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FOREWORD 
The study of consumer purchases was conducted by the Burellu of 

Home Economics of the United States Department of AgricultUl"l' 
and the Bureau of Labor Statisties of the United States Department of 
Labor, with the cooperntion of the National Resources Committee, the 
Works Progress AdIrrinistmtion, and the Central Stlltistical Board. 
Plans for the study were formulilted by the Nlltional Resources Com
mittee and the two operating Bure6us, with the IIdvice of the two 
other coopernting agencies. The project was financed by the Works 
Progress Administrlltion. 

The study was IIdministered under the guid!IUce of II steering com
mittee composed of Stuart A. RiceJ chairman, representin~ the Works 
Pro~ Administration (now WIth the Central Statistical Board); 
Lowse Stanley, Bureau of Home Economics; Isador Lubin Bureau of 
Labor StatistIcs; Gardiner C. Means, National Resources Q";mmittee; 
and Morris A. Copeland, Central Statistical Board. Details of 1Id
ministmtion were formulated and procedures were coordinated by a 
technical subcommittee on which each of the five agencies hlld repre
sentation. Membership'was as follows: Hildegarde Kneel!IUd, N&
tional Resources COmmIttee, chairman; DIlY MonroeA Bureau of Home 
Economi~ Faith M. Williams, Bureau of Labor t;tatistics; Milton 
Forster!... \'Vorks Progress AdIrrinistrntion; and Sllmuel J. Dennis !IUd 
W. M. liolld, Central Statistical Board. 

The following members of the staff of the Economics Division of 
the Bureau of Home Economics collaborated with the authors in the 
preparation of this repprt: Dorothy S. Brady, Judith Russell, Eila 
Brooks, Helen Hollingsworth, Karl Benson, Elizabeth Phelps. The 
staff in charge of the field work included: In the Pacific region, Carol 
R. McDowell, regional director, with Dorothy Brlldy, Anne Lescisin, 
Beatrice Smythe, and Katharine Handley in charge of field work in the 
farm sections; in the Plains and Mountain region, Elizabeth Paschal, 
regional director, with Florence McClure, Edith Starks, and June Con
stantine in charge of field work in the farm sections. Much eredit 
for the reliability of the data is due to the editing staff, to tlie con
scientious field ~nts who obtained the schedules, and to the families 
who coopemted ill providing the information requested. 

The Bure6u of Agricultural Economics assisted in the preparation 
of the farm income schedule and in plans for tabulation and analysis 
of data. Acknowled"oment is due to Clarence M. Purves and Nathan 
M. Koffsky for theIr helpful advice. Members of the Extension 
Service in Agriculture and Home Economics did much to obtain the 
cooperation of local farm groups in the study. Acknowledgment also 
is made of the help given by State and district officials of the Works 
Progress AdIrrinistration by representatives of State colleges and 
universities, and hy the local organizations and officials of the cities 
and villages in which the survey was conducted. 

LoUISE STANLEY, OhUJ. 
II 
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SECTION I. INTRODUCTION 
PUlp"" of fl.. Study 

The study of consumer purchases, planned in the latter part of 
1935 and inaugurated early in 1936, was undertaken to provide data 
more comprehensive than any before available on the way in which 
American families on farms, in villages, and in cities of different sizes 
earn and spend their incomes. 

The need for a broad investigation of family living had long been 
recognized by both Government and private agencies. While num
erous studies of family expenditures bOO previously been made in this 
country, most of them covered only small ssmples. The few investi
gations on a relatively large scale were restricted to certain groups in 
the population. For example, the study of farm families made by 
the Department of Agriculture in 1922-24 was confined to 11 States 
and did not represent aU income levels. Studies of farm family living 
carried out by various State agencies employed diverse methods of 
coUection and analysis, so that it bas been iml?ossible to fit together 
the resul te to obtain a satisfactory general PIcture of farm family 
consumption. Urban family living studies had been similarly limited. 
Those of the Bureau of Labor Statistics had included only wage 
earners and low-salaried clerical workers. Investigations based on 
broadly reJlresontative samples of urban business and professional 
groups and of the village J::Rulation had never been made. 

To obtain a picture of f l1y~nsumption fatterns by income levels 
for the most im,POrtant {lopulation groups 0 this country, on farms, 
in villages, and ill cities, It was necessary to C8.l'l7 out an investigation 
aim ultaneously in several ~ions and in commumties of various degrees 
of urbanization. The studY of consumer purchoses wos designed to 
meot that need. 

The plans for the present investigation were formulated by the 
National Resouroes Committee and the two agencies that adminis
tered the study, the Bureau of Home Economics of the United States 
Department of Agriculture, and the Bureau of Labor Statistics of 
the United States Department of Labor. In addition, the Central 
St .. tistical Board wos associated with the project as technical adviser, 
alld the Works Progress Administration participated both as adviser 
and as financial sponsor. The participation of these five agencies 
continued throughout the entire period of operation, up to and in
eluding the preparation of reports. An admiiUstrative steering com
mitte .. composed of reJlresentat.ives from each agency established 
policies, and a technical subcommittee csrrisd on the work of deter
mininp; detailed procedures and of adapting the original plans to the 
operatlllg oondil.lons encountered in the several types of communities 
studied. In the later sts.."8S of the work the major responsibility for 
pllUlS sMfted to the operating agencies, sines they were in direct con
tsot with the problems of schedule coUect.ion and of tabulat.ion of data. 

1 
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Selection of Communities 

The study of consumer purchases included families living in 2 
metropoJises, 6 large cities, 14 middllHlized cities, 29 small cities, 
140 villages, and 66 farm counties, shown in tables 106, 107, and 108, 
and in figure 1. The Bureau of Home Economics was in charge of 
the work in all villages and farm counties and in 19 of the 29 small 
cities. The Bureau of Labor Statistics assumed responsibility for 
the work in the 10 other small cities and in all cities of larger size. 

The broad geographic regions studied were selected to represent 
the major cultural and economic groupB of the country and at the same 
time to include the largest possible proportion of the population. 
An effon was made to have Bach region distinctive, so that regional 
differences might be investigated, yet to have a somewhat homo
geneoUB population within the deliried boundaries. The six regions 
chosen were New England, Middle Atlantic and East North Central, 
West North Central, Southeast, Mountain, and Pacific. For the 
analysis of data, the Bureau of Home Economics has divided the 
schedules obteined in the West North Central region between the 
East North Central and Mountain regions. Accordinglv, the reports 
of the Bureau of Home Economics cover five ~ons: New England, 
Middle Atlantic and North Central, Southeast, Plains and Mountein, 
Ilnd Pacific. (For comparison with census designations, see Method-
ology, p. 225.) •• d'ed' ___ '- • f,ell ·thin fi dis' t 

The commumties stu 1m.,.".,.. nlP.0n WI ve tine 
degrees of urbanization: Large cities, middllHlized cities, small cities, 
vill~, and farm counties. Thus, comparisons of consumption 
patterns of families living in eommunities of different.sizes can be made 
without meeting the problems of ~,?nal differences. A sixth degree 
of urbanization is represented by \Jnieaj:o, m., and New York Cit.y, 
seI"cted to d"pict income and consumption of metropolitan families. 
E~onomie activities, eultural patterns, proportion of native-white 

families in the population, densit.y of populationt and relationship 
to other cities within the region were eonsidereo. in selecting the 
Bf""'ific cities for study. The group of cities, rather than anyone 
City, was representative of some of the outstanding charaeteristirs of 
the 1'I'!cion. For example, the group of small cities might include 
one with a State university or eollege, an important marketing center 
for an 8j1.Ticuiturai area, and a city that is primarily industrial The 
villages were closely associated with the counties clIosen for the study 
of fann famili .... being located either in those eounties or in nearby 
counties with aimilar agricultural eonditions. 

Fann eections wne chosen on the basis of a typs of agricultul'S 
predominant or widely prevalent. For the project as a whole, 14 
typt'S of farming, important in the Nation's busmess of 8j1.Til'u1ture. 
were s<>lected upon the premise that if 6&<'h of the prin.-ipal types 
wem n>pres.mted, the study would yield a I!OOd eroes eection of the 
famill"" opt'rating fanna in this oountry. 'l'be basis for clIoice thus 
was national and regional rather than State; a small group of eounti ... 
clI08<'ll ~ause of the importanee of a specific typs of farming would 
not n4'<'9SSarily be rt'presentative of the agriculture of the State in 
whkh they were located. 

Bec-4US6 of these bases of selection no one farm or urban eom
munity can be deecriOOd as typicaJ of a State or an entire region, or of 
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the United Stll.tes as II. whole. But, when communities of the samo 
degree of urbe.nization within each ~on are grouped to~ether, they 
represent some of that region's most unportant charactenstics. The 
data concerning them, therefore, can form the basis of estimates for 
the entire population, provided they are supplemented by inform&- . 
tion, from the census and other sources, that mdicates how the com
munities studied differ from the remainder of the region.' 

Samplin!l Procedurel 

In many previous studies of family consumption, families were 
selected from certain socio-economic population groups and data were 
presented for the so.mple as a whole .. SOma investigators had analyzed 
expenditures by family-income level, but few hed studied relationships 
between consumption and factors other than income. The consumer 
purchases study with ite large sample was able to provide for the 
exploration of relationships between family consumption and income, 
occupation, family type, the ~:;! and the degree of urbanization 
of tha community in which the fa y lived. 

In order to reduce the number of other va.ri&bles, only families 
in which there was a husband and a wife, both native-born (with or 
without other famill members), were studied.' The se.mple was 
limited to white familiesl except in the Southeast and in New York 
City and Columbus, Ohio, where a special study of Negro families 
WBs made. Other minor restrictions f&cilitated clear-cut compari
sons by excluding fa.milies in unusual situations, as families that 
were not keeping bouse. The farm study was limited to families of 
operators except in tha Southeast where sharecroppers were included. 

Although the families studied included only·a portion of the popu
lation, the collection of schedules was so planned &.~ to give a random 
sample of the families meeting the reqw.rements for inclusion. For 
the study of farm families a random sample of the farms of the agri
cultural section chosen was drawn and visits were made to each farm 
in the se.mple in order to dstermine which families were to be studied 
further. Only families that actually operated farms were included; 
if the family were that of a farm laborer (not an operator), if the tract 
of land fa.iled to meet the census definition of a farm. or if it were in 
reality a suburban home with no farm business. it was excluded 
from the random se.mple. For the study of family income, the follow
ing groups of farm operators' families were eliniinated as ineligible: 
The colored, foreign-born. one-person. and broken families; families of 
~aid managers" families that had lived on the farm. less tllll.n a year. 
The last named gro;.!.),:as excluded on tha ground that such families 
could not furnish & • ble picture of & year's income from farming. _ 

In order to clarify the position of the sample of families studied 
in the population as a whole, a sample of tha excluded. ineligible 
families was taken in a few counties! 
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For the study of family consumption a further elirniD8 tion was made 
among families included in the income sample. Those eliminated 
were families living under circumstances that might distort the picture 
of family consumption during an entire year (such 118 those on relief), 
and families of types too infrequently encountered to p'ermit analysis. 
(See Methodology, The Consumption Sample, Eligibility Require
ments.) 

Relief Families 

Families were classified as having received relief if aid had been 
received from any agency, public or private, upon proof of need, at 
any time during the yearl regardless of the amount. (See Glossary, 
Relief Family.) Althougn family schedules were obtained from the 
relief group, it was recognized that the income data given were in
complete, largely because of the fallure to learn the value of receipts 
in kind, such as food and elothing. The relief group has been omitted, 
therefore, from deta.iled analyses of amount and sources of family 
income. 

The number of relief families in the samples studied, as shown in 
some tables, must not be considered as representative of the relief 
load in any given farm section because the relief status of the large 
group of ineligible families was not investigated. The character and 
numerical importance of these ineligible groups (as the nonwhite, 
foreign-born, and broken famili~ and those that had moved in the 
year preceding the interview) dinered among the separate farm sec
tions. Moreoverl among the eligible families only the fact that relief 
had been receivea at some time during the year was ascertained; no 
infonnation was sought as to the length of time or degree of dependency 
on relief agencies. 

Report Year 

The family schedule, expenditure schedule, and supplementsry 
schedules or check lists giving expenditures for clothing and furnish
ings, all supply data for a 12-month period. For anyone family the 
same report year was required for all of these schednle forms. The 
report year ended at any time between December 31, 1935, and De
cember 31, 1936, depending on the date of intsrview and the family's 
ability to supply the necessary information for one 12-month penod 
more accurat .. ly than for another. No schedules were collected 
covering a period earlier than the calendar year 1935 nor later than 
tl,~ calendar year 1 !l36. (See table 119 for distribution of families in 
each farm section by ending date of the year chosen.) 

Reports 01 1M Study 

The reports of the Bureau of Home Eeonomies t'resent data from 
approximately 158,000 record cards, 65,000 family-meome schedules, 
34,000 e.~P<'Dditure schedules 17,000 supplementary food schedules, 
21,000 supplementary furnishings schedulee, 91,000 supplementary 
clothing schedules. and 5,000 food recorda (table 109). 

The series of ,...gional reports include facts from the family schedule 
ooll~ .. ming Ibo colilPosition and income of all groUl'" of families, t.ho 



6 MlSo. PUBLICATION 356, U. S. DEPT. OF AGElOULTUEE 

occupation and housing of urban and village fa.milies, and a summary 
of expenditure-schedule data. More details on family expenditures 
are presented in reJlorts on specific goods and services such as food, 
ho~, and medical care. Publications of the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics concerning the communities that it surveyed follow a similar 
plan. The N ationill Resources Committee, using data from this 
project and from other sources, has published estimates of the distri
bution of consumers by income for the countrY o.s a whole, and of 
consumer expenditures and savings. A comparison of consumer 
expenditures m communities of different degrees of urbanization, and 
conclusions relative to techniques applicable to studies in this field, 
will be prepared later by the three agencies. 

Part 1 of this report presents data on income and composition of the 
native-white, unbroken fa.milies studied in selected farm sections of 
the Pacific and the Plains and Mountain regions. Part 2 deals with 
the value of family living, the distribution of total family expenditures, 
and the relationship between family income, value of living, expendi
tures, and change in net worth. 



SECTION 2. FARM FAMILIES IN THE PACIFlC 
REGION 
Summary 

This report pmsents a variety of facts concerning lana famiJi"" in 
the Pacific region-their composition, their fums. the amount of 
income they had and the sources from which it _ obtained, and 
relationshiJlS between income and family ClOIIlpOBitioa. Famili"" that 
furnished information for the study nIpl88EIIlt a eross section of the 
numerically important group of farm operators which the study .... 
designed to cover namely. white famil;'" that include a husband and 
wile, both nati~m, that. had operated their farms for at least a 
year. The data ~ to a 12-month ~ during 193a-M and 
coneem 4,218 families living in four farming aections of WasbingtoD. 
Oregon, aentral Caliiornia, i.nd southern Califomia. 

In the Washingtou section, almost t.hn!e-fourthe of the famil;'" 
studied operated dairy or poultTy f&rmlL General and fruit fanDa 
were commOll types in Oregon; fruit., dairy, and poultTy, in central 
Caliiornia; fruit &Ild nut., in southern Calilomia. The ~ropc>l"boo of 
farms under owner-management was high in all four aeetlOns, nnging 
from 80 peraent in Oregon to 94 peroent in southern California. 

Median incomes of native-white famil;'" of farm operat.ora in ~ 
four farm ill'Ctions l'&IlgM from $1,039 in W~ to $1,475 in 
southern Califomia. The median incomes of fam;l_ in Washington 
and Oregon were not markedlyditfezent from tho. of famili"" studied 
in farm sections of Mieh~an. Vennont, and Ohio, where similar types 
of agrioult.un. were prev1ilent. The southern California median __ 
h~her thom that found in any other section of the N orth, West, and 
Middle West included in the conSllmer purchases study • .nth the 
exoeption of that in Illinois. In udl section, the median income of 
the native-white famili"" meeting the ftlquiremen1B for incIusioa in 
the study probably __ higher than that of all operators' famities 

Net farm inoome (both money and "in kind") fumisbed approU
matcly tJmo.e-fourthe of the aggregate inmme of DODnIIief ~iIies 
studied in Washington, Oregon:; and centra.l California; eamings from 
worle other than operatioa of the family farm and inrome from 
investments, pensions, and gil1B aupplied the remainder. Families in 
southern Caliiornia depended _less on the farm; _third of their 
total income came from SOIU'Cl68 other than the farm which they 

°Pf;~tcly one-half of the DODrelief femil;- in the four seetions 
ba.d ea.mi.ngs from worle apart from the farm _1IerPriM. In the 
~ section such nonfarm eamings unountNl fA) an average of 
$289 (on the basis of all families)_ sum almost fin ti.m. as !!re&t as 
... e!'<' """';1'te from other nonfarm 8Our<><B, niGh averaged $61 ,..,.. 
family. Washington fam»;" report.ed "u"ilarly. In the California 
-.:tiona eamings outranked "'- from in,,_1B aDd the like 

l' 
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by a ratio of nearly 3 to 1. In Oregon,87 percent of the nonfarm 
earners were classed as wage earners. The largest percentage in any 
other occupational group was found among the southern California 
families, which reported 17 percent of their nonfarm earners in busi
ness and professIonal occupations, and 13 percent in occupations 
classed as clerical. 

