no more 
than that it would result in an inconvenience, which the defendants 
may readily avoid by refusing to contract with the Government, is a 
consideration fit to be addressed to Congress rather than to this 
court.

Employers' Liability—Assumption of Risk—Constitution
ality of Statute— E l Paso and Southwestern Railroad Company v. 
Foth, Court o f C ivil Appeals o f Texas, 100 Southwestern Reporter, 
page 171.—W. D. Foth secured judgment against the company named 
on account of injuries received by him while in its service as a locomo
tive fireman. The injury was occasioned by the explosion of the 
water glass on the engine, by which a piece of glass was thrown into 
his left eye and destroyed the sight. The glass was guarded by strips
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of metal, though the company had adopted and was installing as a 
safer device a wire net as such guard. The fact that Foth knew the 
conditions and voluntarily remained in the service was offered as a 
defense by the company, which claimed that he had assumed the risk 
of such injuries and could not recover. Foth's action was supported 
in part by the provisions of chap. 163, Gen. Laws of 1905, which 
eliminated the defense of assumed risk in any case where an employee 
has an opportunity, before being injured, to notify his employer or a 
superior who has power to remedy defects of the existence of such 
defects, and gives such notice within a reasonable time. No notice 
is necessary when the employer or superior knows of the defect. 
The statute also does away with the defense of assumed risk where a 
person of ordinary care would remain in the service with the knowl
edge of the defects and danger. The company contended that this 
section was unconstitutional and void, and raised other questions, 
all of which were decided adversely to the company, the judgment 
of the lower court being affirmed.

The grounds of the conclusions of the court are set forth in the 
quotations reproduced below from its opinion as delivered by Judge 
Fly. Having summarized the facts in the case, and the statute 
involved, Judge Fly said:

Of course, the matters as to whether an employee has an oppor
tunity to notify his employer, and does or does not notify him, and 
as to a person or ordinary care, with knowledge of the defect, remaining 
in the service of the employer, are questions of fact, to be determined 
by a jury, and the court very properly submitted those matters to the 
jury. The testimony tended to show that the metal shield used by 
appellant around its water glass was defective in not being so con
structed as to minimize the chances for pieces of glass to be driven out 
by an explosion with such force as to injure the employees whose 
duties brought them in proximity to it. I t  wa£ a defect in construc
tion that would clearly come within the purviewof the statute of 1905. 
The evidence established the defect, and justified the submission of the 
question as to whether a person of ordinary care would have remained 
in the service of appellant when he knew that a defective water glass 
was being used and the danger attending its use. The jury was 
justified by the evidence in finding that there was a defect, and that 
appellee, although he knew of the defect, was justified in remaining 
in the service of appellant.

There is no antagonism between the proposition, as stated in the 
charge, that railroad companies are not insurers of the safety of their 
employees, and the propositions of law contained in the statute herein
before copied, and there was nothing in the statement of the different 
propositions calculated to mislead or confuse a jury. How the ques
tion of whether a person of ordinary care would have remained in the 
employment of appellant after he knew the manner in which the water 
glass was equipped was to be ascertained is not clearly indicated by 
appellant, but it is insisted that a jury should not have decided it. I t  
had to be decided by some one, and, being purely a question of fact, 
we know of no other that had the authority, under the law of Texas, to
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decide it except a jury. When they determined that issue in the 
affirmative, as the evidence undoubtedly justified them in doing, the 
question of assumed risk was removed from the case.

I t  is argued by appellant that appellee must have been guilty of con
tributory negligence if he knew of the defects in the water glass; but 
that does not necessarily follow. If he had not been relieved from the 
imputation of assuming the risk by the legislature making the test, the 
conduct of a person of ordinary care, a knowledge of the defects would 
create the state of assumed risk, but not of contributory negligence. 
The distinction between the two must be observed, or confusion will 
result in- the application of the rules pertaining to the two defenses. 
When it was proved that 75 or 80 persons were using engines on appel
lant's railroad equipped with water glasses, guarded as was the one 
that exploded and hurt appellee, it would seem that fact alone would 
show that persons of ordinary care would use such engines, and justi
fied the'jury in eliminating the question of assumed risk from the 
case. When that defense is removed from the case, it does not neces
sarily follow, because appellee knew of the defects in the water glass, 
that he was guilty of contributory negligence in remaining in the serv
ice of his employer. The rules or assumed risk and contributory negli
gence are dependent on widely separated tests and principles. Enter
ing the employment of one who is known to furnish defective appli
ances might be assuming the risks arising therefrom, but it is not 
contributory negligence. The latter is the doing of some act or 
omission amounting to a want of ordinaiy care as, concurring with 
some negligent act of the defendant, is the proximate cause of the 
injury for which redress is sought. There must be some positive act 
of commission or omission tnat caused the injury or contributed 
thereto.

Assumed risk refers to a general course of action in connection with 
the master's way of doing business and the appliances furnished. 
Contributory negligence refers to the question as to whether the serv
ant acted prudently in connection with a certain matter that arose for 
his consideration at a certain time and place. The first is an intelli
gent choice; the latter is carelessness. In the case of Mundle v. Mfg. 
Co. (Me.), 30 Atl. 16, it was said: “ Assuming the risks of an employ
ment is one thing, and quite a different thing from incurring an injury 
through contributory negligence." Again, m the case of Dempsey v. 
Sawyer (Me.), 49 Atl. 1035, it was held: “ There is an essential differ
ence between the defense of contributory negligence and the defense 
of assumption of risk—a difference often obscured, but which should 
be kept clear in the mind for a correct understanding of the relative 
rights and duties of master and servant, as to the dangers arising from 
the use of defective machinery or appliances. Contributory negligence 
is a breach of the legal duty of due care imposed by law upon the serv
ant, however unwilling or protesting he may be. Assumption of risk 
is not a duty, but is purely voluntary upon the part of the servant. 
The risk from the master's breach of duty never rests upon the 
protesting or unwilling servant. Yolens, not sciens, is the test."

If the contention made by the appellant, that the question of 
whether an appliance is a reasonably safe one should always be left to 
railway companies, and should never be inquired into by courts or 
juries, should be sustained, railroad companies could never be held 
liable for injuries arising from defective appliances furnished to their
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servants. Whatever may be the attitude of the courts of the United 
States or other States, such a rule finds no countenance or support in 
the decisions of Texas. A railroad company can not be heard to 
justify its negligence in failing to exercise ordinary care in selecting 
the appliances to be furnished its employees by a statement that it has 
the authority to choose its own appliances, no matter how defective. 
The doctrine of the right of the master to carry on his business in his 
own way may be conceded; but it is not so sacred a right that a court 
or jury can not inquire into it to ascertain if he has negligently injured 
his servant. The master may run his business in the way to suit him
self, but subject to an inquiry as to whether ordinary care was used. 
I t  was the duty of the railroad company to use ordinary care to pro
vide its engines with the best appliances and improvements for the 
protection of its employees, and it was a question of fact as to whether 
such care was exercised. The final arbiter as to the exercise of such 
care can not be the master, who of all others would be the most unfit 
tribunal to decide upon its own care, but must be an impartial jury in 
a court of law and justice. The evidence in this case snows the wis
dom of such a rule, for it clearly appears that a use of the proper 
means, at the hands of appellant, in screening its water glasses, would 
have protected its employees from the dangers attendant upon the 
use ot open slotted guards that practically give no protection against 
constantly recurring explosions of the glasses. As said by the 
Supreme Court of the Umted States in the case of Railway v. McDade, 
191 U. S. 64, 24 Sup. Ct. 24, 48 L. Ed. 96: “ Where no necessity exists 
as in the present case for the use of dangerous appliances, and where it 
is a matter requiring only due skill and care to make the appliances 
safe, there is no reason why an employee should be subjected to dan
gers wholly unnecessary to the proper operation of the business of the 
employer.”

I t  was established, by a preponderance of the evidence, that a device 
for protecting against explosions was in use by other railroads that was 
much safer than the one used by appellant, and much of the evidence 
tended to show that such a device was an absolute protection. I t  
appeared that appellant had adopted it on some of its engines, and 
that it could be substituted for the older device in a few minutes and 
at a small cost. The failure to adopt the safer and better device 
raised the issue as to the exercise of ordinary care in the selection of 
its appliances by appellant and it was properly submitted to the jury.

The act of 1905 is not “ oppressive, arbitrary or unreasonable,” 
nor is it unconstitutional. Similar acts have been in existence in 
England, Canada, and different States of the Union, and have been 
uniformly sustained by the courts of last resort. Similar laws have 
been sustained also by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
(McGuire v. Railway (Iowa), 108 N. W. 902; Railway v. Bristol, 151 
U. S. 567, 14 Sup. Ct. 437; Railways. Ellis, 165 U. S. 158, 17 Sup. Ct. 
255; Railway v. Buffalo Steamer Co., I l l  N. Y. 132, 19 N. E. 63; 
People v . Railway, 70 N. Y. 569.) I t  is true as said by the court or 
appeals of New York in the last cited case: “ Railroad coiporations 
hold their property and exercise their functions for the public benefit, 
and are therefore subject to legislative control. The legislature, 
which has created them, may regulate the mode in which they shall 
transact their business, the price which they shall charge for the 
transportation of freight and passengers, the speed at which they may
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run their trains, and the way in which they may cross or run upon 
highways and turnpikes used for public travel. I t  may make all such 
regulations as are appropriate to protect the lives of persons carried 
upon railroads, or passing upon highways crossed by railroads/’ I t  
could also be added that the legislature has the authority to compel the 
adoption of devices and appliances for the protection of those in the 
service of railways, can declare that the doctrine of fellow-servants 
shall not apply in cases arising between railways and their employees, 
and can perforce alter, change, or abolish the law of assumed risks. 
In discussing the constitutionality of laws, the mistake is too often 
made of endeavoring to apply the same rules in the government of 
natural persons not engaged in public occupations to the control of 
creatures of law, whose very existence rests in the hands of the 
legislative branch of the government, and which can and must be 
regulated in a manner that individuals in pursuit of private occupa
tions, with a due regard to the principles of free government and the 
rights of personal liberty, can not be regulated. Barring an inter
ference with vested rights, rights of property, and the obligations of 
existing contracts, the legislature may impose upon private corpora
tions, engaged in serving the public, any additional restriction and 
burden that the public good may require or render proper and 
expedient.

The statute of 1905 interferes with no vested right, and does not 
in any manner impair the obligation of contracts, but it is a measure 
passed, undoubtedly, to better protect the lives and limbs of those 
who are in the employment of railroads or street railways. I t  is an 
exercise of the police power of the State over the creatures that it 
has by its legislative fiat brought into existence. “ This police power 
of the State extends to the protection of the lives, limbs, health, 
comfort, and quiet of all persons, and the protection of all property 
within the State.” (Cooley’s Const. Lim. (7th Ed.) p. 831.) The 
exercise of this police power is the exercise of a power belonging to 
State sovereignty, reserved and protected by the Constitution of the 
United States. The clause of that Constitution which forbids the 
passage of laws impairing the obligation of contracts is frequently 
mvoked by private corporations to prevent the legislatures of the 
States from regulating and controlling them, but it is uniformly held 
by Federal ana State courts, that they are subject to such regulations 
from time to time as may be deemed necessary to guard the rights 
of individuals and other corporations, shield the public health, and 
protect the safety of life and limb. There is no limit to this police 
power except that it must be exercised for the comfort, safety, or 
welfare of society; that it must not destroy any charter privilege, 
nor interfere with any vested right. The State of Texas has not 
transgressed these bounds in restricting the defense of assumed risk.

The judgment is affirmed.

E mployers’ Liability—Construction of Statute—Acts of 
Superintendents—Form of Complaint— H arris v. Baltim ore Ma
chine and Elevator Works, Court o f Appeals o f New York, 80 North
eastern Reporter, page 1028.—Norman Harris had recovered a judg
ment for damages for injuries received while in the employment of
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the company named, from which judgment an appeal was taken. 
The appeal to the appellate division of the supreme court resulted 
in the affirmation of the judgment, as did the further appeal to the 
court of appeals. The facts are given in the opinion as delivered by 
Judge Gray, reproduced below:

The question of interest to the profession in this case is as to the 
sufficiency of a complaint under the employers’ liability act (Laws 
1902, p. 1748, c. 600). This action was brought to recover damages 
for the injuries sustained by the plaintiff by reason of the negligence 
of his employer. The complaint alleged, in substance, that the 
plaintiff was directed by the defendant, a foreign corporation, in 
whose employ he was, to enter an elevator, “ which the defendant 
had constructed and then had under its supervision and control;” 
that the elevator was negligently constructed by the defendant, “ in 
that the steel rope, or cable, by which the elevator car was suspended 
* * * was loosely * * * and improperly fastened to the
top of the car and that the safety appliances * * * had not been
attached thereto;” that by reason of the defendant’s negligence “ in 
directing the plaintiff to enter the car, while it was in said condition,” 
and without fault on plaintiff’s part, the “ cable became unfastened 
from the elevator” and the car fell; and that, by reason of the premi
ses, the plaintiff sustained certain injuries. The final paragraph of 
the complaint alleged that “ within 120 days after the occurrence of 
the said accident, * * * and on the 18th day of March, 1903,
due notice in writing of the time, place, and cause of the injury was 
given to the defendant in the manner provided by and pursuant to 
chapter 600 of the Laws of 1902.”

Upon the trial proof was given upon which the jury returned a 
verdict against the defendant and the unanimous affirmance by the 
appellate division of the plaintiff’s judgment is conclusive upon us 
that the facts sufficiently supported the verdict. At the opening of 
the trial, at the close of plaintiff’s case, and at the close or the evi
dence, the defendant moved that the plaintiff be compelled to elect 
whether he proceeded at common law, or under the employers’ lia
bility act. The motions were, at first, denied; but, when the evidence 
was all in, the plaintiff was directed to, and did, elect to proceed 
under the act, after a suggestion by the trial court that there was no 
common-law cause of action. The appellant argues that the com
plaint failed to state facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action 
under the employers’ liability act, that, therefore, his motion to 
dismiss it for that reason should have been granted, and that the 
denial was error.

We think that the complaint was sufficient, in the respect argued 
by the appellant. The employers’ liability act extended the liability 
of the employer of labor at common law, and, in order to sufficiently 
plead a cause of action thereunder, required, as a condition precedent 
to a recovery, that notice be given of the accident to the master. It 
gave an additional cause of action, because it prescribed that a 
master shall be liable for the negligence of the superintendent or the 
person acting as such. (Gmaehle v. Rosenberg, 178 N. Y. 147, 70 
N. E. 411.) At common law such a liability was not recognized, 
unless the superintending servant was the alter ego of the master 
with respect to the work.
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This complaint not only set forth facts showing a defect in the 
condition of the machinery connected with the employers’ business, 
due to his negligence, but necessarily as the employer was -a corpo
ration, predicated the charge of the negligence from which he suffered, 
namely, a direction to enter an unsafe elevator, upon the act of one 
of its servants. Further, the allegation in the complaint as to notice 
specifically drew the attention of the defendant to the fact that the 
plaintiff was resting his cause of action, and was depending, upon the 
provisions of the employers’ liability act.