Husbande' contributions were three-fourths or more of aggregate 
nonfarm earnings. A greatertE~ortion of husbande than of other 
family members earned and . average per capita receipts were 
~her. 

"Food, housing, fuel, and other products furnished the family by the 
farm ranged in average value from $321, or 16 percent of aggregate 
income of nomelief f&milies, in southern California to $492, or 34 
percent, in Oregon. Families with incomes bclow $500 depended 
heavily on these contributions of the farm to family living, which 
constituted two-thirde of their aggregate income in all sections except 
Oregon. T!:;~fl such contributions accounted for 90 percent of the 
income of f .• es at this level. Among more well-to-do families 
housing, food, and other products furnished by the farm were of 
greater average value, but represented a smaller proportion of their 
total incomes. 

Ths estimated value of housing received from the farm ranged 
from &ll average of $112 in Washington to $217 in southern Cali
fornia. The higher average in the latter section reflects better 
housing, such as a larger proportion of farm dwellings equipped with 
modem plumbing facilities than in the two northwest sectioruo. 

Size of family r&nged from two rersons to nine or more. Noone 
size represented as many as half 0 the families in any farm section. 
The average size (relief a.nd nomelief families) r&nged from 3.38 year
equivalent members in southern California to 3.79 members in 
Oregon. The smaller average in the former section was related to 
the age distribution of husba.nde and wives-relatively more were 
60 years or older tha.n in the three other sections of the region. 

Large families in which the majority of ths husbands were in the 
age class 4()-{j9 ranked first in median mcome when familIes of differ
ent composition were compared; families composed of husband and 
wife only ranked lowest though their per capita income was high. 

Farm Sections Studied 

Gen .... 1 Characteristics 

Four farming sections in the Pacific region, one in Washington, 
one in Oregon one in central California, and one in southern Cali
fornia, were s;,iected as being representative of areas in which there 
is specislization in one of the major types of agricnlture chosen for 
study. Family-income data have been analyzed separately for each 
of these sections; for the study of family consumption the two sections 
in Washington and Oregon have been combined to form one analysis 
group, and the two in California to form another (table 108). 

The Washington sample was taken in Whatcom County, where 
dairy and poultry farms are common types. This county has an 
area of 2,082 square miles, including the city of Bellingham; its 



FAMILY INOOMB--PAOIl'IO, PLAINS AND MOUNTAIN :REGIONS 9 

western edge touches Puget Sound and it extends northward as far 
as the Canadian border. 

In Oregon, Marion and Polk Counties were selected because they 
represent an area where both fruit and general fanning are common. 
This fanning section is located just south of the city of Yortland.' 
Together these two counties have a total ares. of 1,901 square miles. 

San Joaquin County in central California, lese than 100 miles 
east of San Francisco, was chosen because fruit s.nd nut farms were 
relatively numerous-about one-third of all farms in the county. 
The area of the county is 1,448 square miles. Stockton, its l~est 
city, also is the largest in any of the counties studied in this regIon. 
This city hs.s a deep-water channal for ocean-going vessels and is a 
shipping point for fruit and other farm products. 

In southern California, Orange and Riverside Counties, southeast 
of Los Angeles, represent a highly specialized citrus fruit- and nut
farming section. Orange County is on the seacos.st and Riverside, 
adjoining it, extends eastward to the Colorado River. The total area 
of these two counties is 8,018 square miles. Producers in Orange 
County and, to some extent, those in Riverside County are in a 
favorable position because of their proximity to Los Antleles Harbor. 
The presence of four railroads gives farmers in this section a distinct 
trs.de advantage. 

These four farm sectione do not represent isolated rural territoJy. 
Three of them are within a 100-mile radius of a large industri8l 
centsr--Portland, San Francisco, or Loa Angeles. Every county but 
one includes within its boundary a city of fairly large size eo that 
much of the population is urban, though proximity to a city ws.s not 
a basis for choosing a county. Type of ~culture W8.S the first 
consideration and proportion of native-white farm families, the 
second. However the decision to select a fanning section in which 
conditions were sufficiently favorable for growth of crol? ~pecialization 
automatica.lly tended to restrict choice to some of the higher-income I 
more denaely populated farm counties. Successful agricultural 
specialization does not occur, and farm-trs.ding and shipping centers 
do not grow where land is very poor. 

Among the four sections, the Oregon counties, Marion and Polk, 
bad the largest proportion of rural-farm families, !!8.ercent according 
to the 1930 ceneus. Of the 6,924 rural-farm f 'es in these two 
counties, 80 percent were of native-white stock.· Twenty-seven per
cent of the families in Whatcom County, Wash. were rural-farm. 
Of these fann families, 60 percent were classified as native-white; 
most of the remainder were Canadian- or Scandinavian-bom. 

The counties in central and southern California were somewhat lese 
rural in charaoter. In San Joaquin County, 23 percent of the families 
were rural-farm in 1930; almost half of the farm group was foreign
born or nonwhite. The foreign and nonwhite population included 
Italians, Gennans, Canadians, Russians, Chinese, and Japanese in 
fairly ~ numbers, many of whom were employed as agricultural 
wage worKers. Only 17 percent of the families in Orangs and River-
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side Counties in southern California were rural-farm in 1980 i 70 per
cent of these farm families were native-white. The fOreIgn-born 
and nonwhite inhabitants were chiefly Canadian, Japanese, German, 
and Indian. In both California farm sections, B large part of the 
rural-faim population consisted of farm laborers • 

.All four of the farm sections are in the river valleys of the coastal 
plains and have fairly equable temperatures, mild in winter and cool 
ill summer because of the prevailirig winde blowing from the ocean. 
However, the growing season is more limited in the northern States 
because of the more frequent occurrence of frosts. The entire Pacific 
slope tende to have a rainy season in the winter months and a dry 
season in the summer months. In the Northwest there is enough 
rain even in the so-called dry season to make farming possible without 
the use of irrigation. In the California sections, however, most of 
the farms must be irrigated because of lack of rainfall in the summer. 
This use of irrigation has encouraged the development of B highly 
specielized form of agriculture. 

Agriculture plays an important part in each of the selectsd counties. 
Of the workers classified by the census as gainfully employed in 198~1 
more were in agriculture than in any other occupational fP'Oup in au 
counties but Whatcom County, Wash. In San Joaqum CountT, 
Calif., 35 percent of the gainfully employed persons were engaged ill 
agriculture; in Orange and Riverside Counties, Calif., 28 percent; in 
Marion and Polk Counties, Oreg., 31 percent; in Whatcom County, 
Wash.! 20 percent. These figures include agnculture! wage workers 
as weI as independent operators. 

The Sample 

Groups Studied in Relation to Total F~rm Population 

The families giving income data represent with reasonable adequacy 
the group the study was designed to cover, i. e., white families that 
included a husband and wife, both white and native-born; that oper
ated the farm they rented or owned; that had not moved during the 
report year; and that met certain other minor eligibility require
ments. (See Methodology, Income Sample, Eligibility Require
ments.) It is estimated that income information was obtained from 
three-fourths or more of the eligible families visited in these four sec
tions-88 percent of those in Washington, 79 in Oregon and in central 
California, 75 in southern California. Available evidence indicates 
that failure to obtain information from all eligible families' did not 
introduce any appreciable bias in the findings of this study. 

However, the planned exclusion of certain population groups--the 
one-person and the broken families, the Negro and other colored races, 
the forsign-born, and the families that move every year-tended to 
eliminate a larger proportion of low-income than of well-to-do fami
lies. The samples studied, therefore, had higher median inCODles than 
did all families of i&rlll operators in these four sections. 

The two sections chosen for study in California ranked somewhat 
above the State as a whole with respect to average value of agricul
ture! products used, traded, or sold per farm-operator's family, ac
cording to the 1930 census. Whatcom County in Washington and 
the section in Oregon both ranked somewhat below the averages for 
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their States. This ranking should be taken into account if data from 
this study are used in State-wide estimates. 

Size 01 Somple 

In the W ~ton and Oregon counties all farm families were vis
ited for information; four random samples were taken, each with a 
25-percent coverage. In the centra.! Cslliornia county only one 
25-percent random sample was obtained. In southern California 
there was a lOO-percent coverage of Orange County and of the follow
ing selected townships of Riverside County: Beaumont, Hemet, Per
ris, San Jacinto, Temeseal, and West Riverside. 

A total of 4,218 fa.mily-income schedules was obtained from visits 
to 15,037 addreslles in the four sections. Of the 14,502 families giving 
data for the record card more than three-fifths, 64 percent, of the 
families were eliminated from the income sa;:R~: because of eligibil
ity requirements. Others were unable or un . . g to give the necee
sary information; a few could not. be reached because of illness or 
protracted absence from home. (See Appraisal, p. 247, for a more 
complete discussion of the nonreporting groups and those excluded 
88 ineligible.) 

The 4,218 fa.mily-income schedules were distributed among the four 
farm sections and the nonrelief and relief families as follows: 

NtI~., ....... 'f" 
Farm _Uon: - -Washington _____ •• _._. ____ • ___ •• ____ .____ 697 133 
O~n .. - .• - ••...• -- •• -.-•• -.---.-.-•••• 1,188 160 
C .. rltral Caliroroia ••• __ •• _._ •• _ •••.•••••• _. 269 12 
Southern California ______ • _____ •..•• __ • ___ I.llS 44 

The great differences in the number of echedules obtained from the 
four sections are due largely to differences in number of native-white 
fann operators and degree of ooverage. 

TYJMS 01 F_ 

The classification of operated farms by type of farming, according to 
definitions used in the 1930 census, incluaiis 12 product types and 2 
other distincti\'e types self-sufficing and part-tune flU'lll8. A farm 
was dassed as one of the product. types when receipts from sales of a 
specified product plus the value of the product paid 88 share rent 
were greater than receipts from sales of any other product )!: the 
value of the produd raid as share rent and were equal to at t 40 
~ ... nt of the sum 01 gross receipts from salee, value of farm prod
ucts u.."'-'<i by the fa.mily, and value of share rent. (See Glossary, 
Farm Type, for definition of each of the H types.) 

The data on type of farming are in fairly dose agreement with 1930 
Ct'nsus reports. Some differe_ may result from the 5-year differ
.. n .... in the time of collecting data; some, from the limitations imposed 
on the incom .. sample. A relalively large number of the excluded 
familit'S Wt>re in low-inrome groupe and, therefore. may h • ..., been 
"PI",!~ farms of small 8Cl't'&g8 or of less desirable land. (See 
ApI' . ,p. 257, for comparison .rith other censns data indit-ating 
.liIT ...... 1lt'eS bet1n!ell the sample and the total population.) 
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In the Washington farm section 46 percent of the nonrelief families 
intervi_ed specialized in dairy f&rIDing. Poultry and part-time 
farms also were important types. In Oregon the trend toward 
specialized farming was less p'ronounced. Of the 1,788 nonrelief 
f&milies studied: 29 percent did not specialize in any product but 
operated general farms, and 13 percent operated fruit and nut farms. 
Farms were classified as general if no one product 8000unted for as 
much as 40 percent of the gross receipts from all_products. Other 
types, in order of numerical importance, were seif-suffieing, dairy 
o:::Jroduets (hops for the most pm), part-time, poultry, anim~ 
s . ty, truck, com or other cash grain, and wheat (table 1). 

TABLJI 1.-----nn OP .. AmI: N .. mber """ _. disfri/JutiotJ of I-ilia by 'I/PC 
of larm opartJleIl, PtKifo; 1- ""'""""' 1_ (WlIIIo--.... -.--___ _ 

"l'ype of fBml t 
w_ 

0..,.... ~ 
c_ 
lOD""" - Moot- - Moo. ... - ... - ... -- ... -An typo&.. _______________________ 

fJII1 100 ,-788 1m ... 100 1.115 '''' Wheal _________________________ • 0 " 1 1J • • (') 
Corn or other cub sraln-------- • (') 55 .s . , 12 , . t Tmck.... ________________________ • 1 72 • " 1 ,. • Fruit aDd DDtL.-. _______________ • 1 "" I • .. 2S 720 .. D ____________________________ 

",. .. 170 I. .. .. .. • 
~;i·-nii:::::::::::::::: ... 27 .. • .. 13 01 • • 1 !II • • • • (I) RanRe livestoek _______________ • • • (I) 1 (I) • 1 

~=::::::::::::: • 1 172 10 .. • '" • .. • ... .. .. • 11 • 
~oIDc-:::::::::::::::::::: 21 • '" 11 • 1 .. • -sa 12 ... • .. • 11 • 

Fruit and nut farms accounted for 25 percent of the 269 farms of 
nonrelief families in the oentral California eection. Other important 
types were dairy, poultry, com and small grain, and part-time farms. 
In-southern California, 65 peroent of the 1,115 nonrelief families 
specialized in the production of fruit and nuts. Poultry, truck, and 
other types of farms were found, but none accounted for as much as 
10 peroent of the total number studied. About 8 peroent of the fami
lies operated farms on 8 part-tima basis, f&rIDing on 8 small scala and 
esrning 8 pm of their income from work not pertaining to the farm 
enterprise. 

T.n ..... ' Size and Value of Fann Opavted 

Tenure Stalus 

From 80 to 94 percent of the families studied in these four farm 
sections owned all or part of the farms which they operated. The 
sample in southern California ranked highest in the proportion of 
owner-operated farms, 94 peroent; Washington ranked sscond with 91; 
r~ntral California, third with 85; and Oregon, fourth with 80 percent. 
ltelat.ively rewer of the relief than of tile nonrelief families were owners, 
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but eT8n among this group the proportion of ownership was high. 
ranging from 66 percent in Oregon to 87 in Washington (tabl ... 2 
and 59). . 

T ABLB 2.-"I'BlnJ-. BlZJI, AJfD TAL'U'& or OPEB..ATED PABIIB: Nu'ltlbrr mad ~ 
01 reli" """ _dwl,oJlliliu .",.".ali.., _ """ rmkd f-• ...... _ .. umW 
oj OC' .. "' ~_I __ , """ __ eolve of f_/mod .rad building •• by Imure, 
1'tu:ifi<1_ .......... , 19_ 

{Wb1te tammea &baS: lndD4ea hmIIaDd IIDd wife" batb ~ 

W'AlllDlcno. 
1\-• .- - ...... ....... -All ................. . __ ._--_. -.. -.. ---- -... --'.-- SJij lOG .. "1111 Las 

~r.mUl. 7S .. .. ...... L'" ........ _::::::::::==::::::::: .. n • 51 .."" "" -All ............................... _. ----.---.-... L_ IllO llII ...... '.23< 
OwninJ tanDRII __ • _____ •• _. _____ ••. _________ I.S !II .. ..... 1.3t9 BeDUDI ~ __ •• _______ • __________ . ___ ., ,., lIS .. , .. .... 

CUDOa!lb. CDft.£L 

AlI __ ••••• _ ..•• _ ••••••••...•... "'I lOll 1$7 14.111 un 
OwntDl (tun[U ••••••• ______________ .••.• _ ... ... .. ... n.m LOIi7 R_uaa faDUbe&.. .•• __ . _____________ .• _ .••• __ 

" .. ... 13 .... I. J8IS 

CAUPOUU.8OOm'" 

411 ~ ___ • ______ ._ ••• _. ___ • __ • _ •. L'lII ,'" It ... "'" ..... 
O_n"-famU"-___ ._ L"'" .. .. 22. ... I.'''' JhlllUDI famlllC.._ ., • '" ... "'" , .... 