The proofs estabhshed that the negligence, which occasioned the 
happemng of the accident was that or the defendant’s superintend
ent. The failure to insure the safety of the attachment or the cable 
to the elevator, by fastening the ends properly, was due to his neglect, 
and, when the plaintiff came to work at the place, it was the superin
tendent who directed him to go upon it for the purpose. I t  is not 
necessary, in order to plead a cause of action under the employers’ 
liability act, that its precise language should be made use of, provided 
that it appear plainly from what is alleged that the cause of action 
was within the provisions of the act, and that its requirement of the 
giving of a notice to .the defendant has been complied with. That is 
this case.

The ruling upon, the degree of care due from the defendant, with 
respect to providing a reasonably safe elevator, is to be considered 
in the light of the facts, which showed it to be one in the course of 
construction and installation. I t was in use for the purpose of the 
work, which plaintiff was directed to perform, on the day in ques
tion and the main charge fairly described the situation. The jury 
could not have been misled upon the subject of the measure of 
defendant’s duty to the plaintiff, nor have supposed that it was 
greater than an obligation to provide a safe place for the plaintiff to 
work upon.

The judgment should be affirmed, with costs.

E mployers’ Liability—Employment of Children—Violation 
of Statute—Negligence—Leathers v. BlaclcwelVs Durham Tobacco 
Company, Supreme Court o f North Carolina, 57 Southeastern Reporter, 
page 11.—This was an action to recover damages for injuries to a child 
employed in violation of the statute prohibiting the employment in 
factories of children under 12 years of age. Judgment was rendered 
in the child’s favor in the superior court of Durham County, from 
which an appeal was taken. The appeal was based in part on a con
tention as to whether the employment of children in violation of the 
statute was negligence per se, the appellant maintaining that it was 
no more than evidence of negligence. The supreme court approved 
the finding of the lower court, and also construed the violation of the 
law to be negligence per se. The following extract from the opinion 
of the court, as delivered by Judge Connor, indicates the grounds on 
which this conclusion was reached:

It is not denied that the plaintiff was injured in a “ factory or manu
facturing establishment ” within the meaning of the statute. We thus
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have presented for decision the question whether the employment of 
a child in a factory within the prohibited age is negligence per sey 
entitling it to recover for an injury sustained—such employment being 
the proximate cause thereof—or whether such employment is, only 
evidence of negligence to be submitted to the jury. His honor evi
dently construed the language used by us in Ronn v. Tobacco Co., 141 
N. C. 300, 53 S. E. 891 [see Bulletin No. 67, p. 863], as answering the 
first branch of the question affirmatively. In that case, being the 
first which came to this court after the passage of the statute, the 
court below nonsuited the plaintiff, and we held that in any aspect of 
the testimony the case should have gone to the jury.

The question which gave us more difficulty in the case was whether, 
upon the plaintiffs testimony, he was engaged in performing the work 
for which he was employed, and therefore whether there was any evi
dence that such employment was, in any aspect of the testimony, the 
proximate cause of his injury. This court has held in a series of cases 
affirming the instructions given by the superior court judges that a 
failure to obey town ordinances regulating the rate of speed was at 
least evidence of negligence. (Edwards v. Railroad, 129 N. C. 78, 39 
S. E. 730.) The language of Justice Douglas indicates that in some 
cases such violation of a town ordinance would be negligence per se. 
The judge in Edwards* Case instructed the jury that, if the injury to 
the plaintiff’s intestate was caused by the violation of the ordinance, 
they should give to the first issue an affirmative answer. This, the 
court said, was correct. In other cases we have approved the instruc
tion that violation of speed ordinances was evidence of negligence. In 
Rolin’s Case, supra, we followed this rule, saying that the employment 
of a child within the prohibited age was strong evidence of negligence. 
In  neither of those cases was it necessary to decide the question pre
sented by his honor’s instructions. The defendant insists that the 
instruction by treating this employment, assuming the plaintiff to be 
under 12 years of age, as negligence per se, does violence to the deci
sion in Rolin’s Case. We have given to the question most careful 
consideration, and reexamined both the basis of the rule and the 
authorities in which it is discussed. Mr. Bishop says: “ Whenever the 
common law, a statute or municipal by-law, or any other law imposes 
on one a duty, if of a sort affecting the public within the principles of 
the criminal law, a breach of it is indictable, and a civil action will lie 
in favor of any person who has suffered specially therefrom. * * *
The civil action is maintainable when, and only when, the person com
plaining is of a class entitled to take advantage of the law, is a sufferer 
from the disobedience, is not himself a partaker in the wrong of which 
he complains, or is not otherwise precluded by the principles of the 
common law from his proper standing in court.” (Noncontract Law, 
secs. 132-141.) Lord Holt ruled that, when a statute enacts or pro
hibits a thing for the benefit of a person, “ he shall have a remedy upon 
the same statute for the thing enacted to his advantage or ror the 
recompense of a wrong done to him contrary to the said law.” (Mod. 
Cases, 26, 27.) Judge Thompson, in his work on Negligence (vol. 
1, sec. 10), says: “ When the legislature of a State or the council of a 
municipal corporation, having in view the promotion of the safety of 
the public or of individual members of the public, commands or for
bids the doing of a particular act, the general conception of the courts, 
and the only one that is reconcilable with reason, is that a failure to
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do the act commanded, or doing the act prohibited, is negligence as 
mere matter of law, otherwise called negligence per se, and this, irre
spective of all questions of the exercise or prudence, diligence, care, 
or skill, so that if it is the proximate cause of hurt or damage to 
another, and if that other is without contributory fault, the case is 
decided in his favor, and all that remains is to assess the damages.” 
The author expresses regret that “ two or three authoritative courts” 
have held that the violation of a statute is only “ evidence of negli
gence.” He proceeds to criticise the doctrine in vigorous terms (sec. 
11): “ If a specific duty is imposed upon any person bylaw or by 
a legal authority ? an action may be sustained against him by any per
son who is specially injured by his failure to perform that duty.” 
(Shearman & Red. Neg. 54.) The authors say that the action is in 
tort for negligence. “ The violation of an imposed statutory duty is 
a sort of negligence per se. Thus, where a railroad operates its trains 
at a higher rate of speed than the law allows, the question of whether it 
is guilty of negligence is not debatable. This preliminary matter the 
law conclusively determines against the company, and the sole ques
tion to be settled in cases of this kind is whether that delinquency can 
be considered a proximate cause of the damage of which complaint 
is made.” (1 Street, Foundation Legal Liability, 172.) A number 
of illustrative cases are cited. The several views are stated in 21 Am.
6  Eng. Enc. 478, and the cases illustrating them cited.

We have carefully examined a number of cases, and find that a 
large number of the courts have adopted the opinion of the text 
writers. I t  is so held in Perry v. Tozer, 97 N. W. 137, 90 Minn. 431 
[Bulletin 51, p. 448]; Am. Car Co. v. Armentraut, 214 111. 509, 73 
S. E. 766 [Bulletin No. 59, p. 335]; Billings v. Breinig, 45 Mich. 65,
7 N. W. 722. In Railroad v. Stebbing, 62 Md. 505, Alvey, C. J., 
speaking of a speed ordinance, says: “ This ordinance is general, and 
is for the protection of the public generally; but the neglect or disre
gard of the general duty imposed for the protection of everyone can 
never become the foundation of a mere personal right of action, until 
the individual complaining is shown to have been placed in position 
that gave him particular occasion and right to insist upon the per
formance of the duty to him personally. The duty being due to the

Eublic, composed of individual persons, each person specially injured 
y the breach of duty thus imposed becomes entitled to compensation 

for such injury.” Li Railroad Co. v. Voelker, 129 111. 540, 555, 22 
N. E. 20, 24, it is said: “A statute commanding an act to be done 
creates an absolute duty to perform such act, and the duty of per
formance does not depend upon and is not controlled by surrounding 
circumstances. Nonperformance of such statutory duty, resulting in 
injury to another, may therefore be pronounced to be negligence as a 
conclusion of law.” [Cases cited.] In Salisbury v. Horchenroder, 
106 Mass. 458, 8 Am. Rep. 354, the evidence showed that defendant 
hung a sign over the sidewalk in fr8nt of his store, in violation of an 
ordinance of the town. It was blown down by a gale of wind, injuring

Slain tiff’s property. Chapman, C. J., said: “ If the defendant’s sign 
ad been rightfully placed where it was, the question would have been 

presented whether he had used reasonable care in securing it. If he 
had done so, the injury would have been caused, without his fault, the 
extraordinary and unusual gale of wind, etc. * * * But the
defendant’s sign was suspended over the street in violation of a public
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ordinance of the city of Boston, by which he was subject to a penalty. 
He placed and kept it there illegally, and this illegal act of his has 
contributed to the plaintiffs injury.” The defendant was held liable 
because in placing the sign over the sidewalk he violated the city 
ordinance, and this illegal act was held to be the proximate cause of 
the injury to plaintiff. In Toby v. Burlington, C. R. & N. Ry., 33 
L. R. A. 496, 94 Iowa, 256, 62 N. W. 761, it is said: “ It  is a general 
rule that the doing of a prohibited act or the failure to perform a duty 
enjoined by statute or ordinance constitutes negligence for which the 
party guilty of such act or omission is liable, unless excused by the 
contributory negligence of the one to whose person or property [injury] 
is done”—citing many authorities. To the same effect is 2 Labatt on 
Master & Servant, 2177. He says: “ By many courts it is held that 
a violation of such a statute constitutes negligence per se.” After 
stating the other theories, he says: “ That the former of these theories 
is the correct one can scarcely be doubted. A doctrine, the essential 
effect of which is that the quality of an act which the legislature has 
prescribed or forbidden becomes an open question upon which juries 
are entitled to express an opinion, would seem to be highly anomalous. 
The command or prohibition of a permanent body which represents 
an entire community ought in any reasonable view to be regarded as 
a* final judgment upon the subiect-matter, which renders it both 
unnecessary and improper that this question should be submitted to 
a jury.” The latest expression of judicial thought in England corre
sponds with the authorities cited. In Groves v. Wimbome, 2 L. R. 
1898, Q. B. Div. 402, Rigby, L. J., at page 412, says: “ When an 
absolute duty is imposed upon a person by statute, it is not necessary 
in order to make him liable for the breach of that duty, to show 
negligence. Whether there be negligence or not he is responsible 
qua cunque via for the nonperformance of the duty.” In New York 
the court held in the Marino case, 173 N. Y. 530, 66 N. E. 572, 61 
L. R. A. 811 [Bulletin No. 48, p. 1100], upon an appeal from a judg
ment of nonsuit, in an action by a child employed within the pro
hibited age for an injury sustained, that the violation of the statute 
was at least evidence of negligence. In Lee v. Silk Mfg. Co., 93 N. Y. 
Supp. 560, 47 Misc. Rep. 182 Gaynor, J., in a very strong and satis
factory opinion held that, in such an action, the employment in viola
tion of the statute was negligence per se. He reviews the Marino case, 
and shows that to say that such violation is “ some evidence” is 
illogical. This case was appealed to the general term and reversed 
upon the authority of the Marino case. (101 N. Y. Supp. 78, 115 
App. Div., 589.) While it may not be strictly accurate to speak of 
the breacn of duty arising out of a violation of a statutory duty as 
negligence, as we have seen, it is so generally treated as entitling 
the injured person to an action on the case for negligence. For prac
tical purposes, it is a convenient mode of administering the right 
because it involves the question of proximate cause and contributory 
negligence.

Upon careful consideration we conclude that the law is correctly 
laid down by Judge Thompson and the other authors quoted, and 
sustained by the best-considered decided cases.
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Employers’ Liability—F ellow-Servant Law—Constitution
ality of Statute.—Bedford Quarries Company v. Bough, Supreme 
Court o f Indiana, 80 Northeastern Reporter, page 529.—Martin S. 
Bough sued the Bedford Quarries Company to recover damages for 
injuries received while in its employment and obtained judgment. 
From this the company appealed, maintaining, among other things, 
that the employers’ liability act, Bums’ Ann. St. 1901, section 7083, is 
unconstitutional in its attempts to regulate the liability of private 
corporations other than railroads. The case turned on the court’s 
ruling on this point, the judgment of the court below being reversed. 
The grounds on which it was decided that the section could not con
stitutionally apply to other than railroad corporations are set forth 
in the following extracts from the opinion of the court as delivered 
by Judge Monks:

Subdivision 2 of section 7083, upon which the third paragraph of 
the complaint is based reads as follows: “ That every railroad or 
other corporation, except municipal, operating in this State, shall be 
liable for damages for personal injury suffered hy any employee while 
in its service, tne employee so injured being in the exercise of due 
care and diligence, in the following cases: * * * Second. Where
such injury resulted from the negligence of any person in the service 
of such corporation, to whose order or direction the injured employee 
at the time of the injury was bound to conform and did conform.” 
I t  is urged by appellant that said employer’s liability act, except as 
applied to railroads, is in violation of the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States, and therefore void, for the 
reason that it imposes burdens upon private corporation employers 
that are not imposed on individuals and copartnership employers in 
the same business under the same circumstances and conditions, and 
gives a right of action to the employees of private corporations that 
is not granted to the employees or individuals and corporations under 
like conditions. Appellee insists that the legislature has the power 
of classification for legislative purposes, and m at the classification in 
said act was proper.

The legislature may make a classification for legislative purposes, 
but it must have some reasonable basis upon which to stand. I t  is 
evident that differences which would serve for a classification for 
some purposes would furnish no reason for a classification for legis
lative purposes. Such legislation must not only operate equally 
upon all within the class; but the classification must furnish a reason 
for and justify the making of the class; that is, the reason for the 
classification must inhere in the subject-matter, and rest upon some 
reason which is natural and substantial, and not artificial. Not only 
must the classification treat all brought under its influence alike, 
under the same conditions, but it must embrace all of a class to which 
it is naturally related. Neither mere isolation nor arbitrary selection 
is proper classification. [Cases cited.]

While the employer’s liability act, so far as it affects private cor
porations, applies to all within the class named therein, it does not 
mclude all of the class to which it is naturally related. Employees 
of individuals and copartnerships are excluded from the benefit of its
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provisions. I t gives a right of action to any employee for injuries 
received while in the service of a private corporation in certain cases, 
but denies the employee of an individual or copartnership engaged 
in the same business a right of action for an injury arising from the 
same cause and under the same conditions. It imposes new burdens 
on private corporations, while natural persons carrying on a like busi
ness and under like circumstances and conditions are left without 
any such burden. The right of action is made to depend upon the 
character of the employer, and not upon the character of the employ
ment. In Ballard v. Miss. Cotton Oil Co., 81 Miss. 507, 34 South, 
533, 95 Am. St. Rep. 476, 62 L. R. A. 407 [Bulletin No. 49, p. 1363], 
“ a statute providing that every employee of any corporation shall have 
the same rights and remedies for an injury suffered by him from an 
act or omission of the corporation or its employees as are allowed by 
law to other persons not employees, where the mjury results from the 
negligence of a superior agent or officer, or of a person having the right 
to direct or control the services of the person injured and also when 
the injury results from the negligence of a fellow-servant, and that 
knowledge of defective appliances by the person injured shall con
stitute no defense, and tnat the provisions of the statute shall not 
be waived by contract, was held unconstitutional, because it imposed 
restrictions on all corporations, without reference to any difference 
arising out of the nature of their business, which are not imposed 
upon natural persons, and thus denies to corporations the equal pro
tection of the laws.”

It was held in effect by this court in Pittsburg, etc., R. Co. v. Mont
gomery, 152 Ind. 1, 8-14, 49 N. E. 582 [Bulletin No. 18, p. 723], that 
the employer’s liability act of this State was capable of severance by 
putting railroads in a class by themselves, ana that such classifica
tion was proper on account of the dangerous and hazardous business 
of the operation of railroads, and that, so construed, said act, as 
applied to railroads, was not in violation of either said section 23 of 
article 1 of the constitution of this State or of the fourteenth amend
ment of the Constitution of the United States, even if unconstitu
tional as to the other employers and employees mentioned. In Tullis 
v. Lake Erie, etc., R. Co., 175 U. S. 348, 20 Sup. Ct. 136 [Bulletin No. 
29, p. 890], it was held that this court in the Montgomery Case treated 
the employer’s liability act as practically the same as said statutes 
of Iowa and Kansas, and that, so construed, it did not arbitrarily 
classify railroads by name, but with regard to the business in whicn 
they were engaged, which was a proper classification on account of 
the dangerous and hazardous busmess of operating railroads, citing 
Mo. Pac. R. Co. v. Mackey, 127 U. S. 205, 8 Sup. Ct. 1161, 32 L. Ed. 
107, and Minneapolis, etc., R. Co. v. Herrick, 127 U. S. 210, 8 Sup. 
Ct. 1176, 32 L. Ed. 109, which sustained the constitutional validity 
of a like statute

In Connolly v. Union Sewer Pipe Co., 184 U. S. 540, 22 Sup. Ct. 431, 
46 L. Ed. 679, the court in speaking of an antitrust statute of Illinois 
which exempted from its application producers of agricultural 
products and raisers of five stock said: “ The fourteenth amendment, 
in declaring that no State ‘ shall deprive any person of life, liberty, 
or property, without due process of law, nor deny to any person 
within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws/ undoubtedly 
intended not only that there should be no arbitrary deprivation of
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life or liberty or arbitrary spoliation of property, but that equal pro
tection and security should be given to all under like circumstances 
in the enjoyment of their personal and civil rights; that all persons 
should be equally entitled to pursue their happiness and acquire and 
enjoy property; that they should have like access to the courts of the 
country for the protection of their persons and property, the pre
vention and redress of wrongs, and the enforcements or contracts; 
that no impediment should be interposed to the pursuits of anyone, 
except as applied to the same pursuits by others under like circum
stances; that no greater burdens should be laid upon one than are 
laid upon others in the same calling and condition; and that in the 
administration of criminal justice no different or higher punishment 
should be imposed upon one than such as is prescribed to all for like 
offenses.” In Hayes v. Missouri, 120 U. S. 68, 71, 7 Sup. Ct. 350, 
30 L. Ed. 578, we said that the fourteenth amendment required that 
all persons subject to legislation limited as to the objects to which it 
is directed, or by the territory within which it is to operate, “ shall be 
treated alike, under like circumstances and considerations, both in 
the privileges conferred, and in the limitations imposed.” “ Due proc
ess of law and the' equal protection of the laws,” this court has said, 
“ are secured, if the laws operate on all alike, and do not subject the 
individual to an arbitrary exercise of the powers of government.” 
These principles, applied to the case before us, condemn the statute 
of Illinois. We have seen that under that statute all except pro
ducers of agricultural commodities and raisers of live stock, who 
combine their capital, skill, or acts for any of the purposes named in 
the act, may be punished as criminals, while agriculturists and live 
stock raisers, in respect of their products or live stock in hand, are 
exempted from the operation of the statute, and may combine and do 
that which, if done by others, would be a crime against the State. 
The statute so provides, notwithstanding persons engaged in trade or 
in the sale of merchandise and commodities within the limits of a 
State, and agriculturists and raisers of live stock are all in the same 
general class; that is, they are alike engaged in domestic trade, 
which is of right open to all, subject to such regulations, applicable 
alike to all in like conditions, as the State may legally prescribe. The 
difficulty is not met by saying that, generally speaking, the State, 
when enacting the laws, may m its discretion make a classification 
of persons, firms, corporations, and associations in order to subserve 
public objects. For this court has held that classification “ must 
always rest upon some difference which bears a reasonable and just 
relation to the act in respect to which the classification is proposed, 
and can never be made arbitrarily and without any such basis. * * * 
But arbitrary selection can never be justified by calling it classifica
tion. The equal protection demanded by the fourteenth amendment 
forbids this. * * * No duty rests more imperatively upon the
courts than the enforcement of those constitutional provisions 
intended to secure the equality clause of the fourteenth amendment; 
and in all cases it must appear, not only that a classification has been 
made, but also that it is one based upon some reasonable ground— 
some difference which bears a just and proper relation to the 
attempted classification—and is not a mere arbitrary selection.”

It can not be denied, however, that in present industrial conditions 
the coservant doctrine, which had for its basis, to some extent at
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least, the idea that the servant could know and estimate the character 
of his associates, and that the safety of the common service was pro
moted by placing that burden on mm (Pollock on Torts, pp. 95, 96; 
Pollock’s Essays on Jurisprudence, p. 141; Farwell v. Boston, etc., 
R. Co., 45 Mass. [4 Mete.] 49, 58, 59, 38 Am. Dec. 339, 342, 343), has, 
when applied to the facts in many cases, become arbitrary, rather 
than a reasonable rule of law. I t was said by Chief Justice Shaw, 
in Farwell v. Boston, etc., R. Co., supra, which is said to be “ the 
fountain head of all the later decisions on the fellow-servant doctrine” 
(p. 342,343, of 38 Am. Dec.): “ Where several persons are employed 
in the conduct of one common enterprise or undertaking, and the 
safety of each depends much on the care and skill with which each 
other shall perform his appropriate duty, each is an observer of the 
conduct of the others, can give notice or any misconduct, incapacity, 
or neglect of duty, and leave the service, if the common employer 
will not take such precautions and employ such agents as the safety 
of the whole party may require. By these means the safety of each 
will be much more effectively secured than could be done by a resort 
to the common employer for indemnity in case of loss by the negli- 

* gence of each other.” From old conditions, in which an industry was 
carried on with a few comparatively simple tools and by the aid of a 
limited number of men, well known to each other, there has been 
evolved through machinery, the aggregation of capital, and the 
development of the directing mind, a condition in which, amid the 
power of machinery, the servant works in industrial plants so great 
m many instances that the united energies of hundreds or thousands 
of men are required for its operation. In such case the number of 
employees may be so numerous that no one of them can be reasonably 
expected to know all the others, their competency, skill, and care, so 
that he may justly be said to voluntarily assume the risk arising from 
their want or skill or care. In view of this, every one must realize 
that there is a reasonable ground for the essential idea of the 
employer’s liability legislation; but the fact must not be forgotten 
that the small industry still exists, and that under the convenient 
form of corporate capacity men still earn?' on industrial undertakings 
which are m no essential particular different from those which are 
carried on by copartnerships and individuals. I t  is this fact which 
makes a classification on the basis of the character of the employer 
inherently vicious. True, the corporation, under our laws and indus
trial system, has in it the seeds of tremendous growth; but, as the 
real evil can be reached by a classification which goes to those ele
ments which, to some extent, have removed the reason for the 
coservant rule, there is not even a color of an excuse for imposing 
burdens on the corporate employer, while its competitor, a natural 
person, who is carrying on under the same conditions like business, 
is left without any such burdens. If said corporations, as such, are 
to have legislative burdens put upon them, as by the law in contro
versy, then all who ought to be put in their class should be included, 
or, if this appears to the legislative mind as improper owing to differ
ences in the character of employments, then legislation should have 
for its basis a classification wmch rests on such differences in the 
various employments as would make a distinction between them 
appear to be warranted.
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E mployers’ Liability—Guards for Dangerous Machinery—  
Sufficiency—Inspector’s Certificate—Construction of Stat
ute— Vosberg v. Michigan Lumber Company, Supreme Court of 
Washington, 89 Pacific Reporter, page 168.—Raymond L. Yosberg had 
been awarded damages in the superior court of Chehalis County for 
injuries received while employed as an oiler in a sawmill of the com
pany above named. While oiling machinery in the line of his duty 
Yosberg’s arm was caught between cogs which were not guarded, by 
the accidental starting of the machine. Suit was brought under the 
provisions of the inspection law of 1905 (Chap. 84), which requires 
dangerous machinery to be supplied with guards, “ with due regard to 
the ordinary use of such machinery.”

The company denied that it had been negligent in respect of such 
guards and submitted a certificate of inspection furnished by the 
State factory inspector, which certificate is made by the statute in 
question “ prima facie evidence, as long as it continues in force, of 
compliance * * * with the provisions of this act.”

From the judgment of the court below the company appealed, the 
appeal resulting in an affirmation of the judgment on grounds which 
appear in the following extract from the opinion of the supreme court, 
as delivered by Judge Fullerton:

The appellant first contends that the respondent [Vosberg] assumed 
the risk of injury from the exposed gearing, and that the court erred, 
for that reason, in refusing to sustain its demurrer to the complaint, 
and motion for nonsuit made at the conclusion of the introduction or 
evidence. The appellant argues that since the cogwheels on which the 
respondent was injured were not dangerous except when in motion, and 
since his duties did not bring him in contact with them while they were 
in motion, he must be held to have assumed the risk of injury from 
any cause other than a defect resulting from negligence in the means 
provided for starting and stopping the running of the machine, that 
the means of stopping the machine is of itself a suitable and proper 
guard against accidents from its exposed gearing, and that the law 
does not require more than one such guard. The case of Johnston v. 
Northern Lumber Co., 42 Wash. 230, 84.Pac. 627, is cited as maintain
ing the contention. But that case, we think, is clearly distinguish
able from the one at bar. There the employer had provided a guard 
which had been in use and had served as an adequate protection for 
many years, and had been used by the injured employee, who was an 
experienced person, for three years without complaint. The acci
dent was unexpected and unusual, and one not readily anticipated 
even by experienced mill men, even if it could have been anticipated 
at all. I t  was held that the law only required the employer to pro
vide guards sufficient to protect agamst such dangers as reasonably 
intelligent and experienced null men would anticipate, and, inasmuch 
as the mill man had done so in that instance he could not be denied 
the right to set up, in an action brought to recover for an injury occur
ring in spite of the guard, the defense of the assumption of risk. In the 
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case before us, however, there was no guard at all over the gearing 
which caused the respondent's injury. There was nothing unusual 
about the accident. I t  is no uncommon thing for clutches, friction 
wheels, and other forms of gearing used to connect machinery of the 
kind in question here to the motive power to catch unexpectedly and 
start the machinery in motion without any very apparent cause, or at 
least for no cause that can be more than surmised after the event hap
pens. And it is, we think, too much to say as a matter of law that the 
accident was one that could not have been reasonably expected or 
anticipated by ordinarily careful and prudent men engaged in the 
business of operating such machineiy. The question whether the 
accident should have been anticipated and the machine guarded was 
therefore one for the jury, and the court very properly submitted it to 
them. (Erickson v. McNeely & Co., 41 Wash. 509, 84 Pac. 3.)

The appellant next contends that the court should have granted his 
motion for nonsuit because it appeared that it had caused its ma
chinery to be inspected by the commissioner of labor, and had pro
cured from the commissioner a certificate to the effect that it had nilly 
complied with the factory act. But the statute itself (Laws 1905, p. 
166, c. 84, sec. 7) makes the certificate only prima facie evidence of a 
compliance with the provisions of the act, and the court preformed its 
full duty in this respect when it charged the jury to the effect that the 
certificate was prima facie evidence of a comphance with the statute, 
and that the burden was on the respondent to overcome that evi
dence by showing that the gearing causing the injury was not reason
ably safeguarded.

Employers' Liability—Mine R egulations—E mployment of 
N one but Licensed E mployees—Constitutionality of Statute—  
Wilmington Star Mining Company v. Fulton, Supreme Court o f the 
United States, 27 Supreme Court Reporter, page 412.—Minnie Fulton 
sued the mining company to recover damages for the death of her 
husband while in its employment in the State of Illinois, and from a 
judgment in her favor the company appealed. The negligence 
charged was that of the mine manager and mine examiner, whose 
employment was prescribed by statute,'and who must be selected 
from a list of persons who have been examined and licensed by a 
State board. The details of the accident and the various errors, 
other than that charged by the coal company against the court below 
in holding this act to be constitutional, present no matter of particu
lar interest. The judgment of the lower court was reversed and a 
new trial ordered on the ground of an error in refusing certain instruc
tions, but the constitutionality of the statute in question was main
tained.

A portion of the opinion of the court, as delivered by Judge White, 
is reproduced herewith, as showing the grounds on which the statute 
was upheld:
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We come, then, to consider the first assigned error, viz., the con
stitutionality of the Illinois mining act approved April 18, 1899, in 
force July 1, 1899, entitled, “ An act to revise the laws in relation to 
coal mines and subjects relating thereto, and providing for the health 
and safety of persons employed therein.” 111. Rev. Stat., chap. 93.

I t  is conceded that the statute in question has been authoritatively 
interpreted by the supreme court or Illinois as imposing upon mine 
owners responsibility for the defaults of mine managers and mine 
examiners—employees who are required by the statute to be selected 
by the mine owners from those holding licenses issued by the State 
mining board created by the statute. And it is an alleged incom
patibility between such responsibility of the mine owner and the 
obligation imposed upon the mine owner to employ only persons 
licensed by the State, and the nature and character of the duties 
which the statute imposes upon them, upon which is based the 
asserted repugnancy or the statute to the fourteenth amendment.