The percentage of fann-owning famili ... in the sample taken from a 
section would tend to be higher than for all families in the section, 
because of the selective effect of the eligibility requirements for inclu
sion in the study. A considerably lower proportion of renters was 
found in the sample than in the ~up6 thet were excluded. This was 
particularlv true of those families that had moved during the year 
unmedi&tely preceding the time of intsrview" 

Farm tenancy in the Pacific region has not developed to the extent 
that it has in many other parts of the country. Even in the 192()-30 
decade, when mO!'t areas experienced a steady decline in the Dumber 
of fanns operated bv oWDers, farm counties in the valleys of the Pacific 
Coast States reported a considerable net increase of oWners over ten-

a Thfo ta.' f'!II'QSQI 01 ~lt'tlft npertt'd U» Jlfftfftbp til ow &W ..... <,abd rums _ ~ ~ 
("fllUlly. W"''1h .• S! ~t; Mariaa 1lOd}"ult CounUftl. Onoc .• nt; S&a "-Iuia Cf;IunQ'. Cahl.. '" ~ 
~ RI~ C43Wl .... C'.III ..... \'nhtld 8calaJ \O&al." Pft""IU... 

0:.1 --..'t!l-_:! 
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ants. Tills has been attributed to the tendency for I&rge f&nlls in these 
districts to be broken up for sale &S small fruit, truck, poultry, a.nd 
part-time farms,' 

Although a family was classed &S owning if it owned only a part of 
the la.nd in the operated f&rID, the great majority, from 63 to 85 per
cent of all relief a.nd nonrelief families, were fUll rather tha.n part 
owners, In central California and in Oregon about one-fourth of the 
owners were part owners, renting some lmid in addition to what thcy 
owned; in southern California a.no. in Washington, only one-tenth were 
part owners. 

Farm ownership was more frequent at the upper-income levels than 
at the lower. In Oregon, the proportion of nonrelief families owning 
increased at each higher-income level, &S follows: 

Per~of 
Income class: OUJRn'-opna/or. $0-$999____________________________________________ 19 

Sl,OOHl,999__ _ _ _ __ _ __ ___ _ _________ __ _ __ ___ ________ 81 
$2,O0()-$2,999_______________________________________ 87 
$3,000 or over_ _ _____ ___ __ ___ _____ __ ____________ _____ 92 

The tendency for the Jlereentage of owners to inere&ee at the upper 
end of the income scale also appears in the findings for the other three 
farm groups. (See table 59. With the small income intervals used 
in this table the relation between tenure and income is more difficult 
to trace than when intervals are combined as in the example above.) 

Siz.t of Farms 

The average size of f&rIDS operated by relief a.nd nonrelief families in 
the central California s&mple was 151 acres, and in the Oregon sample, 
100 acres. Decidedly smaller were the farms of families in W~n 
and southern California which averaged 45 and 34 acres, respectively. 
It should be remembered that these averages are affected by a smaIl 
number of large f&rIDS in each section. In Oregon, half of the nonrelief 
families studied were operating farms of less tha.n 65 acres; in Washing
ton the median size of farms was 39 acres; in central California, 48 
acres; in southeril. California, 16 acres (tables 2 a.nd 3). 

Comparisons with census data show that in all sections except 
southern California the average size of farms operated by the families 
studied was larger than the average for the entire county or counties 
surveyed. These differences are explained by the income, tenure, 
and other characteristics of the population sampled. Requirements 
for inclusion in the study tended to eliminate many of the families 
operating small farms. The fact that farms of the families studied in 
southern California were smaller in average size than those reported 
by the census for the two counties in which the project was conducted 
is attributable to the limitation of the study to selected townships in 
Riverside County and consequent exclusion of some of the larger 
farms. (See Appraisal, p. 257, and table 118 for census comparisons.) 

Families with high incomes operated larger farms than did those 
with low incomes. In Oregon the average number of acres ranged 
frem 45 for families that had received relief to 469 for the small group 
of families with incomes of $5,000 or over. In Washington, the 
Il, verages for the two groups were less widely separated, 32 and 95 
acres. Central California was more like Oregon, with averages of 21 

I TtJRlfD. H. A. "ORAPJIIC W1n18T OJ' '''ltV 'I'DVBB. U. S. Dept. Arr. Mbc. Pub. JGl. 1). t2, 1938. 



FAMILY IlII'OOME-PAOmO, PLAINS .urn MOUNTAIlf REGIONS 15 

e.nd 456 acres for these two income extremes. Altho~ there was 
not an increase in acreage with each suooessively higher-mcome level, 
the trend toward larger farms as income rose persisted in each section. 
This relationship would have been more clearly defined had families 
been elaesified by the amount of income reeeived from the farm 
instead of by total family income; some families reeeived a consider
able part of their income from sources other than the operated farm. 

TABt.3.-. ... or PAB." NumbtJr and "...-age .n.lribuIioa oJ lamiUu btt ..... , 
Iarm, btt Ion ...... • pat;ijicl_ ._. If1S6-S8 

IWhlte ..... UotWnllIetIhat"'cIn"". _1IDd1lDd wIfe, __ 

AU I 0wulDc I -..... AU I 0 ...... I -« .. 
4rea to open.ted. farm 1 -- -- Wnll'" -- -- --- WA8BlNGTON OREGON 

N •. Pd. N •. Pd. No. Pd. No. Pd. N •• Pd. No. I'd. All ramDlel _____ ~._._ •• ___ .., 100 ... 100 .. 100 ~,.. I" ~"1 tOO m 100 
'Pewt'I' than L ________ 1 <'I. 1 (I) • • .. 1 17 1 • 1 
~1' ________ . ________ 

I .. lao .. • • 8M .. ... .. .. ,. 
:ilo· .. «J. ______________ o_ m .. lOS .. .. .. ... os ... .. .. 17 6O-V9. _____________ •• _ 

In .. 117 .. 't 00 ... .. ... .. OJ .. 100-114-. ___ . ________ ._ .. • .. • • • '''' 18 ... 18 .. .. 17&-'!O. ___ ••• _________ ,3 • .. • • • I", • .. • .. " 260-190._._. ___________ 1 (I) I (I). • • I" • . , • .. 1 • 
~- .. --.---- ... --- • • 0 • • .. • .. • , . 3 
l,OilO-4.900. _." __ • ___ ." • • • • • • 7 (I) • (I) 1 (I) 
1,000 or ov~r ___ .•••••• • • • 0 0 • • 0 • • • 0 

CALIFORNIA. OENTRAL OALIYO~.SOUTBRRN 

AU...,. ...... _ .......... ... 100 ... '00 .. 100 1,115 100 L'" 100 50 '00 
Pewor Ulan ••.• _. ___ • • 1 • 1 1 • .. • 18 2 • • 1--18._ •• _. ____ ••••• __ • .. .. .. .. • .. T26 .. ... .. to ZI 
JO-fi .• __ •• _ ••••• _. ____ .. II 11 .. .. .. ... .. ... .. 11 .. 
~ ....•. __ ... _ .... - .. 17 .. 18 • 11 .. • .. • .. .. 
100-174 •.••••••• _ .• ___ • .. 10 oa ,. I • .. • IS • • • 17$-2tAL. __ e. _ ...•.• _0_ •• 0 .. • • • ,. I .. • , • 2f';Oo-IW" ••••• __ •••• _ •• ,. • II • t 11 " 

, • I t 1 - to • 10 • I • .. I 0 1 • • l,{OO-t,OOi::::~::: :~:: 11 • • • • • • (I). I (I). • • &,OOOorover._. -"'0- • • • • • • • • • • 

Farms of renters tended to be larger than those operated by owners. 
In the Oregon ooun ties. this tendency was noted at practically all 
income levels. In Washington and central California the number of 
renters at most income levels was too sma1I. to pennit a comparison 
of average size. Undoubtadly, the average size of rented farms would 
have been reduced had all families been included in the study, instead 
of only the native-white, unbroken, eligible group. Many of the 
lIltelutlcd families were renters with low incomes, living on small 
farms. 

Value of Land and Buildings 

The average value of all farms (lend and buildings) was $5.091 in 
Washington. $8.696 in ~. $14.213 in central California, end 
$21.887 in southern Califorrue. Averages for farms oJ>4!r&ted by non
relief families (aep ..... tad from relief) were som_hat higher then these 
vallltlll for the two croups comhined. Aa would be upeatad, & definite 



16 MISC. PUBLICATION 356, U. S. DEPr. Oli' AGRICULTURE 

relationship was found between cUlTent fa.mily income and total farm 
values. The average value of farm land and buildings tended to 
increase as income rose. Thus, in the Wasbington sample, nonrelief 
families in the income class $0--$249 operated farms valued at an 
average of $2,420; the farms of those with incomes of $5,000 or more 
had an average value of $15,575 (table 59). 

The tendency of renters to operate a larger acreage than owners in 
the same income class frequently is rellected in a higher ave~age value 
of farms of renters than of owners. For example, in Oregon where 
the number of renters was sufficiently great to permit comparison of 
tenure group's, in the income class $75H999 the averags value of 
land and buildings on rented farms was $7,274; on farms operated by 
owners, $6,852. Average acreages for the two groups were 104 and 
83. 

Fa.mily dwellings on rented farms had significantly smaller average 
values than those on owned farms. For example, in Oregon in the 
three income classes $1,000--$1,249, $1,250--$1,499, and $1,500--$1,749, 
the average values of fa.mily dwellings of renters were $895, $1,144, 
and $1,144 respectively; of owners, $1,170, $1,328, and $1,510, 
respectively (table 59). In the three other sections, the two tenure 
groups (all incomes combined) showed similar differences. Tenants 
may have occupied the farms on which dwellings had been allowed to 
fall into disrepair. Owners may have tended to increase the value of 
farm dwellings by improvements; those who build their homes prob
ably spent more than landlords would spend for building tenants' 
houses. 

Family Income 

Dermition oJ farm family Income 

Farm fo.mily- income, as defined for this study, includes the income 
received by all fo.mily members from both agricultural and non
agricultural sources, as follows: (1 ) Net money income from the 
operated farm; (2) increase or decrease in value of crops stored for sale 
and of livestock owned;' (3) nonmoney farm income used for family 
living, i. e.bvalue of housing, food, fuel, and other products furnished 
the fa.mily >y the farm; (4) net money income from sources other than 
the operatsd farm. Funds made available to the fa.mily through 
liquidation of capital assets or through the accumulation of debt are 
excluded from inoome. 

Net Money Income from the Operated Farm 

Gross money income from farming represents the amount received 
during a 12-month period from the sale of farm products, Government 
payments in connection with the agrieultural-recov~ program, and 
mcome from work done off the farm but involving the use of farm 
animals or "'l.uipment. From this gross total, the expense for farm 
operation durmg the year was deducted to obtain net money income 
from farming.' 
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Increase or Decrease in Value of Crops Stored fer Sale and of Livestock 
Owned 

Nonmoney income from farming includes as one component the 
value of such of the yea.r's crops as are stored for sale instead of being 
converted into money. When crops are stored in the hope of obtaining 
more favornble prices at a later date, the farm operator defers resliza
tion of pert of his money income for the year. The estimated value 
of such stored crops, therefore, was considered a part of the year's 
nonmoney farm income. SimilarI.y, an increase in the value of a herd 
of livestock due to maturation and births represents a part of the yea.r's 
returns from the farm enterprise. Increases due to purchases of live
stock also were included in nonmoney income, since the amount spent 
for such livestock was included in farm expenditures. (See Glossary, 
Income, Farm Family: Crops Stored. and Livestock Owned, for a 
discussion of this proCedure and for examples of use of figures for net 
increase or decrease in value of crops stored and livestock owned in 
computation of net income.) 

Changes in the value of crops stored for sale and of livestock owned 
may be negative; net value may decrease rather than increase. For 
example, if during a drought year an operator sold livestock obtained 
in previous years, he would thereby decrease the value of his herds. 
Hi. money receipts from such sales would be treated as gross money 
income; the change in value of the herd would he a minus rather than 
a plus accounting item and would be subtracted from gross money 
receipts in computing gross and net farm income (money and non
money). Changes in value of stored crops and of livestock due to 
price !lhanges were Dot taken into account in the computation of Det 
farmmcome. 

Nonmoney Farm Income Used for Family Living 

Nonmoney income also includes the value of housing, food, and 
other products from the farm that are used for famil:r..living. For 
this study, the value of the occupancy of the farm dwelling was con
sidered a part of the family's nonmoney income from the farm, 
regardloss of whether the farm was owned or rented. Taxes OD an 
owned farm, interest if it is mortgaged and rent if the farm is operated 
on & rental basis, are commonly p&yabie on the entire farm; there is no 
feasible method of allocating part of this 8Xpen&8 to the farm dwelling. 
Since such expenditures are primarily for business purposes, all were 
included in farm-operating expenditures and deducted from gross 
money income from farming. Adjustment then was made by includ
illlL .... nonmonel' income the value of housing received. 

To evaluate food, fuel, and other products furnished the family by 
the farm, families were asked to state the quantities 01 such produets 
used dunng the year. Money value was then computed on the basis 
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relationship was found between current family income and total farm 
values. The average value of farm ls.nd and buildings tended to 
mcrease as income rose. Thus, in the Washington sample, nonrelief 
families in the income cls.ss $0-$249 operated fs.rme valued at an 
average of $2,420; the fs.rme of those with incomes of $5,000 or more 
had an average value of $15,575 (table 59). 

The tendency of renters to operate a larger acreage than owners in 
the same income class frequently is reflected in a higher average value 
of farms of renters than of owners. For example, in Oregon where 
the number of renters was sufficiently great to permit comparison of 
tenure group-s, in the income class $750-$999 the average value of 
land and buildings on rented fs.rme was $7,274; on fs.rme operated by 
owners, $6,852. Avernge acreages for the two groups were 104 and 
83. 

Family dwellings on rented fs.rme had significantly sms.ller avernge 
values than those on owned farms. For example, in Oregon in the 
three income classes $1,000-$1,249, $1,250-$1,499, and $1,500-$1,749, 
the average values of family dwellings of renters were $895, $1,144, 
and $1,144 respectively; of owners, $1,170, $1,328, and $1,510, 
respectively (table 59). In the three other sections, the two tenure 
groups (a.\l incomes combined) showed similar differences. Tenants 
may have occupied the farms on which dwellings hsd been a.\lowed to 
fa.\l into disrepair. Owners may hsve tended to increase the value of 
farm dwellings by improvements; those who build their homes prob
ably spent more thaD. landlords wonld spend for building tenants' 
houses. 

Family Income 

Dellnition of Farm Family Income 

Farm family income, as defined for this study, includes the income 
received by a.\l family members from both agricnltural and non
agricultural sources, as follows: (1) Net money income from the 
operated farm; (2) increase or decrease in value of crops stored for sale 
and of livestock owned;' (3) nonmoney farm income used for family 
living, i. e.! value of housing, food, fuel, and other products furnished 
the f8.mily by the farm; (4) net money income from sources other than 
the operated farm. Funds made available to the family through 
liquidation of capital assets or through the accumnlation of debt are 
excluded from income. 

Net Money Income from ,I.e Operated Farm 

Gross money income from farming represents the amount received 
during a 12-month period from the sale of farm products, Government 
payments in connection with the agricnltural-recovery program, and 
mcome from work done off the farm but involving the use of farm 
s.oima.!s or e'l.uipment. From this gross total, the expense for farm 
operation durmg the year was deducted to obtain net money income 
from farming.' 
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Increase or Decrease in Value of Crops Stored for Sale and of Livestock 
Owned 

Nonmoney income from farming includee 88 one component the 
value of such of the year's crops 88 are stored for sale instead of being 
converted into money. When crops are stored in the hope of obtaining 
more favorable prieee at a later date, the faml operator defers rea1iza
tion of part of his money income for the :year. The estimated value 
of such stored crops, therefore, was considered a part of the yea.r's 
nonmoney faml income. Similarly, an increase in the value of a herd 
of livestock due to maturation and births represents a part of the year's 
returns from the farm enterprise. Increases due to purchases of live
Btock also were included in nonmoney income, eince the amount spent 
for such liveetock was included in farm expenditures. (See Glossary, 
Income, Farm Family: Crops Stored and Liveetock Owned, for a 
discussion of this proCedure and for examples of use of figures for net 
increase or decrease in value of crops stored and liveetock owned in 
computation of net income.) 