Section 29 of article 4 of the Illinois constitution of 1870 is as 
follows:

“ It  shall be the duty of the general assembly to pass such laws as 
may be necessary for the protection of operative miners by providing 
for ventilation when the same may be required and the construction 
of escapement shafts, with such other appliances as may secure 
safety in all coal mines, and to provide for the enforcement of said 
laws by such penalties and punishments as may be deemed proper.”

In carrying out this constitutional requirement the general assembly 
of Illinois, has, from time to time, legislated for the protection of 
miners. The act of 1899*, here assailed as repugnant to the Constitu
tion of the United States, as said by the court of appeals of the seventh 
circuit (68 L. R. A. 168, 66 C. C. A. 247, 133 Fed. 197), grew out of 
the desire “ that every precaution should be taken against the un
usual hazards and dangers incident to the inhabitancy of mines. I t  
was intended, and intended rightly, to protect 'with all known expe
dients every person whose occupation required him to labor in these 
subterranean rooms and roadways.”

The act is lengthy, covering 47 pages of print in the appendix to 
one of the briefs. In substance i t  created a State mining board, 
authorized that body to examine candidates for the position of State 
inspector of mines, and to certify the names of the successful candid 
dates to the governor, in whom was vested the power of appoints 
ment. Moreover, the statute fixed the qualifications of mine mana* 
gers, hoisting engineers, and mine examiners, required candidates for 
such positions to be examined by the State board, and certificates 
to be furnished to those found competent, and made it unlawful in 
the operation of a coal mine to employ or suffer any person, other 
than one possessing the proper certificate, to serve as a mine manager* 
hoisting engineer, or mine examiner. Section 16 prescribed in detail 
the duties of mine managers and miners; section 17 set forth the 
duties of hoisting engineers; and by section 18 the duties of mine 
examiners are prescribed. Interspersed, however, throughout the 
remainder of the act, are found, in sections relating to the subject 
of ventilation, powder and blast, place of refuge, etc., requirements 
to be observed in effect supplementing the sections prescribing in 
detail the duties to be performed by the employees above mentioned. 
We think the omissions of duty charged in the various counts in the
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declaration are embraced in those in terms laid upon the mine mana-

fer or mine examiner. Considering this act, the supreme court of 
llinois, in Henrietta Coal Co. v. Martin, 221 111. 460, 77 N. E. 902 

[Bulletin No. 67, p. 866], first commented upon the decisions in 
Durkin v. Kingston Coal Co., 171 Pa. 193, 33 Atl. 237, and Williams 
v. Thacker Coal & Coke Co., 44 W. Ya. 599, 30 S. E. 107, which cases 
dealt with statutes which, in their general purpose, were similar to 
the Illinois act. The Illinois court declined, however, to hold, as was 
done in the cases referred to, that, where a statute directly imposed 
duties upon a mine manager, the negligence of such mine manager 
could not be imputed to the owner, and, indeed, that the owner could 
not be made responsible for the.act of such employee without caus
ing the statute to be unconstitutional. The Illinois court expressly 
held that, under the Illinois mining act, a mine manager and mine 
examiner were vice principals of the owner, and were engaged in 
the performance of duties which the owner could not delegate to 
others in such manner as to relieve himself from responsibility. 
Oberving that, in a number of its former decisions, the Illinois court 
had assumed the law to mean what it expressly decided in the Hen
rietta case it did mean, viz., that, in respect to the duties devolved 
upon the mine manager and mine examiner, those persons stood for 
the mine owner and were vice principals, performing those duties. 
The court said:

“ The fact that the proprietor, if he employs men to act in these 
capacities, is required to employ those who have obtained the certifi
cate from the State mining board, is without significance. The pur
pose of that provision was, so far as possible, to guard against the 
possibility of the proprietor employing incompetent, intemperate, 
negligent, or disreputable persons, and not to enable the operator to 
shift to his employees his responsibility for the management of the 
mine.

“ The object of the mining act, as we gather from its various pro
visions, is to protect, so far as legislative enactment may, the health 
and persons of men employed in the mines of the State while they 
are in the mines. The principal measures prescribed for this pur
pose require the exercise of greater precaution and care on the part 
of the mine owner for the safety of the miners than was required by 
the common law. To hold that he may shift his liability to any per
son employed by him as examiner or manager who holds the certifi
cate of the State mining board is to lessen his responsibilities, and 
defeat, in great part, the beneficent purposes of the act. To hold 
him liable ror a willful violation of the act, or a willful failure to com
ply with its provisions on the part of his examiner or manager, is to 
give force and effect to the statute according to the intent of its 
makers, and to prolong the lives and promote the safety and well
being of the miners.”

Accepting this interpretation of the Illinois statute, and in view of 
the ruling in Consolidated Coal Co. v . Seniger, 179 111. 370, 53 N. E. 
733, that it is not obligatory upon a mine owner to select a particular 
individual, or to retain one when selected, if found incompetent, we 
think the act is not repugnant to the fourteenth amendment in 
any particular. In legal effect, duties are imposed upon the mine 
owner, customarily performed for him by certam employees,—duties 
which substantially relate to the furnishing of a reasonably safe place
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for the workmen. The subject was one peculiarly within the police 
power of the State, and the enactment of the regulations counted 
upon we think was an appropriate exercise of such power. The use 
and enjoyment of mining property being subject to the reasonable 
exercise of the police power of the State, certainly the rights, privi
leges, and immunities of a mine owner as a citizen of the United 
States were not invaded by the regulations in question, and the 
imposition of liability upon the owner for the violation of such regu
lations, being an appropriate exercise of the police power, was not 
wanting in due process. And even although the liability imposed 
upon the mine owner to respond in damages for the willful failure of 
the mine manager and mine examiner to comply with the require
ments of the statute was not in harmony with the principles of the 
common law applicable to the relation of master and servant, it being 
competent for the State to change and modify those principles in 
accord with its conception of public policy, we can not infer that 
the selection of mine owners as a class upon which to impose the 
liability in question was purely arbitrary and without reason. And 
the views just expressed also adequately dispose of the contention 
that, by the statute, the mine owner was denied the equal protection 
of the laws.

Employers' Liability—Railboads—Safety Appliances—
Shovel Cab—State Coubts— Fedebal Jurisdiction—Assump
tion of R isk—Conteibutoby N egligence—Schlemmer v. Buffalo, 
Rochester and Pittsburg Railway Company, Supreme Court o f the 
United States, 27 Supreme Court Reporter, page Jfi7 .—This case was 

before the Supreme Court on a writ of error to the supreme court of 
Pennsylvania, in which a judgment of the court of common pleas of 
Jefferson County had been affirmed. The cause of the action was 
the accidental death of Adam Schlemmer while attempting to couple 
a shovel car and a caboose of the company above named, in whose 
employ he was acting as a brakeman. The shovel car was part of an 
interstate train and had no automatic coupler as required for cars 
used in interstate commerce by the Federal statute, March 2, 1893, 
but had instead a heavy iron drawbar with pin fastening. This bar 
had to be lifted and guided into a slot as the cars to be coupled were 
brought together, and as no buffers were provided, the person coup
ling the cars was compelled to work in a stooping position in order 
to avoid being caught and crushed between the cars. Schlemmer 
had been cautioned with reference to this matter, but while under
taking to effect the coupling at about dusk, he rose a little too high 
and his head was crushed so that death ensued. The supreme court 
of the State did not consider that the provisions of the Federal statute 
intervened in the case, and approved the finding of the lower court 
that Schlemmer was guilty of contributory negligence, so that his 
widow could recover nothing.
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The Supreme Court of the United States reviewed this decision on 
a writ of error and reversed it by a divided court, four of the nine 
judges holding that the court had no jurisdiction. The majority 
opinion was prepared by Judge Holmes, and is in part as follows:

The plaintiff, in her declaration, alleged that the defendant was 
transporting the shovel car from State to State, and that the coupler 
was not such as was required by existing laws. At the trial special 
attention was called to the United States statute as part of the plain
tiff’s case. The court having directed a nonsuit with leave to the 
plaintiff to move to take it off, a motion was made on the ground, 
among others, “ that under the United States statute, specially 
pleaded in this case, the decedent was not deemed to have assumed the 
risk, owing to the fact that the car was not equipped with an auto
matic coupler.” The question thus raised was dealt with by the 
court in overruling the motion. Exceptions were allowed and an 
appeal taken. Among the errors assigned was one “ in holding that 
the shovel car was not a car used in interstate commerce or any other 
kind of traffic,”—the words of the court below. The supreme court 
affirmed the judgment in words that we shall quote. We are of 
opinion that the plaintiff’s rights were saved and that we have juris
diction of the case, subject to certain matters that we shall discuss.

On the merits there are two lesser questions to be disposed of 
before we come to the main one. A doubt is suggested whether 
the shovel car was in course of transportation between points in 
different States, and also an argument is made that it was not a 
car within the contemplation of section 2. On the former matter 
there seems to have been no dispute below. The trial court states 
the fact as shown by the evidence, and testimony that the car was 
coming from Limestone, New York, is set forth, which, although 
based on the report of others, was evidence, at least, unless objected 
to as hearsay. I t  was the testimony of the defendant’s special agent 
employed to investigate the matter.

The latter question is pretty nearly answered by Johnson v. 
Southern P. Go., 196 U. S. 1, 16, 49 L. Ed. 363, 368, 25 Sup. Gt. Rep. 
158, 161. [Bulletin No. 56, p. 303.] As there observed: “ Tested 
bv context, subject-matter, and object, ‘any car’ meant all kinds 
of cars running on the rails, including locomotives. * * * The 
object was to protect the lives and hmbs of railroad employees by 
rendering it unnecessary for a man operating the couplers to go 
between the ends of the cars.” These considerations apply to 
shovel cars as well as to locomotives, and show that the words “ used 
in moving interstate traffic” should not be taken in a narrow sense. 
The later act of March 2, 1903, chap. 976, 32 Stat. at L. 943, U. S. 
Gomp. Stat. Supp. 1905, p. 603, enacting that the provision shall be 
held to apply to all cars and similar vehicles, may be used as an 
argument on either side; but, in our opinion, indicates the intent 
of the original act. (196 U. S. 21, 49 L. Ed. 371, 25 Sup. Ct. Rep. 
158.) There was an error on this point in the decision below.

A faint suggestion was made that the proviso in section 6 of the 
act, that nothing in it shall apply to trains composed of four-wheel 
cars, was not negatived by the plaintiff. The fair inference from 
the evidence is that this was an unusually large car of the ordinary 
pattern.
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We come now to the main question. The opinion of the supreme 
court was as follows: “ Whether the act of Congress * '* *
has any applicability at all in actions for negligence in the courts 
of Pennsylvania is a question that does not arise in this case, and 
we therefore express no opinion upon it. The learned judge below 
sustained the nonsuit on the ground of the deceased's contributory 
negligence, and the judgment is affirmed on his opinion on that 
subject." I t is said that the existence of contributory negligence 
is not a Federal question, and that, as the decision went off on that 
ground, there is nothing open to revision here.

We certainly do not mean to qualify or limit the rule that, for 
this court to entertain jurisdiction of a writ of error to a State court, 
it must appear affirmatively that the State court could not have 
reached its judgment without tacitly, if not expressly, deciding the 
Federal matter. But, on the other hand, if the question is duly 
raised and the judgment necessarily, or, by what appears, in fact 
involves such a decision,, then tms court will take jurisdiction, 
although the opinion below says nothing about it. And if it is 
evident that a ruling purporting to deal only with local law has 
for its premise or necessary concomitant a cognizable mistake, that 
may be sufficient to warrant a review. The application of this rather 
vague principle will appear as we proceed.

It is enacted by section 8 of the act that any employee injured by 
any car in use contrary to the provisions of this act shall not be 
deemed to have assumed the risk thereby occasioned, although con
tinuing in the employment of the carrier after the unlawful use had 
been brought to ms Knowledge. An early, if not the earliest, appli
cation of the phrase “ assumption of risk" was the establishment of 
the exception to the liability of a master for the negligence of his 
servant when the person injured was a fellow-servant of the negli
gent man. Whether an actual assumption by contract was sup-

Eosed on grounds of economic theory, or the assumption was imputed 
ecause of a conception of justice and convenience, does not matter * 

for the present purpose. Both reasons are suggested in the well- 
known case of Farwell v. Boston & W. It. Corp., 4 Met. 49, 57, 58, 38 
Am. Dec. 339. But at the present time, the motion is not confined 
to risks of such negligence. It is extended, as in this statute it 
plainly is extended, to dangerous conditions, as of machinery, prem
ises, and the like, which the injured party understood and appreci
ated when he submitted his person to them. In this class or cases 
the risk is said to be assumed because a person who freely and vol
untarily encounters it has only himself to thank if harm comes, on 
a general •principle of our law. Probably the modification of this 
general principle by some judicial decisions and by statutes like 
section 8 is due to an opinion that men who work with their hands 
have not always the freedom and equality of position assumed by 
the doctrine of laissez faire to exist.

Assumption of risk in this broad sense obviously shades into neg
ligence as commonly understood. Negligence consists in conduct 
which common experience or the special knowledge of the actor 
shows to be so likely to produce the result complained of, under 
the circumstances known to the actor, that he is held answerable 
for that result, although it was not certain, intended, or foreseen. 
He is held to assume the risk upon the same ground. (Ghoctaw,
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O. & G. R. Co. McDade, 191 U. S. 64, 68, 48 L. Ed. 96, 100, 24 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 24.) Apart from the notion of contract, rather 
shadowy as applied to this broad form of the latter conception, the 
practical difference of the two ideas is in the degree of their prox
imity to the particular harm. The preliminary conduct of getting 
into the dangerous employment or relation is said to be accompanied 
by assumption of the risk;. The act more immediately leading to a 
specific accident is called negligent. But the difference between 
the two is one of degree rather than of kind; and when a statute 
exonerates a servant from the former, if at the same time it leaves 
the defense of contributory negligence still open to the master (a 
matter upon which we express no opinion), then, unless great care 
be taken, the servant’s rights will be sacrificed by simply charging 
him with assumption of the risk under another name. Especially 
is this true in Pennsylvania, where some cases, at least, seem to 
have treated assumption of risk and negligence as convertible terms. 
(Patterson v. Pittsburg & C. R. Go., 76 Pa. 389, 18 Am. Rep. 412.) 
We can not help thinking that this happened in the present case, 
as well as that the ruling upon Schlemmer’s negligence was so involved 
with and dependent upon erroneous views of the statute that if the 
judgment stood the statute would suffer a wound.

To. recur for a moment to the facts: The only ground, if any, on 
which Schlemmer could be charged with negligence, is that when he 
was between the tracks he was twice warned by the yard conductor 
to keep his head down. I t is true that he had a stick, which the rules 
of the company required to be used in coupling, but it could not have 
been used in this case, or at least the contrary could not be and was 
not assumed for the purpose of directing a nonsuit. I t  was necessary 
for him to get between the rails and under the shovel car as he did, 
and his orders contemplated that he should do so. But the opinion 
of the trial judge, to which, as has been seen, the supreme court 
refers, did not put the decision on the fact of warning alone. On the 
contrary, it began with a statement that an employee takes the risk 
even or unusual dangers if he has notice of them and voluntarily 
exposes himself to them. Then it went on to say that the deceased 
attempted to make the coupling with a full knowledge of the danger, 
and to imply that the defendant was guilty of no negligence in using 
the arrangement which it used. I t then decided in terms that the 
shovel car was not a car within the meaning of section 2. Only after 
these preliminaries did it say that, were the law otherwise, the 
deceased was guilty of contributory negligence; leaving it somewhat 
uncertain what the negligence was.

I t  seems to us not extravagant to say that the final ruling was so 
implicated with the earlier errors that on that ground alone the 
judgment should not be allowed to stand. We are clearly of opinion 
that Schlemmer’s rights were in no way impaired by his getting 
between the rails and attempting to couple the cars. So far he was 
saved by the provision that he did not assume the risk. The negli
gence, if any, came later. We doubt if this was the opinion of the 
court below. But suppose the nonsuit has been put clearly and in 
terms on Schlemmer’s raising his head too high after he had, beep 
warned. Still we could not avoid dealing with the case, because it 
still would be our duty to see that his privilege against being held to 
have assumed the risk of the situation shomd not be impaired by
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holding the same thing under another name. If a man not intent on 
suicide, but desiring to live, is said to be chargeable with negligence as 
matter of law when he miscalculates the height of the car behind him 
by an inch, while his duty requires him, m his crouching position, to 
direct a heavy drawbar moving about him into a small slot in front, 
and this in the dusk, at nearly nine of an August evening, it is utterly 
impossible for us to interpret this ruling as not, however unconsciously, 
introducing the notion tnat to some extent the man had taken the risk 
of the danger of bemg in the place at all. But whatever may have 
been the meaning of the local courts, we are of opinion that the possi
bility of such a minute miscalculation, under such circumstances, 
whatever it may be called, was so inevitably and clearly attached to 
the risk which Schlemmer did not assume, that to enforce the statute 
requires that the judgment should be reversed.

Judgment reversed.

Mine Regulations—Construction and Constitutionality of 
Statute—D elegation of Authority— Koppala v. State, Supreme 
Court o f Wyoming, 89 Pacific Reporter, page 576.—Nels Koppala and 
Isaac Lampe were convicted in the district court of Carbon County 
of entering a part of the mine in which they were employed, disobe
diently and against caution, in violation of the mining law of Wyo
ming, from which judgment they appealed. The appeal involved no 
contention as to facts, but related chiefly to the constitutionality 
and construction of the law. The opinion of the court was delivered 
by Judge Scott, and sustained the findings of the court below, affirm
ing the constitutionality of the statute. The section involved appears 
in the quotation made below.

In the course of his opinion, Judge Scott, in speaking of the cor
rectness of an instruction by the judge in lower court, said:

While the word “ intentionally” is used in the statute, such word 
only imparts knowledge of the nature of the act at the time it 
was done by the accused—that it was done knowingly. While the 
statute requires that the act be done intentionally, and the word is 
omitted in the latter part of the instruction, yet words of similar 
import are used. If the defendants were employed in the mine, and 
committed the act charged against caution ana m disobedience of 
orders, this court can not say, in the absence of the evidence, as 
to how given or what the caution was, or as to how the order or 
rule disobeyed was given; and, such being the case, it will be pre
sumed that the evidence given at the trial was sufficient to snow 
that the act was done with knowledge of the danger, and therefore 
intentionally done.

On the subject of the constitutionality of the section for the viola
tion of which the men were held, Judge Scott said:

Section 2572, Rev. Stat. 1899, was originally enacted by the first 
State legislative assembly as section 7, c. 80, p. 345, Sess. Laws 
1890-91. The act is entitled “An act creating the office of State 
inspector of coal mines, fixing said inspector’s salary and prescribing
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his duties, also providing for the proper ventilation of coal mines and 
for other purposes, ana providing for appropriating moneys for a 
contingent fund for said office.” Section 7 of the act, under which 
the information is filed, provides th a t: “Any miner, workman or other 
person who shall intentionally injure any shaft, lamp, instrument, 
air course or brattice, or obstruct or throw open air ways, or carry 
lighted pipes or matcnes into places that are worked by safety lamps, 
or handle or disturb any part of the machinery, or open a door and 
not close it again, or enter any place of the mine against caution, or 
disobey any order given in carrying out the provisions of this chapter, 
or do any other act whereby the lives or health of persons or security 
of the mine or machinery is endangered, shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and may be punished in a manner provided in section 
21 of this act.” It is urged that the provisions of this section do not 
come within the scope of the title, that the title embraces two sub
jects, and that the act falls within the inhibition of section 24, art. 3, 
of the constitution which provides that, “ No bill, except general 
appropriation bills and bills for the codification and general revision 
or the laws, shall be passed containing more than one subject, which 
shall be clearly expressed in its titles; but if any subject is embraced 
in any act wnich is not expressed in the title, such act shall be void 
only as to so much thereof as shall not be so expressed.”

in  discussing this question it is unnecessary to decide whether other 
parts of the act are unconstitutional, for by the constitution parts of 
an act which do come within the provision and scope of the title will 
not be disturbed, unless the whole act is void, as embracing and relat
ing to more than one subject and so expressed in the title. In reading 
the various sections and provisions of the act, it is apparent that the 
object of the legislature was to provide for the safety of coal mines 
and employees therein. That is the main subject of the act, and the 
details and methods provided are in furtherance of that object.

The provision for the appointment of the coal mine inspector and 
providing his duties were all in aid of and in furtherance of the same 
general purpose, by securing the services of one competent to see that 
the mines were kept in proper condition, so as to preserve the health 
and lives of those who are employed therein.

The section under which the defendants were prosecuted was in aid 
of and in furtherance of this general purpose, and to prevent any 
interference with the performance of the duties exacted of the mine 
owners or their agents and the State coal mine inspector with refer
ence thereto. In  construing an act, the constitutionality of which 
was assailed upon the same ground, this court (Groesbeck, C. J., 
delivering the opinion) said: “ The act is not invalidated * * * so
long as the subjects of the legislature are congruous, cognate, or ger
mane, and in furtherance of the general subject of the enactment, 
even though the act may authorize many things of a diverse nature 
to be done. The constitutional provision must be reasonably con
strued, for a narrow construction would impede legislation to such a 
degree that none but a precisian could successfully draft a valid enact
ment. If the unities of legislation are preserved, and the distinct 
provisions are but parts of a whole, and essential to the whole, the 
constitutional requirement is met, as the integers of statutory law 
are not enumerated by the constitution, and therefore the legislature 
is at liberty to make such divisions of the general subject or legisla
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tion as it thinks proper, if it confines each statute to a single subject, 
and the subordinate subjects are restricted to the legitimate offspring 
of the main subject.” (In re Boulter, 5 Wyo. 320, 40 Pac. 520.) The 
same rule was announced by this court in an earlier case. (In re 
Fourth Judicial District, 4 Wyo. 133, 32 Pac. 850.) We are unable to 
discover, under the rules of construction adopted by this court in 
the foregoing cases, any incongruity between tne title and the sub
ject covered by section 7 thereof; but, on the contrary, we are of 
the opinion that the latter comes within the scope and provision of 
the title, and, further, that under the rule of liberal construction the 
title embraces but one general subject.

I t  is urged that the act is unconstitutional as being a delegation of 
power. The act aims to secure the safety and prescribe rules for the 
guidance and conduct of those engaged in coal mining, which is known 
to be attended with much danger. While it would be lawful for an 
employee to enter a part of the mine at one time, it would be unlawful 
to do so at another. The law can not, nor could the legislature, deter
mine the existence of gas or fire damp in any room or a mine, or its 
unsafe condition at any particular time. The law is not suspended 
nor enforced at the whims of the mine superintendent or the mine 
boss. I t  is continually in force, and it is a combination of conditions 
and the intentional acts of one with reference thereto that constitutes 
the statutory offense. I t  is in the nature of quarantine or health 
laws, where the health officer determines certain questions of fact, 
and upon which he is authorized, if necessary for tne public safety, 
to establish a quarantine. So in the case before us the law enjoins 
those in authority, upon the actual or supposed unsafe condition of 
any part of a mine, to stop all mining in and close the mine, in part 
or in whole, as may be necessary, until it is rendered safe and secure 
against danger. The law recognizes that to enter it under such cir
cumstances is dangerous to the one so entering, as it is to the security 
of the mine and machinery and every one in it, and when in such con
dition or supposed condition it should not be entered except for 
repairs. (Section 6 of the original act (section 2570, Rev. St. 1899).) 
There is nothing in the act but what is analogous to provisions con
tained in health laws and for the public safety, usually referred to as 
laws in the nature of police regulations, and m that sense there is no 
delegation of legislative power. (8 Cyc. 863.)

DECISIONS UNDER COMMON LAW.

Conspiracy — Threatened Strike — U nlawful Breach of 
Contract—Liability—Aberthaw Construction Company v. Cameron 
et al.j Supreme Judicia l Court o f Massachusetts, 80 Northeastern 
Reporter, page 478.—In this case the Aberthaw Construction Com
pany had sought for an injunction and the assessment of damages, 
the ground being the interference of defendants with the company’s 
business and an unwarranted breach of contract. Cameron was a 
member of a “ Christian Science Board of Directors,” a corporation 
with which the construction company had contracted for the erection 
of a large church building. The other defendants were representa
tives of labor organizations, who had planned a general strike against
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the company to compel the employment of only union workmen in 
the erection of said building. Cameron and his associates on the 
board had no interest in the matter of the workmen employed except 
their wish that the work of construction should proceed without delay; 
but when they learned of the proposal to strike unless one Sta.rk, 
employed by the company as a carpenter, was discharged, they had 
an interview with the contractors and asked them to remove Stark, 
find employment for him elsewhere, or permit them to do so. The 
board subsequently voted to request the company to cease work, as 
they had decided to finish the building in another way. This the 
company refused to do and the contract was broken off.

The court below had referred the question of an injunction and 
damages to a master, whose findings were favorable to the company. 
From the report of the master the defendants appealed, with the 
result of an affirmation of the award with some modification. The 
opinion of the court wras delivered by Judge Braley, who said in part:

By the pleadings and in the report this defendant [represented by 
Cameron] is described as a corporation known as the “ Christian Sci
ence Board of Directors,” and there is no statement or finding that 
this body was representative rather than original, or that the authority 
of the board if treated as the corporation itself was limited by any 
by-law or vote. The conspiracy charged and proved was a combina
tion to coerce the plaintiff to accede to the demands of Cameron, and 
the other organizations named as defendants, in which this defend
ant joined. Being a body corporate gave it no immunity from the 
consequences, for which it could be held liable as if it had been a 
natural person. But while in a conspiracy at common law an overt 
act need neither be alleged nor proven, as the offense consists in the 
unlawful combination, there must be a mutual understanding whereby 
all the conspirators wrork together for a common end. (Com. v. Hunt, 
4 Mete. I l l ,  38 Am. Dec. 346; Com. v. Eastman, 1 Cush. 189, 224, 
48 Am. Dec. 596; Revere Water Co. v. Winthrop, 192 Mass. 455, 78 
N. E. 497.) The plans of the other defendants were well on foot when 
this defendant who had been informed of their object intervened, and 
sought by its representations to persuade the plaintiff to avoid all 
future difficulty, by discharging an employee who had not become 
obnoxious to them, except by reason of their pecuniary interest, that 
there should be no unreasonable delay in tne completion of their 
church. I t  is plain that the interview with the accompanying pro
posals was advisory only and not intended to reenforce or aid m the 
coercive measures adopted by the unions and their representatives, 
or to form a part of the measures of active interference which the 
other defendants were taking to enforce their demand. The ruling 
that the proposals made at this conference did not make them cocon
spirators by participation therefore must be sustained. In the gen
eral scheme of the conspiracy the breaking of the contract which 
subsequently followed was an important element, and when taken in 
connection with the action of the other bodies of which the board had 
knowledge, the concluding finding that the defendants against whom 
this bill is prosecuted “ conspired together to compel the plaintiff to
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employ only union carpenters, * * * ” and ‘ ‘ that in pursuance of
such conspiracy they caused a breach of the existing contract of 
employment between the plaintiff and the defendant board without 
any just cause or lawful provocation’’ was well warranted. (Walker 
v . Cronin, 107 Mass. 555; South Wales Miners’ Federation v . Glamor
gan Coal Co., [1905] A. C. 239, 250, 253.)

The remaining question relates to the form and scope of the decree. 
An interlocutory injunction having issued under the first prayer of the 
bill the plaintiff fully performed its contract completing the work 
more than two months before the case appears to have been ripe for 
the entry of a final decree. The plaintiff is not content with a decree 
in which relief is confined to the unlawful acts of the defendants in 
connection with the contract described in its bill, but asks for a per
manent injunction restraining the unions and their officers from any 
interference in the future if the plaintiff in the performance of other 
contracts chooses to employ nonunion workmen. To this proposi
tion the answer is plain. By the terms of the report under which the 
case is before us while it is stated that all questions of pleading are 
waived, it is also stated that such decrees are to be entered on the 
master’s report as law and justice require. The master’s report rests 
upon the frame of the bill with which it must be considered, not only 
for the purpose of the modification, but as to the extent of the relief 
to which the plaintiff is entitled. This issue was not presented by the 
pleadings, and consequently it neither has been heard and determined 
by him, nor by the court. If the pleadings are disregarded it would 
be equally as extraordinary to enter such a decree upon the master’s 
report to whom this question was not referred, and upon which he has 
not passed. The conspiracy in which the defendants are found to 
have participated was an unjustifiable wrong causing temporary 
damage. (Martell v. White, 185 Mass. 255, 69 N. E. 1085. [Bulletin 
No. 53, p. 958].) But while unlawful conduct has been proved in the 
present case this fact raises no presumption that in the future the 
defendants will engage in similar wrongful acts. And if such a combi
nation exists it must be pleaded and proved before appropriate relief 
can be granted. (See Plant v. Woods, 176 Mass. 492, 57 N. E. 1011 
Bulletin No. 31, p. 1294]; Reynolds v. Everett, 144 N. Y. 189, 39 
N. E. 72.) The plaintiff is entitled to a decree with costs confirming 
the master’s report as modified, awarding execution for the damages 
assessed less the diminution thus caused, and the injunction heretofore 
issued may be made perpetual if it desires.
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LAWS OF VARIOUS STATES RELATING TO LABOR, ENACTED SINCE
JANUARY 1, 1904.