Changee in the value of crops stored for sale and of liveetoek owned 
may be negative; net value may decrease rather than increase. For 
example, if during a drought year an operator sold liveetoek obteined 
in previous years, he would thereby decrease the value of his herds. 
Hi. money receipts from such sales would be treated 88 gross money 
income; the change in value of the herd would be a minus rather than 
a plus accounting item and would be subtracted from gross money 
receipts in computing gross and net farm income (money and non
money). Changes in value of stored crops and of livestock due to 
price !:hangee were Ilot taken into account in the computation of net 
farmmoome. 

Nonmoney Farm Income Used for Familv Living 

Nonmoney income also includee the value of housing, food, and 
other products from the farm that &re used for famill..living. For 
this study, the value of the occupancy of the farm dwelling was con
sidered a part of the family's nonmoney income from the farm, 
regardless of whether the farm was owned or rented. Tuee on an 
owned fa.rm, interest if it is mortgaged and rent if the fa.rm is operated 
on Ito rental basis, are commonly pltoyabie on the entire farm; there is no 
feasible method of allocating part of this expense to the fa.rm dwelling. 
Since such expenditures are prim&rily for business purposes, all were 
included in farm-operating expenditures and deducted from gross 
money income from farming. Adjustment then was made by includ
i~ as nonmoney income the value of housing received. 

To evaluate food, fuel, and other products furnished the family by 
the farm, families were asked to state the quantitiee of such products 
used dunng the year. Money value was then computed on the basis 
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of prices that families would have paid had they bought similar 
quantities of similar quality from neighbors or some other r,robable 
place of purchase. These values were higher than if who esale or 
farm prices had been used. The listing of quantities of specific foods 
as of milk, eggs, etc., encouraged a more careful evaluation of the 
products used; usually a higher figure was given than if the families 
had bean asked to make lump-sum estimates in terms of value rather 
than quantity. Money spent for the production of food and other 
products consumed by the family was included with fe.nn business 
expenditures. (See Glossary, Income,Farm Family: Farm Nonmoney 
Income, for further details of procedures followed.) 

Values placed upon farm-furnished products differed from one 
section to another. Availability of a market for food and fuel affected 
prices quoted. Families in a section near a. la.rge city, able to make 
Sales from a roa.dside stsnd or by delivering products to urban homes, 
doubtless charged their neighbors prices more nearly like thoss 
cha.rged by retail merchants than did families living in more isolated 
sections. These differences in values are partly responsible for dif. 
ferences in total value of nonmoney income reported in the four 
sections, though differences in practices of production for family use 
are a fe.ctor also.. . 

By including in total family income these nonmoney iteIn.9--'value 
of farm housing and of home-produced food, fuel, and other products 
used for family living-it is possible to measure the incomes received 
by farm families in terms roughly compara.ble to those of city and 
villa.ge fa.>nilies and, at the same time, to ple.ce families livmg at 
different d"lP'ees of urbanization in groups ha.ving a. similar potentia.l 
value of livmg. Obviously, a higher level of living can be atta.ined 
by the farm family that receives a $1,000 nef< money income than by 
the city family that has the same money receipts but must buy the 
food, shelter, and fuel tha.t the farm family ma.y have without direct 
expense. However, in comparing farm and city families, it must be 
remembered that the incomes of the former group, being part "in 
kind," are less flexible than those of the letter. 

Net Money Income from Sources OtherlThan the Operated Farm 

Money income from sources other than the farm includes net earn
ings and other. money income such as interest, dividends,.'pensions, 
rents from property. and small cash gifts used for family living. 
Income from earnings includes all net earnings of the operator or 
other family members from work other than that perte.inmg to the 
operated farm, and net family earnings from keeping roomers and 
boarders. Income of the two types (earnings and other) has been 
designated ''nonfarm'' in tables and in discussion where a short term 
is needed to distinguish it from the family's income from farm opera
tion. However, since earnings may include money receipts of family 
members working on farms other than the one they operate, the 
term "nonfa.rm" must not be interpreted as ''nonagdcultural.'' 
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Income Levels of All Fann Familia 

Income levels of Native-White, Unbroken Families (Eligible, Relief and 
NonrelieF Combined) 

Median rncome 

Median incomf<! of native-white, unbroken, relief and nonrelief 
families of farm operators ranged in the four farm sections from $1,039 
to $1,475, as follows: 