[The Tenth Special Report of this Bureau contains all laws of the various States and Territories and 
of the United States relating to labor, in force January 1,1904. Later enactments are reproduced in 
successive issues of the Bulletin, beginning with Bulletin No. 57, the issue of March, 1905. A cumulative 
index of these later enactments is to be found on page 403 et seq. of this issue.]

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

ACTS OF SECOND SESSION, FIFTY-NINTH CONGRESS, 1906-1907.

Ch a p t e r  37.—Em ploym ent offices—Penalty.

S e c tio n  1. Section eleven of an act entitled “An Act to regulate the keeping of 
employment agencies in the District of Columbia where fees are charged for procuring 
employment or situations,” approved June nineteenth, nineteen hundred and six, is 
hereby amended by inserting after the words “ at least six months from the date of 
revocation of such license” the words “ every violation of any provision of this act, 
except as provided in section ten", shall be punishable by a fine not to exceed twenty- 
five dollars, and in default thereof the person or persons so offending shall be committed 
for a period not to exceed thirty days, and this penalty shall also include such 
violations of section ten for which no penalty is prescribed in said section ten.”

Approved, January 12, 1907.

PHILIPPINE ISLANDS.

LAWS OF UNITED STATES PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 1905-6.

A ct N o . 1416.—Em ployees injured in  lin e o f duty—Insular government.

S ectio n  6. Unclassified employees of the insular government, including laborers, 
who are injured in clear line of duty may, in the discretion of the chief of the 
bureau and with the approval of the head of the department under which they are 
employed, continue to receive their regular compensation during the period of dis
ability not exceeding ninety days: Provided, That the governor-general or proper head 
of department may, in his discretion, authorize payment of medical attendance, nec
essary transportation, and hospital fees for officers and employees injured in clear line 
of duty, but such payment shall not be made from the appropriation for the insular 
salary and expense fund when the bureau or office concerned has an available appro
priation for contingent expenses or public works, as the case may be, from which such 
payment can be made, nor shall the provisions of this section be construed to cover 
sickness as distinguished from physical wounds.

Enacted, December 1, 1905.

A ct N o . 1439.—Seam en—D esertion.

S ectio n  1. On application of a consul or vice-consul of any foreign Government 
having a treaty with the United States stipulating for the restoration of seamen desert
ing, made in writing, stating that the person therein named has deserted from a vessel 
of any such Government while in any port of the Philippine Islands, and on proof, by 
the exhibition of the register of the vessel, ship’s roll, or other official document, that 
the person named belonged at the time of desertion to the crew of such vessel, it shall 
be the duty of the supreme court, or of any court of first instance, or of any judge thereof, 
or of any judge of a municipal court lawfully established in the Philippine Islands, to 
issue warrants to cause such person to be arrested for examination. If, on examina

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



LABOR LAWS-- PHILIPPINE ISLANDS---ACTS OF 1905-6. 395

tion, the facts stated are found to be true, the person arrested, not being a citizen of the 
United States, or of the Philippine Islands, snail be delivered up to the consul or vice- 
consul, to be sent back to the dominions of any such Government, or, on the request 
and at the expense of the consul or vice-consul, shall be detained until the consul or 
vice-consul finds an opportunity to send him back to the dominions of any such Gov
ernment. No person so arrested shall be detained more than two months after his 
arrest; but at the end of that time shall be set at liberty, and shall not be again molested 
for the same cause. If any such deserter shall be found to have committed any crime 
or offense, his surrender may be delayed until the tribunal before which the case shall 
be pending, or may be cognizable, shall have pronounced its sentence, and such 
sentence shall have been carried into effect.

Enacted, January 16, 1906.

A ct N o . 1511.—H ours o f labor on public roads.

S ec tio n  1. Every male inhabitant of the Philippine Islands who is subject to the 
payment of a poll or eedula personal tax by virtue of the provisions of the internal 
revenue law as now existing or as hereafter amended shall labor on the public high
ways, bridges, wharves, or trails for five days of eight hours each, every calendar year, 
or pay the equivalent in cash of such days’ labor commuted at the rate and in the 
manner hereinafter provided, subject, however, to the provisions of section eighteen of 
this act: Provided, That this act shall not apply to the city of Manila nor to bona fide 
residents thereof, nor to members of the Philippine Constabulary and municipal police, 
nor to residents of provinces organized under act number thirteen hundred and ninety- 
six: A nd provided further, That this act shall not apply to a township or settlement of 
any non-Christian tribe in any province until made applicable to such township or 
settlement by resolution of the provincial board approved by the secretary of the 
interior.

S e c . 18. This act shall not be effective in any province until it shall have been 
adopted for that province by a majority vote of those present at an assembly as herein
after provided.

Enacted, July 13, 1906.

VERMONT.

ACTS OF 1906.

A ct No. 52.—Em ploym ent o f children.

S ectio n  1. Section 712 of the Vermont Statutes as amended by section 1 of No. 155 
of the Acts of 1904 is hereby amended so as to read as follows, viz.:

Section 712. A child under sixteen years of age, who has not completed the elemen
tary course of study of nine years prepared for the public schools by the superintend
ent of education, shall not unless excused in writing by the town superintendent of 
schools be employed in work connected with railroading, mining, manufacturing, or 
quarrying, or he employed in delivering messages by any corporation or company, 
except during vacation and before and after school, unless said child deposits with 
his employer in work herein specified a certificate from the town superintendent of 
schools to the effect that he is eligible to employment in accordance with the provi
sions of this chapter, and no child under sixteen years of age shall be employed after 
eight o’clock at night in any of the occupations or industries herein enumerated. In 
case said child has been in attendance upon a private or parochial school, the super
intendent of schools is hereby empowered to examine said child for the purpose of 
determining his eligibility to employment in accordance with this section.

S e c . 2. Section 715 of the Vermont Statutes is hereby amended so as to read as fol
lows, viz.:

Section 715. A town superintendent may inquire4 of the owner or superintendent 
of a mill, factory, quarry, workshop, or railroad office, shop, or yards, as to the employ
ment of children therein, may call for the production of the certificates deposited 
with such owner or superintendent, and satisfy himself that the requirements of law 
have been complied with.

Sec. 3. Section 1 of No. 155 of the Acts of 1904 is hereby amended so as to read as 
follows, viz.:

Section 1. No child under the age of twelve years shall be employed by or permit
ted to work for any railroad company, or in any mill, factory, quarry, or workshop, 
or in delivering messages for a corporation or company.

Approved December 19, 1906.

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



396 BULLETIN OF THE BUREAU OF LABOR.

Act No. 69.— A ssignm ent o f wages.

Section 1. No assignment of future earnings shall be valid against a trustee process 
unless executed in writing, nor unless made to secure a debt of an amount stated in 
the assignment contracted prior to, or simultaneously with, the execution of the 
assignment, or a debt for necessaries thereafter to be furnished to the debtor to an 
amount stated in the assignment, nor unless such assignment is recorded in the. office 
of the clerk of the town m which the assignor resides before the service of the writ 
upon the alleged trustee.

Approved November 19, 1906.

Act No. 117.—Paym ent o f wages— Weekly pay day.

Section 1. The word “ employee” as used in this act shall mean a mechanic, work
ingman or laborer who works for hire.

Sec. 2. A mining, quarrying, manufacturing, mercantile, telegraph, telephone, 
railroad or other transportation corporation, and an incorporated express, water, elec
tric light or power company doing and transacting business within the State shall pay 
each week, in lawful money, each employee engaged in the business the wages earned 
by such employee to a day not more than six days prior to the date of such payment: 
Provided, That if at any time of payment an employee is absent from his regular place 
of labor, he shall be entitled to such payment upon demand.

Sec. 3. No such corporation shall pay its employees in script, vouchers, due bills, 
or store orders; except it be a cooperative corporation in which the employee is a 
stockholder, but such cooperative corporation shall, upon request of any such share
holding employee pay him as provided in the preceding section.

Sec. 4 . No assignment of future wages payable under the provisions of this act 
shall be valid, if made to the corporation from whom such wages are to become due, 
or to anyone in behalf of such corporation, or if made or procured to be made to anyone 
for the purpose of relieving such corporation from the obligation to pay under the 
provisions of this act. No such corporation shall require an agreement from an em
ployee to accept wages at any other period as a condition of employment.

Sec. 5. Such a corporation, its lessee, or other person carrying on the business 
thereof, that fails to pay the wages of an employee as provided in this act shall forfeit 
to the State fifty dollars for each such failure, to be recovered in an action on this 
statute by the State’s attorney of the county in which such violation occurs, and in 
his name; but an action shall not be maintained therefor until the State’s attorney 
has given the employer ten days’ notice in writing that such action will be brought 
if the wages are not paid as provided in this act.

Approved December 10, 1906.

Act No. 118.—Railroads—Em ploym ent o f intem perate persons— Intoxication o f
employees.

Section 29. Section 3922 of the Vermont Statutes is hereby amended so as to read 
as follows:

Section 3922. If a railroad corporation employs or retains in its service a conductor, 
engineer, brakeman, switchman, semaphore or other signalman, train dispatcher, 
telegraph operator who receives train orders, motorman, or operator of an electric 
car, who uses intoxicating liquors as a beverage, such fact being known to the president, 
superintendent, or any of the directors of such road, such corporation shall be fined 
not more than three thousand dollars, and not less than three hundred dollars; and 
shall also be liable for the damages which a person sustains by the employment or 
retention of such employee.

Sec. 30. Section 3923 of the Vermont Statutes is hereby amended so as to read 
as follows:

Section 3923. A person named in the preceding section, while in control of the 
movement of any engine, train, electric car or semaphore, or while engaged in the 
discharge of any duty relating to his employment who is intoxicated, shall be 
imprisoned in the State prison not more than one year or fined not more than five 
hundred dollars.

Approved December 13, 1906.
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Act No. 126.—Accidents on railroads.

- Section 19. The general superintendent or manager of a railroad doing business 
in this State shall inform the board in writing of every accident upon his road, 
resulting in loss of life or injury to any person, and of every collision and derailment 
of trains on the same, immediately after its occurence. If such accident results 
in loss of life or serious injury to the person of a passenger, such information shall be 
given by telegraph.

Sec. 20. Said ooard shall inquire into the cause of every accident on a railroad 
resulting in loss of life, and in its judgment, into any accident, collision or derailment 
of trains not so resulting. If, in its judgment, a public investigation is necessary 
in the interest of public safety it shall fix a time and place of holding the same ana 
shall summon the person or corporation operating such railroad, the parties known 
to have been injured in the accident, ana if known, a representative or friend of a 
person killed thereby, to appear and give evidence regarding the cause of such 
accident. Said boara shall also notify the State’s attorney for the county in which 
the accident occurred, who shall investigate the cause of such accident, produce 
witnesses who can give evidence in regard to the same and attend and represent 
the State in such hearing. All parties summoned, and other persons interested, 
may appear and be made parties thereto, may produce witnesses or other evidence 
and be represented by counsel. The person or corporation operating the railroad 
shall produce on notice from the board, all trainmen and other employees who can 
give pertinent evidence in regard to the cause of the accident, free of expense to 
the State. Said board shall make public its determination in regard to the cause 
of the accident so investigated, and cause a permanent record thereof to be made.

Approved December 14, 1906.

UNITED STATES.

ACTS OF SECOND SESSION, FIFTY-NINTH CONGRESS, 1906-1907.

Chapter 432.— Woman and child labor—Investigation.

Section 1. The Secretary of Commerce and Labor is hereby authorized and directed 
to investigate and report on the industrial, social, moral, educational, and physical 
condition of woman and child workers in the United States wherever employed, 
with special reference to their age, hours of labor, term of employment, health, 
illiteracy, sanitary and other conditions surrounding their occupation, and the means 
employed for the protection of their health, person, and morals.

Sec. 2. And for the purposes of this act the Secretary of Commerce and Labor is 
hereby directed to utilize m so far as they may be adequate the forces of the Bureau 
of Labor and Bureau of Census.

Approved January 29, 1907.

Chapter 991.—Engineers, etc., o f vessels—Licenses to be displayed.

Section 1. Section forty-four hundred and forty-six of the Revised Statutes, as 
the same is now in force and effect, is hereby amended so as to read as follows:

“ Sec. 4446. Every master, mate, engineer, and pilot who shall receive a license 
shall, when employed upon any vessel, within forty-eight hours after going on duty, 
place his certificate of license, which shall be framed under glass, in some conspicuous 
place in such vessel, where it can be seen by passengers and others at all times: 
Provided, That in case of emergency such officer may be transferred to another vessel 
of the same owners for a period not exceeding forty-eight hours without the transfer 
of his license to such other vessel; and for every neglect to comply with this pro
vision by any such master, mate, engineer, or pilot, he shall be subject to a fine of 
one hundred dollars, or to the revocation of his license.”

Approved February 19, 1907.

Chapter 1134.—Im m igration—A lien  contract labor.

Section 1. *  *  *  Whenever the President shall be satisfied that passports 
issued by any foreign Government to its citizens to go to any country other than the 
United States or to any insular possession of the United States or to the Canal Zone 
are being used for the purpose of enabling the holders to come to the continental
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territory of the United States to the detriment of labor conditions therein, the President 
may refuse to permit such citizens of the country issuing such passports to enter the 
continental territory of the United States from such other country or from such insular 
possessions or from the Canal Zone.

S e c . 2. The following classes of aliens shall be excluded from admission into the 
United States: All idiots, imbeciles, feeble-minded persons, epileptics, insane persons, 
and persons who have been insane within five years previous; persons who have had 
two or more attacks of insanity at any time previously; paupers; persons likely to 
become a public charge; professional beggars; persons afflicted with tuberculosis or 
with a loathsome or dangerous contagious disease; persons not comprehended within 
any of the foregoing excluded classes who are found to be and are certified by the 
examining surgeon as being mentally or physically defective, such mental or physical 
defect being of a nature which may affect the ability of such alien to earn a living; 
persons who have been convicted of or admit having committed a felony or other 
crime or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude; polygamists, or persons who admit 
their belief in the practice of polygamy, anarchists, or persons who believe in or advo
cate the overthrow by force or violence of the Government of the United States, or of all 
government, or of all forms of law, or the assassination of public officials; prostitutes, 
or women or girls coming into the United States for the purpose of prostitution or for 
any other immoral purpose; persons who procure or attempt to bring in prostitutes or 
women or girls for the purpose of prostitution or for any other immoral purpose; persons 
hereinafter called contract laborers, who have been induced or solicited to migrate to 
this country by offers or promises of employment or in consequence of agreements, 
oral, written, or printed, express or implied, to perform labor m this country of any 
kind, skilled or unskilled; those who have been, within one year from the date 
of application for admission to the United States, deported as having been induced or 
solicited to migrate as above described; any person whose ticket or passage is paid for 
with the money of another, or who is assisted by others to come, unless it is affirma
tively and satisfactorily shown that such person does not belong to one of the foregoing 
excluded classes, and that said ticket or passage was not paid for by any corporation, 
association, society, municipality, or foreign Government, either directly or indirectly; 
all children under sixteen years of age, unaccompanied by one or both of their parents, 
at the discretion of the Secretary of Commerce ana Labor or under such regulations as he 
may from time to time prescribe: Provided, That nothing in this act shall exclude, if 
otherwise admissible, persons convicted of an offense purely political, not involving 
moral turpitude: Provided further, That the provisions of this section relating to the 
payments for tickets or passage by any corporation, association, society, municipality, 
or foreign Government shall not apply to the tickets or passage of aliens in immediate 
and continuous transit through the United States to foreign contiguous territory: A nd  
provided further, That skilled labor may be imported if labor of like kind unem
ployed can not be found in this country: A nd provided further, That the provisions of 
this law applicable to contract labor shall not be held to exclude professional actors, 
artists, lecturers, singers, ministers of any religious denomination, professors for colleges 
or seminaries, persons belonging to any recognized learned profession, or persons 

•employed strictly as personal or domestic servants.
S e c . 4. It shall be a misdemeanor for any person, company, partnership, or corpora

tion, in any manner whatsoever, to prepay the transportation or in any way to assist or 
encourage the importation or migration of any contract laborer or contract laborers into 
the United States, unless such contract laborer or contract laborers are exempted under 
the terms of the last two provisos contained in section two of this act.

S e c . 5. For every violation of any of the provisions of section four of this act the 
persons, partnership, company, or corporation violating the same, by knowingly 
assisting, encouraging, or soliciting the migration or importation of any contract 
laborer into the United States shall forfeit and pay for every such offense the sum of 
one thousand dollars, which may be sued for and recovered by the United States, or 
by any person who shall first bring his action therefor in his own name and for his own 
benefit, including any such alien thus promised labor or service of any kind as afore
said, as debts of like amount are now recovered in the courts of the United States; 
and separate suits maybe brought for each alien thus promised labor or service of any 
kind as aforesaid. And it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the proper 
district to prosecute every such suit when brought by the United States.

S e c . 6. It shall be unlawful and be deemed a violation of section four of this act to 
assist or encourage the importation or migration of any alien by  promise of employment 
through advertisements printed and published in  any foreign country; and any alien 
coming to this country m  consequence of such an advertisement shall be treated as
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coming under promise or agreement as contemplated in section two of this act, and the 
penalties imposed by section five of this act shall be applicable to such a case: Pro- 
vided, That this section shall not apply to States or Territories, the District of Columbia, 
or places subject to the jurisdiction of the United States advertising the inducements 
they offer for immigration thereto, respectively.

S e c . 7. No transportation company or owner or owners of vessels, or others engaged 
in transporting aliens into the United States, shall, directly or indirectly, either by 
writing, printing, or oral representation, solicit, invite, or encourage the immigration 
of any aliens into the United States, but this shall not be held to prevent transportation 
companies from issuing letters, circulars, or advertisements, stating the sailings of 
their vessels and terms and facilities of transportation therein; and lor a violation of 
this provision, any such transportation company, and any such owner or owners of 
vessels, and all others engaged in transporting aliens into the United States, and the 
agents by them employed, shall be severally subjected to the penalties imposed by 
section five of this act.

S e c . 8. Any person, including the master, agent, owner, or consignee of any vessel, 
who shall bring into or land in the United States, by vessel or otherwise, or who shall 
attempt, by himself or through another, to bring into or land in the United States, by 
vessel or otherwise, any alien not duly admitted by an immigrant inspector or not 
lawfully entitled to enter the United States shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and shall, on conviction, be punished by a fine not exceeding one thousand dollars, or 
by imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or by both such fine and impris
onment for each and every alien so landed or brought in or attempted to be landed or 
brought in.

S e c . 20. Any alien who shall enter the United States in violation of law, and such as 
become public charges from causes existing prior to landing, shall, upon the warrant 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, be taken into custody and deported to the 
country whence he came at any time within three years after the date of his entry 
into the United States. Such deportation, including one-half of the entire cost of 
removal to the port of deportation, shall be at the expense of the contractor, procurer, 
or other person by whom the alien was unlawfully induced to enter the United States, 
or, if that can not be done, then the cost of removal to the port of deportation shall be 
at the expense of the “ immigrant fund” provided for in section one of this act, and 
the deportation from such port shall be at the expense of the owner or owners of such 
vessel or transportation line by which such aliens respectively came: Provided, That 
pending the final disposal of the case of any alien so taken into custody he may be 
released under a bona in the penalty of not less than five hundred dollars with security 
approved by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, conditioned that such alien shall 
be produced when required for a hearing or hearings in regard to the charge upon 
which he has been taken into custody, and for deportation it he shall be found to be 
unlawfully within the United States.

S e c . 43. The act of March third, nineteen hundred and three, being an act to regu
late the immigration of aliens into the United States, except section thirty-four thereof, 
and all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed: Provided, 
That this act shall not be construed to repeal, alter, or amend existing laws relating to 
the immigration or exclusion of Chinese persons or persons of Chinese descent. *  *  *

Approved, February 20, 1907.

Ch a p t e r  1180.—Child labor—Incorporation o f national committee.

S e c t i o n  1. Felix Adler, Francis G. Caffey, Robert W. de Forest, Edward T. De- 
vine, Homer Folks, William E. Harmon, John S. Huyler, Mrs. Florence Kelley, 
James H. Kirkland, V. Everit Macy, Edgar Gardner Murphy, Isaac N. Seligman, 
Miss Lillian D. Wald, Paul M. Warburg, and John W. Wood, and their successors and 
associates, hereby are constituted a body corporate of the District of Columbia; the 
name of such body corporate shall be National Child Labor Committee, and by such 
name the said persons, or a majority of them, shall hold a meeting and adopt a constitu
tion and by-laws, and shall have power to amend the same at pleasure: Provided, That 
such constitution or by-laws, or any amendments thereof, do not conflict with the laws 
of the United States; and that they may use a common seal and alter and change the 
same at pleasure, and may take, receive, hold, and convey real and personal estate 
necessary for the purposes of the organization.

S e c . 2. The objects of the said corporation shall be: To promote the welfare of 
society with respect to the employment of children in gainful occupations; to investi
gate and report the facts concerning child labor; to raise the standard of parental
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responsibility with respect to the employment of children; to assist in protecting 
children, by suitable legislation, against premature or otherwise injurious employ
ment, and thus to aid in securing for them an opportunity for elementary education 
and physical development sufficient for the demands of citizenship and the require
ments of industrial efficiency; to aid in promoting the enforcement of laws relating to 
child labor; to coordinate, unify, and supplement the work of State or local child- 
labor committees, and encourage the formation of such committees where they do not 
exist.

Sec. 3. Said corporation shall have a right to hold its meetings at any place in the 
United States as may be best suited or most advantageous for the carrying out of the 
purposes for which this corporation is formed.

Sec. 4. Said corporation shall not engage in any business for gain, the purposes of 
said corporation being educational and philanthropic.

S e c . 5. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly reserved.
Approved, February 21, 1907.

Ch a pt e r  2539.—Seam en—Shipping under fa lse  inducem ents, etc.

S ection  1. Sections one, two, and three of an act entitled “An Act to prohibit 
shanghaiing in the United States,” approved June twenty-eight, nineteen hundred 
and six, [shall] be amended so as to read as follows:

“ "Whoever, with intent that any person shall perform service or labor of any kind 
on board of any vessel engaged in trade and commerce among the several States or 
with foreign nations, or on board of any vessel of the United States engaged in navi
gating the high seas or any navigable water of the United States, shall procure or 
induce, or attempt to procure or induce, another, by force or threats or by represen
tations which he knows or believes to be untrue, or while the person so procured or 
induced is intoxicated or under the influence of any drug, to go on board of any such 
vessel, or to sign or in any wise enter into any agreement to go on board of any such 
vessel to perform service or labor thereon, or whoever shall knowingly detain on 
board of any such vessel any person so procured or induced to go on board thereof 
or to enter into any agreement to go on board thereof by any means herein defined, 
or whoever shall knowingly aid or abet in the doing of any of the things herein made 
unlawful shall be fined not more than one thousand dollars or imprisoned not more 
than one year, or both.”

Approved, March 2, 1907.

Ch a p t e r  2558.—Foundation fo r  the prom otion o f industrial peace.

S ec tio n  1. The Chief Justice of the United States, the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and their successors in office, together 
with a representative of labor and a representative of capital and two persons to repre
sent the general public, to be appointed by the President of the United States, are 
hereby created trustees of an establishment by the name of the Foundation for the 
Promotion of Industrial Peace, with authority to receive the Nobel peace prize 
awarded to the President and by him devoted to this foundation, and to administer 
it in accordance with the purposes herein defined. Any vacancies occurring in 
the number of trustees shall be filled in like manner by appointment by the President 
of the United States.

S e c . 2. It shall be the duty of the trustees herein mentioned to invest and reinvest 
the principal of this foundation, to receive any additions which may come to it by 
gift, bequest, or devise, and to invest and reinvest the same; and to pay over the 
income from the foundation and its additions, or such part thereof as they may from 
time to time apportion, to a committee of nine persons, to be known as “ The industrial 
peace committee,” to be selected by the trustees, three members of which committee 
shall serve for the period of one year, three members for the period of two years, and 
three members for the period of three years; three members of this committee to be 
representatives of labor, three to be representatives of capital, each chosen for dis
tinguished services in the industrial world in promoting righteous industrial peace, 
and three members to represent the general public. Any vacancies which may 
occur in this committee shall be filled by selection and appointment in the manner 
prescribed for the original appointment of the committee, and when the committee 
has first been fully selected and appointed each member thereafter appointed shall 
serve for a period of three years or the unexpired portion of such term.
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Sec. 3. The industrial peace committee herein constituted shall arrange for an 
annual conference in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, of representatives 
of labor and capital for the purpose of discussing industrial problems, with a view of 
arriving at a better understanding between employers and employees; it shall call 
special conferences in case of great industrial crises and at such other times as may be 
deemed advisable, and take such other steps as in its discretion will promote the 
general purposes of the foundation; subject, however, to such rules and regulations 
as may be prescribed by the trustees. The committee shall receive suggestions for 
the subjects to be discussed at the annual or other conferences and be charged with 
the conduct of the proceedings at such conferences. The committee shall also arrange 
for the publication of the results of the annual and special conferences.

Sec. 4. All expenditures authorized by the trustees shall be paid exclusively from 
the accrued income and not from the principal of the foundation.

Sec. 5. The trustees herein named are authorized to hold real and personal estate 
in the District of Columbia to an amount not exceeding three million dollars, and to 
use and dispose of the same for the purposes of this foundation.

Sec. 6. Tne principal office of the foundation shall be located in the District of 
Columbia, but offices may be maintained and meetings of the trustees and committees 
may be held in other places, to be provided for in by-laws to be adopted from time 
to time by the trustees, for the proper execution of the purposes of the foundation.

Sec. 7. The Foundation for the Promotion of Industrial Peace is hereby authorized 
and empowered, at its discretion, to cooperate with any institutions or societies having 
similar or like purposes.

Approved, March 2, 1907.

Chapter 2939.— H ours o f labor o f employees on railroads.

Section 1. The provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or carriers, 
their officers, agents, and employees, engaged in the transportation of passengers or 
property by railroad in the District of Columbia or any Territory of the United States, 
or from one State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia to any 
other State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or from any 
place in the United States to an adjacent foreign country, or from any place in the 
United States through a foreign country to any other place in the United States. 
The term “railroad” as used in this act shall include all bridges and ferries used or 
operated in connection with any railroad, and also all the road m use by any common 
carrier operating a railroad, whether owned and operated under a contract, agreement, 
or lease; and the term “ employees” as used in this act shall be held to mean persons 
actually engaged in or connected with the movement of any train.

Sec. 2. It shall be unlawful for any common carrier, its officers or agents, subject to 
this act to require or permit any employee subject to this act to be or remain on duty 
for a longer period than sixteen consecutive hours, and whenever any such employee 
of such common carrier shall have been continuously on duty for sixteen hours he shall 
be relieved and not required or permitted again to go on duty until he has had 
at least ten consecutive hours off duty; and no such employee who has been on duty 
sixteen hours in the aggregate in any twenty-four-hour period shall be required or

Eermitted to continue or again go on duty without having had at least eight consecutive 
ours off duty: Provided, That no operator, train dispatcher, or other employee who 

by the use of the telegraph or telephone dispatches, reports, transmits, receives, or 
delivers orders pertaining to or affecting train movements shall be required or per
mitted to be or remain on duty for a longer period than nine hours in any twenty-four- 
hour period in all towers, offices, places, ana stations continuously operated night and 
day, nor for a longer period than thirteen hours in all towers, offices, places, and sta
tions operated only during the daytime, except in case of emergency, when the 
employees named in this proviso may be permitted to be and remain on duty for four 
additional hours in a twenty-four-hour period on not exceeding three days in any week: 
Provided further, The Interstate Commerce Commission may after full hearing in a 
particular case and for good cause shown extend the period within which a common 
carrier shall comply with the provisions of this proviso as to such case.

Sec. 3. Any sucn common carrier, or any officer or agent thereof, requiring or per
mitting any employee to go, be, or remain on duty in violation of the second section 
hereof, shall be liable to a penalty of not to exceed five hundred dollars for each and 
every violation, to be recovered in a suit or suits to be brought by the United States 
district attorney in the district court of the United States having jurisdiction in the 
locality where such violation shall have been committed; and it shall be the duty of
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such, district attorney to bring such suits upon satisfactory information being lodged 
with him; but no such suit shall be brought after the expiration of one year from the 
date of such violation; and it shall also be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Com
mission to lodge "with the proper district attorneys information of any such violations 
as may come to its knowledge. In all prosecutions under this act the common carrier 
shall be deemed to have had knowledge of all acts of all its officers and agents: Pro
vided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply in any case of casualty or 
unavoidable accident or the act of God; nor where the delay was the result of a cause 
not known to the carrier or its office* or agent in charge of such employee at the time 
said employee left a terminal, and which could not have been foreseen: Provided fu r
ther, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the crews of wrecking or relief 
trains.

Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of the Interstate Commerce Commission to execute and 
enforce the provisions of this act, and all powers granted to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission are hereby extended to it in the execution of this act.

Sec. 5. This act shall take effect and be in force one year after its passage.
Approved, March 4, 1907,11.50 a. m.
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577

1 0 8 2 ,1 0 8 3  
1 089  

4 0 1 ,4 0 2

7 72

5 77
3 95

3 2 9 ,3 3 0
4 53-455

7 7 3
5 8 5 ,5 8 6

5 86
9 05
4 70
3 85

714 - 7 17

7 2 0
3 97 - 3 99

4 0 0 ,4 0 1

3 9 4

9 95 - 9 98
1 0 9 0 ,1 0 9 1
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Bulletin.