Farm section: M~ &Ieo1JN' 

~~~~~:::=:::::=:::::::::::::=::::=:::=: $~:~~ <lentnU ~ornia ___ . ___ .. ___ ._. ___ .. ____ .___ 1,379 
Southern ~orni& ••. __ •. _________ .__________ 1,475 

In ea<'h farm section, half of the operatom' families studied received 
incomes greater than and half received incomes less than the figures 
given above. These medians are higher than they would be for all 
families of farm operators in the sections because of the exclusion of 
certain groups from the income sample. (See Methodology, The 
Income Sample. Eligibility Requirements.) H families of all farm 
operators had been included-the foreign-born, .broken, onl~.person 
families, and those that had moved within the 12-month period 
preceding the interview-the medians would have been considerably 
lower. In the group of families with incomes below the median were 
those that had reC8.1ved relief at any time during the year! 

These medians show with fair accuracy the dividing linie between 
the upper- and lower-income halves of the group of nil tive-white 
unbroken families of farm operators in the four Pacific farm sections 
studied. Not all of the families eligible for inclusion in the study 
were able or willing to give complete information concern ng income, 
and there was no adequate method by which the incomes of these 
nonreporting families could be estimated. However there is evi
dence that such lack of success in interviewinl{ some ~ble families 
introduced no significant bias in the data obtained, but only reduced 
the size of the sample. (See Appraisal, p. 247, for a more compre
hensive evaluation of the sample.) 

Families studied in southern California had the highest median 
income of the four groups, $436 above that for W~ton families. 
The median for central California WllS also relatively high, hut that 
for Oregon was almost as low as for Washington. 

The median income of these southern California farm families was 
higher than that found in any comparable farm aection except Illinois 
(table 58), No comparison of this California group with the native
white families of the Southeast is possible because of differences in the 
tenure situation.' 
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The median income of the Washindon families reeembled that of 
families studied in the sections of Michlgan and Vermont where dairy 
farming is also one of the major types of agriculture. The median 
income of the Oregon families, a considerable number of whom prac
ticed general farming, was similar to that of families in the Ohio 
section where this type of farming prevailed to an even greater degree. 
Income in both of these latter sections was considerably below that 
in Lancaster County, Pa., known as one of the best general-farming 
sections in the country (table 58). 

In comparing data from the different States or regions, it must be 
borne in mind that small, specific farm-type sections are being com
pared, not the entire States or regions. The sections were not chosen 
to be representative of the States in which they are located and often 
include better farm land than is found in all parts of the State or area. 
In addition, it must be remembered that widespread drought resulted 
in unusually low farm incomes in some sections during the year of the 
study. Since climatic conditions within an area may cause such great 
fluctuations in agricultural receipts, comparisons of the different 
sections based on 1 year's fanning returns must be made with caution. 
In comparing medians there is the further limitation that differences 
in the receipt of income cannot adequately be 8XJ?ressed by a single 
figure; differences in characteristics of the distributions must also 
be examined. ' 

Distribution by Income 

. Almost half, 47 and 44 percent, of the farm families studied in What
com County, Wash., and in Marion and Polk Counties, Oreg., had 
incomes below $1,000, received relief, or sustained net losses for the 
year. Only about 5 percent had as much as $3,000 (table 4). The 
mcome figure by which theee farm families were classified takes into . 
a.ecount practically all sources of income available to them-money 
income from farm and nonfarm sources, and the money value of fann
furnished goods. 

Incomes in the California sections Were considerably higber than 
in those of the Northwest. Comparable percentages for southern 
California were: Families with incomes under $1,000, receiving relief, 
or sustaining net losses, 34 percent; families with incomes of $3,000 
or over, 15 percent. 

In table 4 relief families are not distributed by income because the 
data they furnished are incomplets as regards r:::lits of income 
in kind. As a consequence, the total number of f .. es (relief and 
nonrelief) in each of the lower-income classes cannot be given. Both 
the counts and t;?!,Jjercentages shown for the classes below $1,250 
are for nonrelief f .. es only; they therefore understate the numerical 
importance of these low-income groups. However

i 
information 

obtained concerning relief families, although incomp ete, indicates 
that the,)' would have fallen, practically without exception, into the 
group Wlth incomes below $1,250; hence the counts and percentages 
of families in the classes above this line, as shown by the table, may 
safely be taken to represent the relative importance, numerically, of 
these higher-income families among the native-white, unbroken fami
lies in theso regions. 
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TAB .... 4.-~AIDLT mooK.' N""""," 01 I_iii .. and per~. diolribuli ... "" 
reliaJ .IGI ... and ........... Pacifo; larm .oct ........ 1986-68 

(Wblto fammel that InaInde .. htubsnd and wtte. both natll'~boml 

Rel1oll\atUlaod tamD~" __ 
(- "'- ""'Ott CaItrorma;. 

.... 1I'al 
ClIllromta. 
... them 

Numbrr 1'#<"" Nu~~ """'" Nv~ - ~~ ....... """'" An 1'omiUai.. •• ~._ .... __ •••• _________ •• ... .00 L'" .00 100 .... 100 
= Re1Jef famlHf!s. __________________ 1113 ,. .00 • ,. • .. • N onrellei' tamUie. --... -- ._ .. - .., 84 1.788 .. ... .. 1,116 .. --Netto_I .••..• ______ .. __ .. 0 0 •• • 3 I .. • Nei 1noomea... __ _._- -- ._-- .. WI 84 ',778 •• 200 .. I,OBI .. 

0-240 ••• _____ . __ ••• _ .• _ •• -----;0 • 21 • • • .. • 2FiO-495'-. ___ -.- -_._ .... .. • ... • ,. • ,. • ~1.9. ____ ._ .. _ ...... __ .. 11 24. .. .. • .. • 7~ .• _______ ... __ ... _ 12' .. ... .. ., .. 10. • 1,000-1,'249 .•.• __ •••••• _ •• 116 .. ..7 " .. .. .. • 1.~1.<199_. ___ ... _ •••• __ .. 11 ... 11 SO 11 ... 10 
1,Il00-1.749. __ ._ . _ ... _--- 1M) 7 .84 • .. • .. 7 
l,760-1.9W •. _ - .. -_ ...... .. • .26 • .. • .. , 
2,oo;}-2,2-49 •. - - _._ ... - .. • .. • .. • .. • 2,2110-2.499 __ ... .. 8 .. • 12 • " • 2,:IOO-2,;0IMJ._. __ • _ •• __ .•• _ 80 • .. • '8 • 70 1 
S,(J(IO.4,!)!I9. _ •. _ .•.•....•• .. • 71 • 80 1 .. 7 
4.0IJ0..4.m •.••• • • 1. I • • .. • 6.000orovor t ... :::: : .. :: 8 • 22 1 8 • .. • 

, F.a.mtuee whole tarm and other bu!;tMa UpBtIMII an4lO111!1 uooe¢ed 1'arm and other income. &boa r. 
mlUDllna DO& loIaor nenUvCl tnoom&. (800 table N.) 

• I.url[t'at Income Ttlportcd: WBSb1ngton. betwoan t7.MO aDd StfUlOO; Ol'f$!Oo. betweaD $10.000 aDd $16.000; 
oootral O&l1tDrDla. botween '1&,000 and $2O.OOO;.ru.t.hom Calltorn.ia. over_1m. 

Estimates af Median Income aJ all Farm Families (Eli sible and (nelisible, 
Relief and NonrelieF Combined) 

The samples limited to native-white unbroken families obviously 
were not representative of all independent operato1'8 in the sections 
studied. Additional information concerning the incomes of the 
excluded groups was. therefore, obtained from a small sample in order 
to provide a basis for estimating the extant to which thmr exclusion 
influenced the income picture obtained. The foreign-born the fami
lies that had lived on their farms for less than a year, the coiored, one
p6l'8On, and broken families were numerically the most important of 
the groups that laclted representation, 

As woUld be a"Cpected the incomes of such families were found to 
be Bubstantiallr lower than those of families eligible for the study. 
When the median income of all families (eligible and ineligible, reJi8f 
and nonrelief) was estimated for each sectionl it ranlZed. from $165 to 

, $276 below the median bnsed on eli~ble fanulies onIy, The medisn 
income of all farm-operators' families (eligible and ineligible, relief 
lUld nonrelief combined) in each of the four farm sections studied was 
estimated to be as follows: 

~ ... t_ 
Farm eeot.ion: .-•• '*"-' Washlngton_________ _ _____________________ $1130 

Oregon_____________________________ ________ 960 
C.entral Califol'nia __________________ .. _________ 1.120 
Southern CaliCornia... __ • __ • _____________________ 1,200-

These mooians are only estimates and are in no sense as reliable as 
the mooian incomes of !J.e eligible families, since the sample of inl'li
giblo families was considerably smaller than tha~ obtained for the 
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eligible group. Th~ furnish a rough measure, however, of the extent 
to which the median mcomes of the families studied should be reduced 
if a picture of the income received by: all families of independent farm 
operators is desired. (See Apprsisal, pp. 253-259, for discussion of 
incomes .of inelig:ible families and for procedure followed in making 
these estimates.) 

Income level. of Native-White, Unbrolcen Families (Eligible, Nonreli"O 

Median rncome 

Nonrelief families comprised from 84 to 96 percent of the number 
eligible for study. Median income of this group, given below for the 
four farm sections, was considerably higher than that of eligible relief 
and nonrelief families combined: M_ ....... 

ofd' .... 
Farm oection: ...... :u:r ..... -lVaabingtoD-___ . _____________________________ $1,182 

(hegoD-_____________________________________ 1,199 
Central Californi,,_ ___ _ ______ _ _ ___ _ _ ____ _ _ __ __ 1,429 
Southern California_____ _ __ _ _ _ __ __ __ _ _ _ __ _ __ __ 1,534 

The m~tude of the differences between these medians for non
relief families and the medians for all eligible families given on page 19 
is related, of course, to the proportion of relief families in each &ample. 
In Washington, where 16 percent of the eligible families had received 
relief, the median for nonrelief families was $143 higher than that for 
relief and nonrelief combined. In central California, where only 4 per
cent were claseified as relief, the difference between the medians was 
but $50. 

It should be borne in mind that the medians for eligible nonrelief 
families are higher than for all nonrelief because of the exclusion of 
foreign-born families, those that had oJ!lll!:ted their farms for less than 
a year, the one-person, and other meligible families. Estimated 
medians for all nonrelief families regardless of eligibility are given on 
page 257. 

Distribution by Income 

The proportion of families below a given income level in each of 
the four farm sections is shown grst~:ally in figure 2. For example, 
50 percent of the families in Was' ton and Oregon bad incomes 
below $1,200, but only 38 percent of those in southern California. 
However, there were relatively more families in southern California 
with incomes below $500 (including those with net losses), 13 percent 
as compared with about 8 percent in the other sections, ~ite the 
fact that these southern California families as a group higber 
incomes (table 6). 

The concentration of Washington and Oregon families at income 
levels hetween $500 and $1,500 is evidenced by the steep slope of the 
curves between these points. In contrast, the curve for southern 
California is relatively Hat, indicating a more even distribution of 
frunilies. 

The wider dispersion of cases over the income seale in the California 
samples is also m evidence when eomJlarisons are made between the 
income ranges within which the middle 50 percent of families were 
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found. In southern California this middle range was between $829 
and $2,398; in central California, between $887 and $2,166; in Oregon, 
between $797 and $1,760; and in Washington, between $816 and 
$1,728. 
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Thus, wide difl'erencea in potenti&l levels of living were found 
within each section and among the four sections. Some families that 
were in the highest-income tenth in Washington would not have been 
80 classified in southern California. The most well-to-do 10 P':'~t 
of the Washington families had incomee above $2,393, the highest 
beinl{ in the income class $7,60Q--$9,999; in Oregon these families 
had mcomes above $2,525, the highest ~ in the class $1O,0~ 
$14,999; in central California, above $3,421, the h~hest being in the 
cl&88 $16,OOQ--$19,999; and in southern California this range was from 
$3,767 to over $20,000 (table 6). 

50_ 011_. (Eligib ... N ...... lief Families) 

Tho four components of net farm family ineom_et money inoome 
from farming, change in value of crops stored for sale and of livestock 
owned, nonmoney lOcomB from the farm used for family living, and 
net money income from sources other than the operated fann--mey 
be grouPed together in several waY" for analysis and diseussion. The 
first three items may be combined in order to obtain a picture of the 
family's total net income, money and nODlDoney, from the farm enter
prise. Net money income from sources other than the family farm is 
thus separated from returns from farm operation. A second possible 
grouping is the combination of the first and fourth components, thus 
obtaming total net money inoome from all so_, farm and other; 
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the combination of the second and third, providing total nonmoney 
income from the farm. Both methods of grouping have been followed 
in this study since the amount of farm income as contrasted with 
income from other sources is of concern for some analyses, while for 
others, facte as to amounte of money and nonmoney income are 
needed. 

The analyeis thet follows is, for the most part, in terms of income 
from the farm operated by the family and of income from other 
sources, called nonfarm, to distinguish it from receipte from the 
family's farm enterprise. (See p. 18 for a discussion of componente 
of nonfarm income.) 

In order to obtain a clear~ut picture of the year's net returns from 
the farm husiness (excluding the value of housing and of producte 
furnished the family) net money income from farming has been com
bined with the figure re~ting the value of the net increase or 
decrease during the year m crops stored for sale and livestock owned. 
Since the operator presumably could choose between holding his 
year's income in nonmoney form (as crops stored or livestock unsold) 
or transforming it into money by sales, the sum of these two figures 
gives a better picture of net returns from farm operstion (excluding 
producte furnished the family) than does net farm money income only. 

Income from fhe Operated Farm and NonFarm Income 

. Net farm income (money and nonmoney) furnished approximately 
three-fourths of the aggregate net income received from all sources 
by the nonrelief families in Oregon; about one-fourth came from 
sources other than the farms operated by the families (fig. 3). In 
Washington and central California, the J..'roportions were sjmjlar to 
those found in Oregon. In southern California the pattern changed; 
net income from farming supplied only two-thirds of the aggregate; 
income from nonfarm sources was relatively more important than in 
the three other sections (table 5). 

MONEY INCOME FROM OTHER SOURCES 

, .... ooeeee:e 
URNPI" loTttf:. 
Eodt disk_ ... 50 doIlan 

FIG""'" 3.-Average income of fann operators, Oregon fann oocUoD, 1935-36. 
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Net money income from fl11'Illing plus the increase (or minus the 
doorease) in value of crops stored and of livestock was larger than the 
seeond component of net farm income, the value of housing and 
farm-furnished products. when familiee of all income levels were 
~uped togetlll'r. It accounted for about one-half of total net family 
moome in the \V ashington and southern Calilornia farm sections. for 
41 P-8rcont in Oregon. and for as much as 59 percent in central 
CalIfornia. 

The second component of net farm income. nonmoney income from 
housing. food. fuel, and other farm-furnished ~s. made a substantial 
("on t.ribu tion to the well-being of farm familiee in all four sections. 
Its value represented 34 ~t of the aggregate net income received 
from all sources by families in Oregon and 25 percent in Washington; 
in central and southam Calilornia, 19 and 16 percent of aggregate 
inoome. 
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FlOUR.. 4.-&urces of family ineome: Percentage distributions of aggregats 
family income by aouroo for nonrelief familioa clasailied by income, 11l3.'H16. 
A, Oregon farm section; B, southern California farm section. 

The relative importance of each of these two components of net 
farm income changed as income rose. For ex&Inple, in Oregon, at the 
income level $()-$499, nonmoney farm income used for fa.rDiJ.y living 
-had an average value of $320 i at the level $3,000 or more, its average 
value had inci-e&sed to $704, Que in part to better housing and in part 
to more generous supplies of food and fuel. At the lower-income 
extremes, the average Value of net farm money income combined with 
the increase or decrease in value of crops stored and livestock was 
negative, -$33; at the upper..mcome extreme, the corresponding 
figure was $2,786. The increase in tot&! net farm income from $287 
to $3,490 thus was largely due to the increase in the net farm money 
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income adjusted for deferred sales. Nonmoney farm income used for 
family living was 90 percent of total net family income at the lower
income level and only 16 at the upper; net farm money income, 
adjusted for change in value of livestock owned and crops etored, rose 
from a n~tive figure to 65 percent. 

The pomt on the family mcome scaJ.e at whicb net. farm monev 
income adjusted for deferred sales became greater tha.n value of non
money income used for family Ii~ was at the $500-$999 level in 
W8l!hin~n and in central Califonua, at Sl,()(){I-$1,499 in southern 
Califonua, and at SI,5I)()..$1,999 in ~n. At all income levels the 
Oregon families tended to outrank those m the other sections in average 
value of bousing, food, and otber farm-furnished products. 

Money income from sourcee other than the operated farm averaged 
higher among the well-to-do families than among those less fortunate 
financially. Thus, in Oregon, in tbe income cl8i!s under 5500, it 
averaged $69; in the el8i!s S3,OOO or over, $840. At both levels it was 
19 percent of aggregate income, a proportion lower than at inter
mediate levels. 

A comparison of the relative importance of the different components 
of the total net income of familiee studied in Oregon and in southern 
California is shown graphically in figure 4. Net farm money income 
adjusted for deferred sales was about the same proportion of total 
income in each of the four income classes in the two sections. Marked 
differencee were observed, bowever, in the relative importance of the 
other income items. Home-produced food was a larger proportion of 
~~te income in Oregon than in SOUthem California at eaclt of the 
four mcome levels. In the latter section, housing, earnings from 
nonfarm employment, and other nonfarm income, .uch as interest and 
pensions, t'layed a more important. role tha.n in Oregon. 

The mB1ll di1ferencee between the two sections, therefore, were in 
the proportion of total net income received from the nonmoney items 
funnsbed the family by the farm a.nd in nonfarm money income. In 
California the value of family living received from the farm was a 
smaller percentage of total income than were nonfarm money receipts 
in the four income el8i!see sbown in figure 4. In Oregon, nonfarm 
money income was greater only at the highest-income level. 

Money Qnd Nonmoney Income 

Money income from all sources, fann and nonfarm, repl'f!Sellted 
more than one-balf of the total net income of the farm families in 
these four sections, ranging from 60 ~t in Oregon to 82 peroeul; 
in southern California. The greater lmportance of money income in 
the latter section is associated with higher average income from non
{ann SOntteB aDd lower nonmoney farm income than in other sections. 

Nonmoney income from soureee other tha.n the farm was not in
eluded in computing the total incomes of these farm families; housing, 
food, and other goOds and aern" .... received without direct ezpenae 
from nonfarm SOUl"Ces were of little importance. Of tho! two com
ponents of nonmonev income, the average value of bousing, food, and 
other products furnished the family by the farm ...... greater tban 
the average net change in value of crops stored for sale or of live
B~k owned. The fonner was four-fiftba 01' more of the nonmoney 
tot.aI in each of the four farm sections. (For a further discussion of 
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nonmoney income used for family living, see p. 17; of change in value 
of crops stored and of livestock, p. 17.) 

The importance of nonmoney mcome was greater at the lower than 
at the upper end of the income scale. Thus, in Washington, non
money income averaged $143 o.nd $244, respectively, in the two 
lowest $250-income classes (under $500) o.nd constituted more than 
one-half of aggregate income. At the upper end of the sca.Io, non
money income was considerably higher, averaging $691, $1,025, ll.Ild 
$1,026, respectively, in the three classes, $3,OOH3,999, $4,000-
$4,999, o.nd $5,000 or over. But in each of these classes, nonmoney 
income was less than one-fourth of the aggregate (table 60). 

Income f.om the Operated Fann (Eligible, Non.elief Families) 

Net Farm Income 

familia wtth farm Income Only 

All of the families studied engaged in commercial farming d~ 
the year; that is, they grew crops or raised livestock for sa.Ie. 
However, fewer than one-half of the families in any section depended 
upon farming only as a source of livelihood. Thus 40 percent of the 
farm families studied in central Ca.Iifornia, 35 in Washington, 34 in 
Oregon, and 29 in southern Ca.Iifornia had no money income from 
sources other than the operated farm. In Washington and southern 
California the proportion of families depending on farm income only 
was greater in the income levels below $1,000 than in those above. 
Nearly half of such families in Washington had incomes less than 
$1,000, compared with fewer than one-third of those that supple
mented their returns from farming by nonfarm work. In southern 
Ca.Iifornia the corresponding proportions were 42 and 27 percent. In 
Oregon relatively more of the families with incomes under $500 than 
of those with incomes in the middle range depended upon the farm 
a.Ione. 

Familia with losses hom Farming 

Not all of the farm famjljes in these four sections had net income 
from farming; some were classed as having net losses, i. e., their ex
penses for farm operation exceeded their gross receipts from agricul
ture. Net losses from the operated farm were rel?orted by 11 percent 
of the nonrelief families in the southern Califorrua section; by 3 per
cent in central Ca.Iifornia; by 2 percent in Oregon; and by fewer tho.n 
1 percent (3 out of 697) in Washington. The average net farm losses 
of these unsuccessful families were $304, $749, $380, and $72, respec
tively, in the four sections. Many of these families had income from 
nonfa.rm sources that exceeded their net farm losses and thus saved 
them from reporting negative tota.I family incomes, i. e., net losses on 
ill business underta.Icings during the ye&r. Thus in southern CaJi
fornia, only about one-fourth of the families with net losses from 
farming were classed as having negative tota.! incomes (net losses); 

. the remaining three-fourths were scattered through severa.! income 
classes though more were below than above the $1,500 line (table 68). 

t or the 1,8lI0 ramflles siudiod In the 4 seotlons. Il'OM (naome tram soJe otal'm products wu reported bran 
bull9 (table 62~~e.se 19 rum open,ton that:lCld nothlDa repoded eomple&e destructitm 01 tbe crop 01 
other UJlWJWt.l c Ianoe. 
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Many of the ,aromM with negative total incomes were in business 
on a. relatively large scale. In both Oregon and southern Cs.lifornia, 
the a.verage fa.rm-opera.ting expenditures of such net-loss families were 
&imila.r to those reported by families with incomes of $3,000 or more. 

The number of families with net money losses from farming was 
considera.bly a.bove the number with net loeses from the whole farm 
enterpriee; nonmoney farm income,largely in the form of bousing and 
food, kept ma.ny a fa.mily from having a net loss when farm ~ndi
tures exceeded money receipts. For example. in southern Cs.lifornia 
where 125 families reported net loeses from a.Il farm opera.tion, 272, or 
more than twice the numher, reported net money losses (tables 60 and 
68).'· 

Dlmibvtlon by Not Farm Income 

When the families studied were distributed a.eoording to net income 
received from fa.rminl\'. the entire distribution was moved dOWDward 
on the income sea.le m reletion to the distribution by total fa.mily 
income. Thus, in Washington the proportion of fariillies with in
oomes below $1,000 (including those Busta.ining net 10BBeB) was 37 
percent when they were eIa.ssed hy total net fa.mily income and 59 
when they were e1assed by net income from fa.rming only. In Oregon, 
the two percentages were 39 and 59.l. in central Cs.lifornia. 31 and 46; 
in southern Cs.lifornia, 31 and 57. 'Hie shift was greatest in the last
na.med section, where income from nonfarm sources constituted the 
largest proportion of total income (table 6). 

Median net farm incomes were markedly below median total fa.mily 
incomes as would be anticipated: 

Melli .. _/.,.. 
JIk'lmI# tI/ uwaU/ 

Farm _tion, ,..... 
~ .. b1ngton___________________________________ S864 
(negon_______________________________________ 835 
Central Californla _____________________________ 1.060 
Southern ~ornia _______________________ ._.__ 821 

Differences between these media.ns and those for total fa.mily income 
were: $318 in the Washington section, $364 in Oregon, $369 in central 
CaliIornia.. and $713 in southern Cs.Iifornia. where nonfarm money 
income was most important. With the elimination of income from 
nonflU1ll sources the income ranking _of the four sections was chanf5ed; 
sou them California. which had the highest median of the four sections 
when clossed by total income. was lowest when massed by median net 
fa.rm income. (For a presentation of sources of income of families 
dassoo by net farm income see table 61.) 

Gloss Fann Income 

Gross farm income as defined for this study inmudes the following: 
, (I) Gross money income from agriculture (sale of farm ~roducts. 
AgriCl!!~lIral Adjustment Administration bene6.ts a.nd rentals, I income 

-&meolu..&famI1IMbad DetmcmeyJ-.cml7~oIlhtlllllltliedfatlMNdta~~of 
fhrNwc.t akmc witb exppdlturlil fDr rum open.tioa. Sinoe IIIlCh JIIllft .... ~ abo In<'ludtod 111m no. 
tnob(I'1InNmf\...Obe en", otbrc tt.otbNlD U. eompatatioDoIloG.)t:w-t tnNn»CWDltt klaN.. Bee 0....,..,. .. 
lmwn.. htm hIDU,J' Gns- 8IGNd.ud.Ll.ftIIOok Owaed.rarUSJ:pbM*M or u.~Gf~ 
Glllf't\l&.oet.. • 

u Includetl All!llODe7 ~ (u.pt 1oaDI11Mlh'tld froID tM OCI.dlB t: under lite N'limltDnl
~\'t!O' prucnun. anab as. J'el"tOlpb tram ale of I~ 11:1 OoTW1lllHlllt toO ~te droUIhl ~.MY. 
DlGftIl'T "'"'tVGd from tb. Oo1'wntDflDl tbr~ of U~ d-..aDd for nwulatiDI farm prodlld:ioa 
ill ~ wi",. tpeelAod eoa&noC.. 

IG1 39 .• 
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from labor off the f&rm involving use of f&rm m&ebinery or work a.ni
mals); (2) nonmoney f&rm income used for family livingJ i. e., value 
of housing, food, and other products furnished the family Dy the farm; 
(3) net increase or decre&se in the value of crops stored for sale and 
of livestock owned.'· 

TA1ILlO 6.-NlIT ~AJlILY AND,.,..,. P..,.HINCQIDII: Numlwr and poromlaqo ~ 
by • ....",.. of fomil;'. clcuijied by family income and by ... form --. Pacijic 
farm .ediono, 19S5-SfJ 

[White IHlm6ltet tamIIlet UJat lnolude almlband and l'I'1fe. both D&lIve-eomJ 

DlstdbutioD of ramIIIes classlfled D13tr1butIon of famI]jes classtfted 
by- b .... 

Inoome class (dollats) 

ToIalnet_1 Net rum in· TOlalnet~:nn1 N ............. ...... ineome I e»me I ....... ' 
WASHINGTON OREGON 

Ham! .. - Nu ..... - ~~ - Nu ..... P ...... AD tnCOJI16 clamIcs ___ •• ________ ".". __ fin 100 fin .00 .00 '.188 .00 
Net losses _______ "." __ • __________ • • • (»100 I. I .. • Net lnoomot-______ ." ___ . __ • ____ 0117 100 OW " "" .. ','" .. 

0-•. ______________ . ____ • ___ 
I. I .. • 21 I ... • 25G-4D1L __________ ._ ._. ______ fa • 11. " ... 7 ..,. .. 600-749. _______________ ." ___ .. 13 128 .. ott .. .,. .. 7w-991t ___ ._.". _____ • ________ 

121 11 111 11 288 I. .., 15 I,OOO-1,24tL _______________ • __ U. 17 .. " "" .. ... ,. 
1~1,4D1L ... ________________ .. • 3 .. • 2M 11 188 • l,a:M1-1,7.fIL ___________ 0 ______ .. • .. • ... •• ... 1 1.130-1,999 ________ • __________ .. 7 3D • , .. 1 .. • Z.UOO-2,249 ___________________ ., • " • .. • .. • 2,250-2, ___________ • __ • __ ._. 

211 • ,. 2 .. • .. • 2,601)-2,999 _______ . __________ • 30 • II • .. • .. • 3.!J00-3,m ___ " _. __________ • __ .. • 1 1 Tl • .. • •• 090-4.999 ____ • ____ • ______ • __ • 1 • I " 
, .. 1 .6,000 at over _________________ • , • , ,. 1 ,. • 

OALIFORNIA.OENTRAL CALIP'ORNIA. SOUTHERN 

AlllDOOID8 cla3seIL _______ ._ ._. ______ ... 100 ... 100 ~1I' 100 1,llA '00 
= Net lossea. ____ . __ . ___ ._. _____ • __ S • 8 • " • '''' 11 Net ~. __ . __ • __ ". __ .". ______ 2M .. 28' '" " "'" '" ... .. 

Q-:MO. ______ •• 0 ______ • ______ • • • 71 ,. .. • '" 13 5-499 _____ . ________________ 

" • 31 II '0 • • 30 .. MlO-749 _____ ••• __ ... ________ • .. • .. • ," • !2l 11 140-999. ____ • ________________ 
37 .. 37 13 HII • ,00 • 1,OOI)...}, _____ • ___ • __ • _______ .. II 81 .. .. 8 .. • 1.~).4P9 ___________________ 
30 18 22 • '06 •• ., • l,500-J,14!L ___ ,. 1. 211 • .. • .. • 1,7"1,009_ 0 ____ ::::: :::=:=:: .. • " • .. 1 IT • 2,000-2,* _________ • _______ 0_ 

" • I. 0 .. • .. • 2.2m-2,499_ • ____ • ____________ 12 • ,. 0 11 • 33 • 2.llOO-2,M.. __________ • ___ • __ 
13 • • , TO 7 .. • 8,(01)-3,999. ___ - ___ • ________ ._ 20 1 12 • .. • .. • 1,IJOO.-4,M_. ____ • ____________ • • 1 • .. • .. , 

5.000 or over_ ._". _____ ." •.• __ • • • • ' .. • .. • , 
1 Total nel ramJJy Inoome lncludea bel Income fron'r farmlnr (money and DODmaney) and Det tDOII&J' m.. 

ecme from emp)oJUl8DI: olber Ulan oporatton of the fam!ly farm and. from other,nonfarm &aroeI. 
I See Glossary, IDOClIDe. Farm Family; Farm. InGOlQ8~ Net. I . 
t 0-150 pecoeut; or Jess. -

The figure so obtained for gross f&rm income 4098 not include 
value of farm products used in the payment of share ntJIt and therefore 
may underrepresent gross income from agricult~ in &re8S where 
rentals a.re commonly paid with farm products. Th, figure for gross 

II EIOludeI dbteruoea to. ftlue 411610 price cball&& 
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money income may include receipts from the S&le of crops stored the 
previous year or of livestock obtained before the report year began." 

Average gross income from farming received oy the nonrelief 
families varied greatly in the four sections: 

Fann _0n: t::::r:.= lVasbingtoD_. ________________________________ Sl,881 
~-----________________________________ 2,008 
()aot~~orDia ____________________________ 3.206 
Southern California..__________________________ a. 218 

However, fann operating expenses also varied considerably, being 
much higher in southern California than in Washington; as a con
sequence, the figures for average net farm income in these two sections 
show less dllference than for gross income, being $1,305 and $1,046, 
respectively (table 62). 

Receipts from the sale of farm products a.ooountsd for the j?!tl&ter 
part of total gross farm incom-S7 percent in southern Californi&, 
85 percent in central California, 79 percent in Washington, and 69 
percent in Oregon. Next in importance were the nonmoney con
tributions to family living-housing, food, fuel, ice, and other products 
amounting to 10 percent of _gross income in southern Californi&; 11 
in central California, 18 in Washington, and 25 percent in Oregon. 

Gross fann income from other sourcee-A. A. A. benefits and 
rentals, labor involving use of fann equipment or work animNs, and 
net increase in vNue of crops stored and of livestock owned-together 
a.ooounted for no more than 6 percent of the total in any of the four 
seotions. The low average receipts from these sources are due, 
pa.rtJy, to the relatively emall number of fann fmnilies having income 
of each type. Government payments of A. A. A. benefits and rentals 
were reportsd by only 1 percent of the nonrelief fmnilies studied in 
southern California, 7 in Washington, 13 in central Californi&, and 
16 percent in Oregon. Only about 10 percent of the families in each 
section had money receipts from labor involving use of fann machinery 
or animals, BUch as use of teams for road work or use of a tractor on a 
neighboring fann. 

Incnase or 0.- In Val •• 01 "- S/ored and 01 LI_oc:k Owned 

A family may defer realizing on the year's income by storing crops 
for we or by keeping in its herds eattle born during the :rear, or it 
may increase herds through purchases of livestock, thereb1 mcreasing 
its net worth. Whether a family defers wes of crops or mcrea.ses its 
livestock inventories deJ>6Dds upon the type of farming practiced, 
market and crop conditions, and the famil,'s economic status.. For 
example, in southern California where fruit crops are too perishable 
for long storage and very little 'livestock is owned, 92 percent of the 
nonrelief frunil;es reported no change in the value of either of these 
items. In the central Cnliforni& aection, 77 percent of the group 
"'ported no change (table 66) • 

• V1Iolu@or"'1'Nlt..,1IM urirhmll'l ~hIde4 .. D tkIm oltdlrml\tioD (Ill tho IDeamewebedDle. Dot 
• PrimalT ~ 01 oba.tn!n& arc- lDoome ..., IG aid. In ~ • ..n&bh ~ 1br net moome. 
noq9Wt &Id "'Il'nts ... ubd later Co wrrUe tn &be 'ftlu8 01 m.n, rent on Lbto .. berodul.-.bd 'Che data ID 
obC:aUwd Dan betrob IabWatad ("'e7). T .. pertIfID.,.ot DDONlW fam1laI tD.aebllCtiaD Ut&\ nollOlW. 
UII! (I' tvm produetl tor P.TmNit 01 some _ Ill) tell" wu: III w~ J ~ 806lhern Caliloruia. 
5; On-coo. l~ at'ntral C$lUorlIJa. ~ PN't"6Ilt. Had the fttt. of fUm prod~., U!fId broeA acM.4 to croa 
farm. Inoome., '&he .~ W'OUl<t ha .... t.a ~ bJ' a"prozimatlalY 153 or I.e PII"OIftt. in ~ by 
D.'IorlU; PN't-'Nlt In o.ntralCalifonlia; abd b., Wor 1.8 peftlPDt In IIOQUwn CalUornia. In the Wuh!nt1oU 
~ lh. in_ wuWd han bee1l...,.u.lbIa. See OIoaarY~ hnD lneome. erc.ps Bt.on!d aDd. UTlll5tOek 
OW"Ded.. tor an aampt.e Utuscn_ 1ICluIioD .. ....,...apu J'eIlM8G_ ~ ...... tD .... ----
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In Washington, where dairy herds and poultry flocks could be built 
up in a good year or depleted when income was low, approximately 
one-half of the families reported some change in the value of livestock 
(cattle and poultry) owned or crops stored; 29 percent reported 
net increases and 21 percent, net decreases. The average value of the 
increases was $206 for each family having them; the average value of 
the decreases, $IM. Increases were made more often by families in 
the higher-income levels that were able to put some of current receipts 
for the year into the farm enterprise. Distributed by family income, 
the 'proportion of families having increases rose from 22 percent in 
the moome class $0-$999 to 45 percent in the group having mcomes of 
$3,000 or over. The proportion having decreases was approximately 
the same, about 23 percent, at these two income extrem ... (table 66). 

In the fruit- and general-farming section of Oregon, 61 percent of 
the nonrelief families reported no chan~e in value of crops stored or 
livestock owned; 26 percent reported mcreases averaging $426 per 
family; 13 percent had decreases that averaged $207. Here the 
proportion of famil; ... that were buil~ up herda, and perhaps storing 
some croPBt increased from 19 percent m the income class $0-$999 to 
52 percent m the class $3,000 or over. 

Expenditures for Fann Operation 

Farm o~ting expenditures were grouped for analysis in 12 
elaTes- Hired farm labor; liv ... tock; feed; fertilizer, sprays; seeds, 
plants, tre...; wMbinery, tools; gasoline, oil; repairs on buildings and 
fences; taxes, insurance; interest, refinancing; rent, other expenses, 
including crates, threshing, hauling, irrigation, etc. The item 
designated as ''livestock'' ineluded the purchase of liv ... tock to build 
up herds, as well as that for resale; hence it represented in some cas... 
capital as well as operating expenditures. This procedure was 
followed because of the farmer's inability to separate individual 
transactions of the year into the two classifications. (See Glossary, 
Farm Income, Crops Stored and Livestock Owned, for discussion 
of this point and, an ~lanation of the method used to offset such 
disbursements in obtainmg a net farm incowe figure.) 

Marked variations were found in average farm operating expendi
tures in the four sections as follows: 

Farm aeetion: ~~=-
l¥~__________________________________ $83S 
~ ___________________ ~__________________ 927 
CeoIDl California ___________ • _________________ 1,812 
SouU>em Califomia. ___________________________ 1,913 

Intelsectional differences are associated with differences in the type 
of farming and in the proportion of families carrying on fairly 1arge
scale farm enterprises that call for comparatively great money 
outlays. 

The relative inlportance of the different expenditure items also 
varied from one section to another. Thus feed was the largest item 
in the Washington daily and poultry section; hired labor, in Oregon 
and central California; and irrigation, crates, contract services that 
could not be separated into labor and material, as services of spraying, 
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and the other 8ubitems grouped together as "other farm expendi
tures" in southern California. 

As would be expected, expenditures of certain kinds closeIr ass0-
ciated with volume of business were much greater at upper-mcome 
levels thlm at lower. Thus, in Washington, expenditures for feed 
ranged from an average of $232 for 10 fa.milies m the income class 
$0-$249 to $2,996 for 8 families that. had incomes of $5,000 or more. 

Expenditures for taxes and insurance are a.ffected by tenure as 
well as by tax rates in the different sections." The proportion of 
families spending for interest and refinancing charges is a rough 
indication of ths jlroportions that had mortgaged-owned f&l'Ins or 