No. Page. No. Page.

Bulletin.

Injuries causing death, etc.—Con.
Nevada.....................................
South Carolina (D )................ .
Virginia (D )........................... .
Wisconsin (D )........................ .

Injuries, personal, right of action 
for:

Nevada.....................................
South Carolina.......................

Inspection of bakeries:
New Jersey.............................
New York...............................
Pennsylvania..........................
Tennessee................................

Inspection of factories:
Connecticut.............................
Indiana (D )............... ............
Kentucky................................
Louisiana................................
Maryland (D ).........................

Massachusetts........ ...............

New Jersey.............................

New York...............................

6 3  
6 9  
69
6 4

6 5

6 4  
6 9
6 5  
6 5

Pennsylvania................
Rhode Island................
Washington..................

Washington (D )...........

Wisconsin......................
Inspection of steam boilers:

Massachusetts..............

New York................................
Inspection of steam vessels:

N ew  Hampshire.......................
New Jersey.............................

United States......................... .

Inspectors, factory:
Iowa.........................................
Louisiana.................................
New Jersey..............................
Ohio.........................................
Rhode Island...........................

Inspectors, mine:
Arkansas..................................
Illinois......................................
Indiana....................................
Kentucky.................................
Michigan..................................
Minnesota................................
West Virginia..........................

Inspectors, railroad:
Illinois......................................

Insurance, accident:
Illinois......................................

Insurance, cooperative:
Maryland (D )..........................

Intemperate employees on public 
earners:

Vermont...................................
Intemperate employees. (See also 

Intoxication.)
Interference with employment:

Connecticut (D )..................... .
Illinois (D ).............................
Louisiana... .J........................

Wisconsin (D )........................

Intimidation:

Connecticut (D ).....................

U tah.........................................
Intoxicating liquor. (See Liquor.)

6 4

63  
7 0

/ 6 0
\68

60
70
5 8
5 9
64

65  
61 
63  
70  
63  
63  
67

61

61

5 7

71

7 0
63
70
57
70

I57
<67
170
65

5 88
4 5 0 ,4 5 1
4 42 - 4 44

5 88
3 60

9 0 4 ,9 0 5
4 6 8 ,4 6 9
3 5 8 ,3 5 9

3 6 2

3 4 2 - 3 4 4  
7 6 0 ,7 6 1  

7 6 4  
9 99 - 1 00 2  

711  
7 6 8  

1 013-1019  
r 7 1 2 ,7 1 3 ,  
i 715 - 7 18  
* 4 58-461, 
. 467 - 4 69  

3 5 7 - 3 60  
7 1 3 ,7 1 4  
9 09-911  
9 90 - 9 9 2  
3 2 1 ,3 2 2  
3 8 1 ,3 8 2  
9 1 5 ,9 1 7

/ 769,773, 
\  7 74

9 07

5 9 0 ,5 9 1
7 7 4 - 7 76
718 - 7 20

2 37

7 12
7 6 3 ,7 6 4

1 0 1 8 ,1 0 1 9
3 8 3 ,3 8 4

9 0 8

3 5 2 ,3 5 3
107 6

5 74 - 5 76
7 61 - 7 63

5 7 8
5 82 - 5 84
9 1 2 ,9 1 3

1078

1 0 7 5 ,1 0 7 6

732 - 7 34
553 - 5 58

765
6 78 - 6 80
7 34 - 7 43

6 81-684
8 8 4 - 8 86
7 32 - 7 3 4

3 64

Intoxication of employees:
Vermont...................... .............
Wyoming..................................

Labeling goods unlawfully manu
factured:

New York.................................
Labor agents. (See Employment 

offices!)
Labor, bureau of. (See Bureau of 

labor.)
Labor Day:

Mississippi................................
Labor orgamzations, bribery of 

representatives of:
New York.................................

Labor organizations, incorpora
tion, regulation, etc., of:

Massachusetts..........................
New Hampshire.......................
Pennsylvania (D )....................

Liability of employers for injuries 
to employees:

Arizona (D ).............................
Colorado (D ) ............................
Illinois......................................

Illinois (D ) ...............................

Indiana (D ).............................

Iowa (D )..................................

K ansas.....................................
Kansas (D )..............................
Kentucky (D )..........................
Massachusetts..........................
Minnesota (D ).........................
Mississippi (D )........................
Missoun...................................
Montana...................................
New York.................................

New York (D )..........................

North Carolina (D ).................

Ohio..........................................

Ohio (D ) ...................................

Philippine Islands...................
South Carolina (D )..................
Tennessee (D )..........................
Texas........................................

Texas (D ).................................

Virginia (D ) .............................

Washington (D ).......................

Wisconsin (D )..........................
United States...........................

United States (D ) ....................

Liability of railroad companies to  
workmen not employees:

Pennsylvania (D )....................
License tax, exemption of mechan

ics, etc., from:
Louisiana.................................

Liquor, sale of, to employees:
Hawaii......................................
New Hampshire.......................
Vermont...................................

Locomotive boilers, inspection of:
New York.................................

Lodging houses, sailors':
United States...........................

7 0

5 7

1095

461

7 12

7 1 8

7 10
5 8 9

1 0 6 4 ,1 0 6 5

1 8 7 ,1 8 8
1 0 7 5 ,1 0 7 6

444 - 4 46
3 82 - 3 8 5
9 8 8 ,9 8 9
3 7 7 - 3 8 0

1 06 1 - 10 6 4
5 4 7 - 5 4 9

1 082
4 5 2 ,4 5 3
8 83 - 8 87

769
8 8 2 ,8 8 3
4 46 - 4 49

1 0 9 0 ,1 0 9 1
5 85
4 71

11055,1056, 
>1059-1061  

3 7 1 - 3 7 3  
5 4 9 ,5 5 0  

7 17  
3 8 4  

297 - 2 99  
690-693  

3 37  
8 6 8 - 8 75  

3 94  
4 5 0 ,4 5 1  
3 3 4 - 3 37  

3 6 3

105 6 - 10 5 8
551

3 3 8 ,3 3 9
3 67 - 3 71
9 8 5 ,9 8 6
442-444

3 8 1 ,3 8 2

9 09
188 - 1 97
717 - 7 28

7 43 - 7 46

7 03

3 3 4 ,3 3 5
5 8 9 ,5 9 0

7 15

9 0 7

719
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C u m u la tiv e  in d ex  o f  labor law s a n d  decisions—Continued.

Bulletin.

No. Page.

62 330
Protection of employees on build

ings:
Kansas.....................................
New York (D )..........................

62 328 Wisconsin.................................

59 385

Protection of employees on street 
railways:

District of Columbia................
Louisiana..................................

65 352-354
61 1076-1078

..............................
Massachusetts..........................

f67 866-868 New York.................................
168 214-216 Ohio..........................................
169 did 116 South Carolina.........................
171
63

382-385
569-577

Protection of wages:
Massachusetts..........................

67 864-866 United States...........................
61
70

1080-1082
761-763

Public printing office, employees in: 
Kansas.....................................

64
63
61

883-887
578-580

1093

Public printing to be done within 
the State:..

Arkansas..................................
63
69

J59

587
468,470

379

Public works, injuries of em
ployees on:

Philippine Islan d s..................
\70
65
62
65
65
67

779
337

318,319
334-337

364
912,913

1095

Public works, labor on:

New York.................................

Public works, preference of domes
tic materials for:

Missouri (D ).............................
61 New Mexico..............................
71 389-391 Public works, preference of resi

dent laborers on:
Massachusetts..........................
New Mexico..................1...........

Public works, retention of wages 
of employees on:

California..................................
61 1095 Public works, vaccination of em

ployees on:
Virginia.....................................

Railroad bridges, etc.:
Vermont...................................

60

65
63
56
63
69
60

699,700

350,351 
576 

309-311 
587 

461,462 
714,715 

363

Railroad companies, liability of, 
for injuries to employees {See 
Liability of employers.)

Railroads, accidents on. {See Ac
cidents.)

Railroads, height of bridges,'wires, 
etc., over:

Arkansas..................................
65 Kansas.....................................
67 911,912 Vermont...................................

Wyoming..................................

67
57

/6i
\70

886-888
704,705

1086,1087
770

Railroads, hours of labor of em
ployees on. {See Hours of la
bor.)

Railroads, illiterate employees on: 
Ohio..........................................

58
71

60

1019
396

695,696

Railroads, intemperate employees 
on. (See Intemperate employees 
on public carriers.)

Railroads, safety appliances on: 
Illinois......................................

62 330 Ohio..........................................

Texas........................................
Vermont...................................
Wisconsin.................................

United States (D )...................

56
67

311
888,889

Railroads, shelters for workmen 
on:

Arkansas.................................
68
70

216-221

776.777

Railroads, structures near tracks 
of:

Ohio..........................................

Bulletin.

No. Page.

Manufactured articles, marking:
''California................................

Marriage, etc., statistics of, to be 
procured:

California.................................
Mechanics, exemption of, from 

manufacturers' taxes:
Philippine Islands...................

Mine regulations:
Arkansas................................ .
Illinois......................................

Illinois (D )............................. .

Indiana....................................
Indiana (D ).............................
Kansas.....................................
Kentucky.................................
Kentucky (D )..........................
Michigan..................................
Missouri...................................
Nevada.....................................
New York................................

Ohio.........................................

Ohio (D )..................................
Pennsylvania (D )....................
Tennessee (D )..........................
U tah.........................................
West Virginia..........................
Wyoming.................................
Wyoming (D )..........................
(See also Accidents in mines; 

Inspectors, mine.)
Mines, etc., hours of labor of em

ployees in. {See Hours of labor.) 
Mines, etc., intoxication in or 

about:
Wyoming................................ .

Newsboy law {See Children, em
ployment of, in street trades.) 

Payment of wages due discharged 
employees:

Arkansas (D )...........................
Payment of wages in scrip:

Arkansas................................ .
Indiana................................... .
Missouri (D )............................
Nevada.....................................
New York............................... .
South Carolina....................... .
Texas.......................................
Washington.............................

Payment of wages, modes and 
times of:

Indiana (D ).............................
Maryland.................................

M assachusetts.......................

New Jersey..............................
Vermont..................................

Peonage:
United States (D )...................

Picketing: ,
Colorado.............. L .................

Plumbers, examination, etc., of.
{See Examination, etc.) 

Preference of wages. {See Wages 
as preferred claims.)

Printing, public. {See Public 
printing.)

Protection of employees as mem
bers of labor organizations:

Kansas (D )..............................
New York (D )........ ................
United States ( D ) ...................

Protection of employees as voters: 
New Jersey...............................

61

61

59

65

1083,1084
319,320
915,916

718
703,704

1084,1085
772

906,907
777
714

711
717,718

1083

354

394

905
470

697-699
1094

708
1094

330

717

715

351
1083
715

1095

379

1078-1080
384

777-779
363
715

917,918
299-309
359-361

354

380,381
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Rates of wages of employees of 
public printing office:

Kansas.....................................
Rates of wages of employees on 

public works:
New York.................................

Right of action for injuries. (See 
Injuries.)

Safety appliances. (See Fire es
capes on factories; Guards on 
thrashing machines, etc.; In
spection of factories; Railroads, 
safety appliances on.)

Scrip. (See Payment of wages.) 
Seamen:

Philippine Islands....................

United States...........................

Seats for female employees:
Kentucky.................................
Louisiana.................................
Maryland..................................
Pennsylvania...........................
Tennessee.................................

Statistics, collection of:
Hawaii......................................

Steam boilers, inspection of. (See 
Inspection.)

Steam engineers, examination 
etc., of. (See Examination, etc.) 

Stone worked within State, use of, 
on public works. (See Public 
works, preference of domestic 
materials for.)

Street railways, hours of labor of 
employees on. (See Hours of la
bor. etc.)

Street railways, protection of em
ployees on. (See Protection of 
employees.)

Suits for wages:
Georgia.....................................
New York................................

Sunday labor:
Georgia ( D ) .............................
H aw aii.....................................
Maine (D ).................................
Massachusetts..........................
Rhode Island (D )....................
Virginia.....................................

Sweating system:
Maryland (D )..........................
Massachusetts..........................
New Jersey...............................

New York.................................

Pennsylvania...........................
Telegraph operators, etc., railroad, 

hours of labor of:
United States...........................

Bulletin.

No. Page. No. Page.

• Bulletin.

1083

9 0 5

3 9 4 ,3 9 5
7 1 9

2 3 7 ,2 3 8
4 0 0

761
7 6 4
7 07
3 5 7
3 6 2

Telegraph poles, size, height, etc., 
of:

Wyoming..................................
Tenant factories. (See Inspection 

of factories.)
Time for meals to be allowed em

ployees:
Louisiana..................................
Pennsylvania............................

Time to vote to be allowed em
ployees:

Massachusetts..........................
Ohio..........................................

Trade-marks of trade unions:
Arkansas..................................
California..................................
Connecticut (D ).......................
Nebraska..................................
New Jersey...............................
New Jersey (D )........................
New York.................................
Tennessee.................................

Vaccination of employees on public 
works:

Virginia.....................................
Wages as preferred claims:

Iowa..........................................
New Mexico..............................
United States:..........................

Wages, assignment of. (See As
signment.)

Wages, combinations to fix:
Louisiana.................................

Wages, exemption of. (See Ex
emption, etc.)

Wages of employees on public 
works, retention of:

California..................................
Wages, payment of. (See Pay

ment, etc.)
Wages, rates of. (See Rates of

61

57

57

6 2

1095

704
3 57

7 10
3 8 0

3 5 4 ,3 5 5
3 30

5 86
7 7 4

1 0 6 6 ,1 0 6 7
7 1 5

3 6 1 ,3 6 2

717

2 36  
1094

237

7 04

3 30

68 2 35
6 4  9 06

69
62
68
57
67
6 0

457
3 3 3 ,3 3 4

221
711

8 6 1 ,8 6 2
7 1 6 ,7 1 7

5 8
61
58
57
69
65

999 - 1 00 2  
1086  

1 0 1 5 ,1 0 1 6  
7 15 - 7 18  
458-461  

3 5 8

Wages, suits for. (See Suits for 
wages.)

Weighing coal at mines:
Arkansas..................................

Woman and child labor, investiga
tion of:

United States...........................
Women and children. (See Chil

dren and women.)
Women, employment of:

Michigan..................................
Women, hours of labor of:

Oregon (D ).............................
Women, night work by:

New York...............................

6 5

71

63

67

6 9

3 51

3 97

581

8 77-879

469

71 4 0 1 ,4 0 2
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