had given chattel mortgages on stock and equipment. Only 38 
percent of the frunilies studied in Washington had such obligations, 
compared with 45 percent in Oregon, 47 in central California, and 58 
percent in southern Califoruia. Average expenditures for interest 
and for refinancing loans constituted about 6 percent of the total 
expenditure for farm operation and livestock purchases of Washing
ton, Oregon, and central Califoruia fa.milies. and 13 percent of the 
total in southern California (table 69). 

Net Money Income from So_ Other Than the Operated Fonn (Eligible, 
Nonrelief Families) 

MOllOY income from sources other thlm the operated farm, or non
farm income, includes: Net earnings from work other than that per
taining to the farm enterprise; other net money income such as inter
est, dividends, pensions, rents from propert;v, profits, and smo.ll cash 
gifts used for family living. Income of this sort ranged in amount. 
from an averll{:e of $340 per family in Washington to $678 in southern 
Califoruia, in UDl'ortance from 22 percent of ~egate family income 
iu the central Califoruia section to 34 percent m southern Califoruia. 

In studying this and other components of farm family income it 
should be borne in mind that the group of families within each income 
class is not necesasrily homogeneous in respect to income sources. 
Any one income class may include frunilies that had little or no income 
save from the operated farm, families of part-time operators that 
dopended upon work other than farm operation for most of their 
mone;v income and used farm products largely for home consumption, 
families that received sizable proportions of their income from each 
source althougb farm receipts exceeded those from nonfarm occupa
tions and investments. As a consequence of this lack of homogen61ty 
the relationship between income received from any one SOUl'e8 and 
the family-income level is no~ alwaya consistent. The problem of 
dispersion within the pup is espeeio.lly apparent in analyzing data 
coneerui.ug the upper-mcome clasSes in which the number of cases is 
smo.ll. 

In order to obtain a more clesr-eut pictul'8 of the importance of 
nonfarm income than is furnished by classifying fa.milies by totsl 

.. The numtoer 01 fIlmn_ report1na ~ for taftI. and ~ lD tatd& a .. ..,... tbu tbII 
Dnmblw t"l~Ift«l., OWtMn tn mbit> a ~ I!IIOlDe rutin&: ramlU. ~ lmIlr1mot OIl Cbf.Jr U~ .. 
~ fkiru.l'oIliM fentH's abo patd rarm peneul.~ cu.ODli~ aDd IInIlmadliDlll']'. S1znl.. 
;'~I rcuntll of r.mU\f18 reportirut upmdUunator n.a.l o(jud aDC1 bWld.iapiDdudli ...,tamw.tba& ... 

lied .. OWDlln (p.arC e .. een). 



iBoome from all sourees, a spooial tabulation. classifying families by 
net farm income was made (table 61). This indicates clearly that the 
families with 10 .... net farm moomes tended to be those having high 
incomes from sources othel' \hall the farm enterprise. In the Oregon 
section average money income from such soureea was considerably 
higher II.IIl(lDg the families whose net farm incomes were 1>elow $500 
than among those with large!: returns from farming: 

AWl'. 1lMfaym .~ 
Net.fann Income class: 10""", $0-$249 _______________________________________ $696 

$250-$499_____________________________________ 657 
$560-$749_____________________________________ 384 
$750-$999_____________________________________ 279 
$~OOo-$1~9---------------------------------- 186 $1,250-$1,499__________________________________ 195 
$1,500-$1,149__________________________________ 168 

In only two of the seven net farm income cl8.8Ses above $1,750 did 
average nonfarm money income of these Oregon families exceed $200 
(table 61). Nonfarm mcome of families in the three other Pacific 
farm sections studied showed a similar tendency to decline as farm 
income increased although in southern Ca.Iifornia difi'erenees between 
the high and the low farm income groups were less marked. 

When families were classified by total income from all sources 
(the scheme of classification followed UDiformly throughout the 
consumer pUl'chases stud},), average receipts from nonfarm sources 
increased in successively lrigher-income classes with the single excep
tion of the top income class in can tral Ca.Iiforma. In Oregon average 
nonfarm income of families having such receipts was $69 in the in
come class So-$499, and $840 in the class $3,000 or over (table 7). 
This is not surprising, since a family with high nonfarm money 
income could not fall in a low family-income class unless it had haa vy 
farm losses, i. e., negative net farm income that offset such nonfarm 
receipts. 

In Washington and Oregon the proportion of total family income 
derived from sources other than the operated farm tended to be some
what lower at the extremes of the income scale (i. e., in classes UDder 
$500 and in those $3,000 or over) than at the intermediate levels. 
This is related in part to the foot that l?art-time farm families who 
derived a considerable proportion of th8ll" incomes from ea~ in 
enterprises other than farm operation tend to be in the intermediate
income clo.sses. In southern Ca.Iiforma, families in the income class 
So-$499 had average net money losses from farming and, therefore, 
low average total farm income. Consequently, income from nonfarm 
sources was important--49 percent of aggregate family income. 
Here, too, part-time tarmers were few at low-income levels. Of 91 
such farmers in tbis section, 12 were in income cl8.8Ses under $750; 
54, in the class $75H1,999j and 25. at higher levels. 

Of the two components of money income from sources other than 
the operated farm, earnings were of the greater importance, represent
ing 83 percent of total nonfarm income received by fa.milies in the 
ferm sections studied in the Northwest and 74 percent in the two 
California sections. Other income such as from investments of 
various types, pensions, and gifts, comprised only one-fourth or less 
of the total (table 7). 
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TABLm 7.-lf'ONJ'ABV 1I0NST DfOOUa;: Num.&er of familia hoviflg IGf'ninga (Jf' 6tMr 
money income from aMlTOBa othtn' than tka operated farm, and GtJe1'age amou"''' 
rBport.G, by in ... """ Pacific farm _ions, 19S5-S8 

(WhIM DODtelIef ramw. that inalude a ha,band and ~ both D&Uve-band 

Families having nonfarm 
money income trom-

A vmage • nonfarm mono,. illcome ""m-
AlI .... " ... 

Stot6 nnd flunU,.-lnOO1Jl9 J'aml· S ...... .0"",," cl&sa (dollon) "., 
Any R_ other 

....... n' Earn- otb .. 
""", .. , ".p' thah age lor lllps 'ho" """- Amount totft1 """" lnpl famJly iDgs' 

I"""". -
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Earnings from Work nof Pertaining to the Operated Farm 

Eo.rnings classed as "not from the operated farm" or "nonfarm" 
include: Net earnings of individJlals from work not pertaining to the 
family's farm enterprise; net earnings of the family group from keep
ing roomers and boarders and from other joint enterprises. Fa.milies 
furnishing income schedules were asked to report separately the 
earnings of each member from occupations other than operating the 
family farm." Data thus obtained tell which family members earned, 
how much each received, the number of weeks during which each 
had any nonfarm employment, and the type of occupation followed. 

All earnings were attributed to some family member except the 
net receiets from keeping roomers and boarders, which were rscorded 
as a family undertaking. In addition, in occasional instances, small 
money earnings were not allocated to individuals because they 
amounted to only a few dollars per person or were joint enterprises. 
These unallocated earnings were negligible, averagmg less than 50 
cents per family in all but the Oregon section, where they amounted 
to $2 per family. (See table 63 and Glossary, Income, Farm Family, 
Nonfarm Money Income; also Glossary, Occupational CIsssifieation.) 

Any family member who worked for pay at some undertaking other 
than the farm enterprise was classed as an earner no matter how little 
he made or how short his period of employment. No attempt was 
made to limit the term "earner" to persons making a specified amount 
or working for a definite number of full-time days. Earnings of 
f...mily members were not eepsrated according to whether they were 
from agriculture (as from work for other farmers) or from industry; 
instead they were classed as derived from wage-earner, clerical, or 
business and professional occupations. This procedure of recording 
earnings off the operated farm differs from that used in the 1935 
census of agriculture, which recorded only the earnings of the oper
ator and classified these as from agricultural or nonagricultural 
occupations. 

Opportunities for farm family members to earn determine to a 
great extent the proportion of fa.milies having such money income 
and the amounts they receive. The four sections differed more in 
the average amounts of earnings than in the proportion of families 
having members engaged in money-making nonfarm enterpriees. 
The amount earned ranged from a.n ave~ of $282 for nonrelief 
fa.milies in Washington to $502 in southern California; the proportion 
of families ha.ving earners, from 45 percent in central California 
to 55 percent in Oregon. At pra.etically all income levels, farm 
families in southern Clilifornia had higher average earnings than did 
those in the other three sections (table 8). 

In the two Northwest sections families with incomes $1,000 to 
$3,000 tended to receive a larger proportion of aggregate income from 
earnings than did families either ahove or below this range. In 
southern California earning:! provided. approximately ·as much of 
aggregate income in the lowest- as in the intermediate-mcome elssses. 

n MODe1 returnJ from work done ott' the farm bllt lnvolv1nc use of farm alnud. or equlpment 'We 
considered part oHarm lnoom&. p. 18. ReceIpts f'rmn sales or farm product3 at; 8 tal\dslde stand were eTused 
as montl}' income from open.ted farm, If famUy members !Old home-made products involvlnJ; household 
Jabor, 811 homo-made JelHea or eandy. tba Det receipts WG1'G entered as the nonfarm earnings of the peI"WD 
responsible for the enterDrlJe. If aevetal ~ pnrtfclpatad and such earmnp could not be aliooa1e(l lD 
Ind! vlduals. the,' Wf!r8 cl8880d Ita unallocated. nonfarm. eamlnp. 



FAMILY lNCOMlll--PAOIFIC, PLAINS AND MOUliTAlN' REGIONS 37 

In the income classes under $50~t the proportion of families with 
nonfarm money et'rnings was smaller than at intermediate levels. 
This is related m part to the distribution of the partrtime farm fami
lies, depending largely upon such earnings for m:!~tT income. In 
Washington, 63 of the 83 nonrelief partrtime farm f .. es were in the 
income group $750-$1,999; in Oregon, 115 of 158 such families; in 
southern California, 54 of 91. 

TABLII 8.-.. 0NYA .... 110..,... BAmmfOS: Numb.r aM per~ o" .. milia Iaaoing 
earn • ..,. from """ ... _ Ihan the ."..-1_ .....-age amovftla ... mod, and 
~. of lola! ! .. mil,l i_ rloriIIed from auch earn • ..,.,' bv i_me, PacijU: 
farm "diona, 1936-36 
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Eaming. of Husbands, Wives, .... d OIM .. 

Husbands contributed from 74 to 86 percent of the aggregate non
farm e...-ninf;s of these· farm families; an other family membem to
gether contnbuted only 26 percent or less. Thus in Oregon, average 
earnings per family were $289; of this $213, or 74 percent, WIls from 
husbands. In Washington, husbands contributed $244, or 86 per
cent, of the average earnings of $282; in central California, $226, .or 
78 percent, of the average earnings of $291; in southern California, 
$432, or 86 percent, of the average of $502 (table 9). 

TABLE 9.-PAHILY J4EImERS BAVING NON'l'ARK IIO)iEY EABN'INClS: 1 Peruntage 01 
hwbands, toWU, and other fa-finly msmbsr. having cami1i9B from ~ other than 
1M .1"'atea fa",,? cmd pSTcmtago of total _farm earnings dorived from "tuba_, 
by i""""",, Pacifo; farm .eeliom, 1985-86 

[White oomeller!amJl1cll that fnclndo. husb:md and ~ boUJ uatlve-bom] 
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. These larger contributions -of hnshands were ilue 'both to the-greater 
"proportion of husband!! than df .other family members who worked for 
money, and to the fact that ~ earnings of bread~ husbands 
exceeded those of other family members. For example. In Oregon 
average earninga of brea.dwinning husbands were $519; of wives. $165; 
of other mmily members 16 0'1: older. $179; of other family members 
ander 16,132. La the threeet.lt6l' seefoions LIte posiOOa of the b.mband 
as a eontributol' to nonfarm 8&I'Ilings was ~ (table i\!). 

Wives earned in 15 peroeo.t. ol. the DOnrelief lami.litls In the Oregon 
tfarm sooti(m &ad ia .hoYt. 5 peroent of th_ ill Washingt.en BUd C&ii
IforW&.. Had earninga from 1'OOmer9 and boarders been aI1oca.ted to 
:the wife. instead of beiog ~nsiderea retumstr..m a family under
'-taking, itb_ p6l'C8nta.ges wouldha". ahm.st doubleau. all ~tions 
11&"" Oregon. There the proportion (){ families with l'eCeipts from 
.. _ era and Imuders, • peroent ... aa ool'l8iderabl,y below that, 15 
~t. in which wives eamed at i>tber _terprises. The la.rgel" pro
JPMt.ion of Oregon wi_ that !wi JronfIll'Dl employment evidently is 
Itbe result of ~ opportunitv for oeeuional employmeat, euch 
eabop and beny pic~ or n~eultural ~oocuptlt.iotm. 
Their average earninga were mach smaller than the average for wiws 
in the other sections and a greeter proportion of them were BDJ:aged 
in ~ oocupatiOllB. The IIIlJIMl maract<risti"" appear In the 
data on nonfann earnings for family members other than husband or 
wife in Oregon (tables 11, 63, and M). 

Family members other than the husband or wife accounted lor 18 
110 37 percent of all the nonfann earners. Their oontributioos, how
teWl", were an e~ smaller pI'OJ.>W'tioa of aggregate nonfarm earnings-
Rletween 8 and 16 percent, mnee 80 many who found employment 
'8&rnNi but Iiule. The IllRjoritv of these eAmers Wft"8 sons and daugh
ters 16 or older. In Oregon. ehildren under 16 constituted 9 percent 
of the earning group but in the three other sectinns they ware 8 peroent. 
or fewer. 

Sons, dau!!ht.ers, and other family members 16 or older (not hus
band or wife) doubtless eontributed far more to total fnmil,y income 
bv their work on the home farm than by the money they gained 
working elsewhere. Th.- who had nonfarm ell1ployment reported 
earnings that averaged $179 in Oreeon, S221 in Washingt<m, $393 in 
('.antral California, and $397 in southern California (table 11). Had 
tlleir a~te earnings been distrihuted equally among all familiee 
lltudied In each of these four sections, the reooi.pts per famil,y would 
have been $44, $26, 135, and $39, respective\v (table 63). These 
lower av~ per family than per penotl are due to the amall per
<'6IItage of families haring llooh eamere and the feot that relatively 
few families had two or more. The peroentage of famili .. haring 
auc:h earners is as foIIo_: -",.--~."""'I£6t'-

Farm aootton: AIelt F ... 

~~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: I; : 
C<lntra! C-aliforni& •••..•. ' . . .••. .•••••••••. . . T I 
Soulhem CaIlfomi .............. __ . __ •.••••• _.__ 8 a 

Opportunities for children under 16 to earn were a ~harseteristic of 
the labor market already deaaribed in Oregon. Then!, 1$0 children 
(lI percent of all under 16 ill the fum famili. at.udiecl) worked for 
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money and made an average of $32 apiece. In the other sections, 
there were few earning children of this age; the number ranged from 
1 to 6, not enough cases for comparison of average earnings with the 
Oregon figures. 

Earnings and Periods of Employment of Eam ... 

The amount earned by a person working for mon~ is, as a rule, 
closely related to the amount of time he is employed. Considering 
the demands of the farm business, one would e".Poot that many 
members of farm families could work only intemnttently at other 
enterprises. If they depended upon other farmers for employment, 
their opportunities for earning nught be concentrated in a brief crop 
season. In order to learn more of the relationship between amount 
earned and period of employment, data for Oregon (where a com
paratively large number of family members earned) were tabulated 
to show distribution of earners by the amounte they made and the 
number of weeks during which they worked (table 10). In using 
figures for weeks of earning it must be remembered that a person 
was credited as earning during a week if he worked for any part 
thereof, even for a few hours during 1 day. 

TABLE lO.-EABNBBB IIY Allotnrr OJ' lDARNINGS .llfD WEBU 07 5MPLOYIIlIN'l"! 
Number ~ family.....",.,.. -1111 -mnga from .",..... .a..r lhaft 1M opera/&i 
la ...... by omounl ~ "'"" 10,","- aM -.b 01 _plcyment, o..egoft larm .. dioft, 
19116-S6 

[WhlIe!lODnlJeJ'I'BmO.lee UW 1neIude. buabaad and wile. both .oaUve-bmuJ 

Perfod of em-
hmUy members wfUI aanrl:np of.L... 

pJoym-' .":, I.-I ...... ) ..... 11 .... 1200- - --II.""" 11 ...... ",000- S2.!OO 
• haD $l1li .... .,... - --- 11 .... ... ... or ... .... 

Ne. No. N .. No. No. N .. N .. N •. N .. N •• No. No. d IfeU:L ______ 1. ... .,. 301 ... .26 50 .. ,.,. .. .. .. .. 
UoderZL __ 21. '62 .. 11 • 0 • • • • • • 15-1&. _______ 

2Z1 17 73 100 'Zt • • • • • • 0 1 .... ______ .48 0 • .. •• .. IS Zl 1 • • 0 27-3V _______ .. .0 • • • • .. .. • , • • ~----. '!l17 • « 7 7 • •• .. TO ... .. • lIDbown.-. ... ... '10 .. .. .. • .. 2 
2' • , 

Almost one-half of all family members earning {husbands, wives, 
and others, both under 16 and older} made less than $100. Only 
1 in 10 made $1,000 or more. Part-time operators who were employed 
off the operated farm for 150 days or more are included in these 
figures. 

Of the 472 persons who earned less than $50 d1ll'injt the year, all 
but 21 worked less than 5 weeks or failed to report time. The few 
who reported earning during longer periods may have worked for only 
a day or two in a week. 

If any family member earned as much as $500 the chances are that 
he was employed during half or more oC the year. If the husband 
earned this amount he probably operated the farm to supplement his 
~I!farm ~ ratlwi' than as a full-time occupation. 
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Three-fourtha of the per80DS that failed to furnish information as 
to the number of weeks they earned made less than $100 during the 
vear. On the basis of data from earners reporting weeks they worked, 
it may be assumed that practieally all of the nonreporting persons 
making under $100 actually worked fewer than 14 weeks. H this is 
a valid assumption, appromnately three-fifths of the earning members 
of these Oregon fannh ... worked during fewer than 14 weeks of the 
year at their Homann undertakings. 

TAo .... It.-JfOIfFAJIIl ~ AJfD ft1IIJl:8.AJDllDfGlll!!l. lIT OOCO'P.l.ftor. 1 N...a.er 
"tid JlOi • of "" ...... -. -.I "'-/-u. --~ .. -...--...,""'" ___ CIwnt 1M .paatod 1_ -.I __ .......... per -. ,... clriel 
-pol;"'" P~/ _ _ i_ ,_ ...----_._------ ----_ .... - A ..... ·..-m-ma.. 

.. J'lIDIIDo, by cbW .... I cac.a -I11I&II &ad _III - AD -AII_ - .... ':: Clod- -- w 00d00I -- J:. ... -- e-
m (II (II ro III (I) (7) (I) (II) (l1li (II) (U) (III) .-

w ......... 
""- PoL - PoL No. .... ""- .... ""- ""- Dfl. ""-

AIl ___ 

m ... ... • .. • II • III ... ... .. 
U .......... ____ .• ... "" ... '" U • .. • - 101 ... ~-".J ..... __________ . .. .... IT .. • .. 7 .. ... •• ... m 
Othln ]1 (II' eIdIw_ D ... .. ., 7 • • • m ill ... -0.-__ 

• (') • (') • M • (') • » ----- -----AlllDdhU cal ____ - .. ~- '" • • ut • -... ... -u_ .. _._ ,.. .. ... .. • • D • ... ... Ll72 ~ .. 
".,~- ------. - --.- .... ... ... '" II • .. • .. .. .,. 

"'" 0 ..... 11 ..... __ ... "" .. • .. • II • ." '21 ... -....... _- .. .... ... ... • • • • .. .. ------- _ .. 
ClI __ 1 c:mnw.&I. 

AntDdlrtf _ ____.. ... .. .. .. II U H » .. - - L_ 
Hust.Dda.. ________ .. .. .. ,. • .. U .. .., ... -U .. "·l .... ____ ... _ ... .. ... • .. • II • H - .,. m ,;» 
Othlrn .1 .. oIdIw_ II .. • .. • .. • • .. 1M .. ,-
OU-S1IDdIr It.... ••• • (') • \') • (') • (') .. • t··· - - .. -

eM ......... ...,..... 
AU ......... _____ -... .. .. .. D .. 17 on -~-l Lm 

U-. ........ - lID SIt It C .. ,. 
:1'= 14. 1.- ' 1.-

\\'j,.._ •.. _- ..• - .. ... .. .. 11 .. .. "" -~r-~ Olben l'oroldlr_ • 0 ... .. 71 .. .. .. U .., .. 0'-'_'"-_1 1 (') • I') • (') • t'l _ .... 
,~~ .. . ..- ........ --..tn. .. ........ ,......... .. -
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Wage-eamer OCCUCns, which included work for other farm 
operators on a wage " provided the greater pm of the earnings 
of the ma.jority of the fsmily members working for money off the 
home farm." In ~n, 87 percent of the e&mers were classed as 
wage earnem; in Washington, 85; in central California, 79; in southern 
California, 70 percent (table 11). 

Business snd professional work provided the ma.jor source of em
ployment of somewhat more eamem than did c1erica1 work in Wash
ington snd in southern California; in central California and in Oreeon. 
the proportion of e&mers in these two oocupational gronps was aDout 
the same. 

Wives were employed in clerical or businPss and professional occu
pations somewhat more frequently than were husbands; sons, da\Jldl-
tem, and others 16 or older (not husband or wife) equalled or ex'lOOded 
husbands in the proportion cia Ii as wage earners. 

Many wage earners, especially those working on nearby farms, 
doubtless were employed sliorter"periods than were the clerical or the 
business and professional group. Greater irregularity of employment 
of wage earners as well as lower rates of pay would account for their 
lower average earnings during the year. In Oregon, wage earners ma.de 
an average of $233; clerical workers, $872; and business and profes
sional workers, $926. In the three other farm sections, average e&I'Ilinj!s 
of wage earners were higher than in Oregon but were ouly one-half 
or less of the average of the business and professional group (table II). 

o I fiaaaI s....- cI AS5Ic!jUIc ~ 

Wage-esmer work provided half or more of the aggregate nonfarm 
earnings 17 of the farm families in all four sections.. Although rates of 
pay in business snd professions snd in clerical positions tended to be 
higher than rates in wage-earner work, the two former types of oeeu
patioDS did not provide so many opportunitiea for employment as did 
the latter. Only 30 percent or fewer of the f&mil:y members who re
ported nonfarm employment had their major eammgs from business, 
professional, or clerical work. ~ from these oceupations, 
therefore, were a sma.Iler proportion of the aggregate than those re
ceived from wage-earner jobs. 

CIerieal and business and professional positions were more importaot 
as a source of earnings in southern California than in the NOrthw5 
as ia shown by the following figures: 

Pc_~ __ _ 

.wl,...-*~ ...... 

"""....... -15. II 
20.0 
3L* 
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Aggregate earnings of workers in central California were not dis.
tributed aooording to source because of the BIna!l sample. 

0tJ, .... Money Income from Nonfarm Sources 

Money income from sources other than earnings, such as interest 
and dividends, rents from property, pensions and annuities, and gifts of 
(lasb used for current living, did not plsy an impcrtant part in building 
up the income of these farm families. Such money receipts furnished 
oilly 4 percent of the total income of families in W "'t:;~n and Or&
gon, and 6 and 9 percent, respectively, of that of f .. es in centrsl 
and soutbern Californi&. H aggregate receipts from this source b&d 
been distributed evenly among &II nonrelief farm families studied, each 
of tbose in Washington would heve bad $58; in Oregon, $61; in central 
California} $102; and in southern California, $178 (table 12). 

Tbe 1IllllIlpcrtant position of income of this sort &8 a constituent 
of aggregate income of these farm families is in part a consequence of 
tbe limited number of recipients. In Oregon, 23 percent of the non
relief farm families studied repcrted money returns from such non
farm sources, in central California 26 percent, in Washington 31 per:
cent, in soutbern California 36 percent. Average amounts receIved 
by families heving such income also were inconsiderable, compared 
witb returns from farm operation or from nonfarm earnings. Tbey 
ranged from $188 in Washington to $493 in southern California. 

Average nonfarm money income from sources other than earuings 
tended to be greater in the intermediate- and high-income classes than 
in the low, as would be anticipated. Not only did relatively more of 
the well-to-do families have income of this sort but the amounts they 
received were greater than those repcrted by low-income families 
(table 65). For example, in southern California the propcrtion of 
families heving income from investments, gifts, pensions, and the like 
W&8 about twice &8 great in the income cl8Ss 53,000 or more as in the 
cIssa under $1,000, and the amounts received were almost tripled: 

Pc;"", 
."..w. A-. ...... ...., 
~ br-
... .uw ".... .... 
....... Aai., ... 

Income elRBS: $tip AUlaidiN ,..,.. 
~999 ______ • _______________________ 25 $72 $289 
11,006-$1,999 _________________________ 86 154 428 
S2,1lOO-$2. __________________________ 43 206 4S2 
$3,000 or 0 ..... _________________________ ~t 400 813 

The southern California farm eection ranked well ahead of the 
other t.hroo in amount of nonfarm income of this type. At the same in
come levels, tbe families in this section tended to have higber average 
...... ~ipts of this sort than did those in the three other sections (table 
65). This may have boon due in part to the &.,"'8 composition of fami
lies; 30 »tll'OOnt of the husbands in southern CaliIonua were 60 years 
of age or older, wbereas comparable percentages for oontral Cali
fonlia, Oregon, and Washington wt're 23, 24, and 25, respecti ..... ly 
ttsble 77). More of the older families than of the young might bt> 
IIXPt'<'k><! to hB ..... inoome from inv ... tm""ts of savings made in earlier 
yeara. 
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TABU 12.-NONYABK KonT DfCOMB OTBIIB TIIAX BA.BNI1fGB: PerMntag6 of 
Jamil~ having fftlmjarm money income olJwr than earnings, and -GWrGge a~~ 
receWed, by ......... of incDm<o, Pa<:ijic farm .uti<ml, 19S/i-S(J 

{WhIte nonreIter famWel that Include 8 huabaad and wire. both DBilve-bomJ F_ Average' nonfarm 
hmlU. 

A'VmIP' oontarm 
money income other money Income other 

haviDgl than earnhlp (or- baviDl't thaD e:aruinp for-
nonfarm ........ 

Sonroe 01' income I monertn· money In-
oomeothar -'- '!'DIM other 7amnlea .... -.,. All ha~ ........". An having 

lD .. famlIJ .. ouob ,... f_ .ncb in· ..... "' ... 
(I) (2) (3) «) {51 (O) (7) 

WASHINGTON ORBGON -, »<Ilan D._ Pwrurl' Dollon DDll(Jr. 
Total from specI1led 10Ul'aJ'-__ at 158 IIi8 .. ., 2M 

lIen ...... = ... _ ..... • • , .. 11 .. 1 .. 
Intanll!, au .tdmdl-. .. .. .. • ,. 180 Pro11m • __________________ (') 1 ... (I) 1 ... 
Pens1onJ, annuttJ-. bene-Oa _________ • __ 0 __ • ____ • '" ... • ,. ... 
Gilts tor ctUTelJ,1: UIL _____ • 8 ,,. • • 1 .. 
Other souroea t ____ .. ______ 1 , ... 1 , ,.. 

CALIFORNU,. OENTRAL OALIFORNIA.. SOUTHERN 

Total from .rpedIed aourC81 ___ .. '02 ... .. 178 ... 
Ren.Irom....= .......... • 'II aI' ,. .. ... 
Interest vlderuU ___ ,. M "7 .. 81 an ProftbJ 41 _________ • ____ ____ 0 • 0 , 5 m 
P8ll5ions, amnutfes. ben&-618-____________________ • .. ... • .. • '"' Oinatar etttmlt UI& ______ 7 7 ... • ,. 321 
Other MJUl'CBf - ___________ 1 ,. ... 1 • ... 

The four farm sections differed somewhat in the source of such non
farm money income. In Oregon, rent from property, and pensions, 
annuities, &nd other benefits were the two mam sources, with interest 
and dividends rnnkinb third. In both California. sections, interest 
and dividends ranked tj rent from property, second; &nd peDSlOns 
&nd benefits, third; this mdicates a somewhat different pattern of 
investment of savings. In W~ton. average receipts from rents 
were considerably lower th&n receIpts from the two other sources 
(table 12). 
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Description of Native-White, Unbroken Families and of Their 
Households (Eligible Families) 

Definition of Family 

All families included in this study were composed of a husband and 
wife, with or without other persons. According to the definition used, 
thMe others need not be related to the husband or wife. The test of 
family membership is that a person live in the family home, pool his 
income with that of other family members, and be dependent upon 
family funds for the major items of his maintenance. Sons iwd 
daughters living at home, but paying room and board and otherwise 
keeping their finances separate from those of their families are not 
considered family members." This limitation of family membership 
to persons in an economic unit was necessary for the study of family 
income and expenditures. Few schedules showed nonrelated persons 
as members of these economic family groups. 

Sile af Family (Relief and NOIINlie!) 

Farm families of the combined relief and nonrelief groups averaged 
3.79 nnd 3.78 members, respectively, in Oregon and Washington. 
(See Glo8S&l"Y. Year-eqwvalent Person. for basis of these averages.) 
These families were appreciably larger than those in the Pacific small 
cities, which averaged 3.40 persons. Families in the southern Cali
fornia farm sectiou resembled those in the cities, with an average size 
of 3.38 persons; those in central California, averaging 3.57 persons, 
ranked between tbe cities and the northwest farms (table 16). 

In the Oregon and Washington farm sections, relief families av~ 
4.37 and 4.18 persons and were considerably larger than nonrelief. 
In southern California, they were approximately the same average size 
as the nonrelief: in central California there were only 12 families that 
reported the receipt of relief during the year, not enough for reliable 
comparison (table 72). Families of five or more persons were a 
greater proportion of the relief than of the nonrelief groups studied. 
Latt.'1l families must spend more than emall families for current needs; 
hen~~ inability to adjust income to requirements would force large 
families with limited means to _k relief sooner than small ones. 

No "typical" family size was found. The families studied ranged 
from two persons to nme or more; no one size r8l?resented as many as 
half of the families in the samples. In W asbington, O~n. and 
central Californis a little more than on&-fourth of all families, relief 
and nonrelief, were composed of husband and wife only. Almost on&
half hoo three or four members. The remainjn~ one-fourth had five 
or more memoors (table 13). In southern California large families 
were found IMS fre9.uently than in the other sections; 34 percent were 
hushand-wife families, and only 20 percent eontaioed five or more 
members. This departure from the composition patterns of the more 
northern oommunit.i .... is related to the larger proportion of older 
familil'S in southern Californi&. 
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TABLI!l 13.~!I o~ I'AKtLy: N"mbor tmd fHl'un/age d;,lrilluIitm 0' rmq tmd 
"",..,.e1;'llamilies bv .... mbor of per ...... in lomil,l, p~ larm lect;""', 1986-88 

(WhItetamnfes UW Include ahusbud aDd wife. both aatrv.bom} 

Parsons in ramny' WashlDgtoD 0_ 00Uf0mIa, ClIIDtnl (number} 

NUmb<. p,,- N ...... - N._ 
AU Iamllie.L ___ ._._. &10 ... ..... 'OIl 

i ________ 217 .. ... .. l _________ :~~.:--

"" .. m .. 4 ___ ~ ___ • ________ 183 22 ... 22 lL __________ w ____ '03 12 m 11 G. _______________ .. 8 ... 7 1. _ . __________ ._. 31 • IS • 8 ___________ • ____ ,7 • .. • 8 Of more._.~ ____ !3 • .. • 
I Year..eqolvalent pemms. 8e& GlosatJ'. YeaHQuivalmlt PersoD. 
I O.liO percent or 1_. 
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80 ,. 
00 .. 
IS • • • 

-.00 .. .. .. 
" • • I , 

00Uf0mIa, ........ 

N_ p,,-
1,169 .'00 , .. .. ... .. .. , 21 ." 12 

62 • .. • • , 
• (') 

The importance of larger-sized families is underemphasized if only 
the proportion that they represent of all families is considered. 
From the standpoint of the total popnlation to be maintained, families 
of five or more persons were almost as importan t as were all of the 
smaller.,sized families combined. In the Wasbington section, for 
example, 28 percent of the families had five or more members, but the 
persons in these families represented 43 percent of the aggregate 
members of all families included in the sample. Husband-wife fami
lies, on the other hand, made up 26 percent of the families studied, but 
included only 14 percent of the tota.! number of persons. Whether 
the family income was adequate for the needs of five or more was thus 
a question of vital concern to almost ha.lf of the persons in the Wash
ington farm families studied. 

Age 01 Husbands and aflWives {Relief and Nomelief Families) 

In each of the four farm sections a little more than ha.lf (52 to 55 
percent) of the husbands were in the 40-59 y('ar age class. In Wash
ington &Ild Oregon approximately one-fifth were under 40 years of age 
and a somewhat larger proportion, about one-fourth, were 60 or oldt'r. 
In central Ca.lifornia husbands tended to be slightly younger than in 
the northwest sections, but in southern California they were con
siderably old~nly 14 percent were under 40 whereas 31 percent 
were 60 or older (table 14). 

The relief group had a somewhat larger proportion of older families 
than the nonreliefz though. difl'erences between the two groups were 
not ~t. Thus m the Washington sample, 28 percent of the hus
bands in relief families were 60 or older compared with 25 percent of 
those in the nonrelief families (table 77). 

Wives tended to be younger than their husbands. Approximately 
one-third of the wives in Washington &Ild Oregon, compared with 
one-fifth of the hushands, were under 40 years of age. The proportion 
of wives in the age group 40-59 was practically the same as the pro
portion of husbands, a little more than one-ha.!f, but only one_venth 
of the wives were 60 or older, compared with one-fourth of the hus
bands. In southern Ca.liforma wives, like their husbands, tended to 
be older than in the other sections. 
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t 0.60- poroeat or lea. 

The rt>la.tively la.rge proportion of husbands and wives a.ged 60 or 
older in the southern Oalifornia. section may be a.ttributa.ble to the fa.et 
tha.t in recent yea.rs ma.ny well-to-do fa.rmers ha.ve migra.ted there from 
other .pa.rta. of the country a.nd invested their sa.vings in smull spec
ia.lized farms. The la.rge capita.! investment required for these farms 
would tend to prohibit ma.ny young men from beooming independent 
opflrators. 

A sample of fllJ'lI\ fa.milies limited to fa.rm opera.tora uaua.lly would 
include a smo.ller proportion of ma.rried men and women under 40 
tha.n would a sa.mple Including both opera.tors and laborers. Young 
men in fo.nn communities. lacking the opportunity to become oper
atora~ mo.y sook employment 8.8 wa.ge workers in agriculture. In 
addition. do.ta from this study underrepresent the number of young 
operators' families, sinoe those living with their parents and MBisting 
in the opera.tion of the home fa.rm were not classified 8.8 separate 
economic fa.milit>8 but 8.8 members of their parents' fa.milies. Some 
of the younger husba.nd-wife fa.milies were also excluded because they 
ho.d boon m&l'ried for fewer tho.n 12 months and therefore could not 
furnish & year's record of their income and expenditUl'Bll. 

Children Under 16 Yeal1 of Ag. (R.llef and Nomeli.f Familia) 

Ohildren under 16 aooounted for about three-fifths of aU fa.mily 
members other tho.n husband and wife. Thus. in the Washington 
a.nd Oregon lo.rnples. the avera.ge number of children under 16 W8.II 
1.07 per fa.mily: the avera.ge number of persona 111 or older. 0.71. 
In southern California the two avera.gea shOwed lesa ditrerenoe, being 
0.80 a.nd 0.118 (ta.ble 111). Th888 two age groups were more nearly tlla 
l8.DIe size in the fa.rm families than in thoee of the four Pacifio ciu"". 
where the younger group avera.ged 0.114 persona and the older only 
0.411 01' 1888 than one-ha.lf as many. 

The fa.nn children under III were ronoontra.ted in a!t~=&teIY 
one-ha.lf of the famili_in 53 percent of thoee in W . n, 52 
p6l'l'ent in Qn,gon. and 60 percent in eentra.! Oalifomia. Iu southam 
CaliforniaL only 48 percen' of tha INlliIi .. in ~ "'Ople awdied had 
childrau. 01 thia ap (table 16). 
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TABLlI 15.-PAMlLIBS WITH ""lIB""" """"K 18: Nu""'" Ilnd pm:.nlagB .ml ... .".,. 
lion of relief and fUJfOreli.f fami/iAl>JI numbtr of _er. under 16 llean 01 ago, 
PaciM- larm .e<tiom, 1986-$6 

[WbIte rammes that iocJ.ud&. husband and wits. both native-bom] 

Family members I 
under 16 years o1ap 

(number) 

w_ 
o....,n Call1oml .. _ OalIfornfa, ~Dthl!n 

NambtJ' p",,", - p"",,, Nu ...... - Number Ptiurd All ramDlelL. ________ 830 100 I .... 100 ... . 100 1,1m 100 
None ___________ ... .. "'" .. 14" 50 ... i1 I. ______________ • 

"8 .. ... .. .. 21 211 ,. 2 ________________ 
1<. ,8 ... IS « ,. I" 18 3 ________________ .. • , .. 7 fit I' eo • 4 _______________ 
38 • .. • • • .. 2 IL. ______________ 7 I .. • • 1 • , 

lIormor& ________ • 1 .. 1 • • 1 (1) 

1 Year-eqnlvalent persons. See Glossary .. Ye&HqtdyabmC Penon. 
J 0.60 pereent Of" less. 

Of the Washington families having children under 16, about 40 
percent had but one. Approxima.tely one-third had two such chil
dren, a.nd .. bout one-fourth had three or more. In southern Ca.liforni .. 
a Ja.rger.proportion had two a.nd a smaller proportion had three or 
more children of this age. This di1ferenee is not 8urp~ in view of 
the relatively la.rge number of elderly husbands and wives m the la.tter 
section. Oree:on and centre! Ca.lifornie. also di1fered somewhat from 
Wa.shington though not markedly. 

A ls.rge!pro{",rtion of the fa.rm families then of those living in small 
cities of Washington and Oregon had three or more children in the 
dependent ages. Among the families studied in Washington and 
Oregon, 9 pereent of those in the four sme.ll cities had three or more 
children under 16, as compared with 14 and 13 percent of those in the 
farm sections of these two Stetes. About the sa.me proportion of 
village families as of farm families in these Stetes had three or more 
children under 16. Since the farm families tended to be a somewhat 
older group than the city and village families, it is probable that the 
di1ferences would ha.ve been more pronounced had the ages of husbands 
a.nd wives been more eompe.ra.ble. 

Family Memben f 6 Of Older, Other Than Husband and Wife {Relief and 
Nonrelief Families} 1I '1 : 

Sons and da.ughters in the age group 16-29 comprised the bulk, 77 
to 82 J'.!lI'OOl:t, of the aggrege.te family members, other than husband 
and wife, who were 16 or older. The rema.inder of the persons 16 or 
older were divided into three groups: Sons and da.ughters aged 30 or 
older,6 to 8 percent of the group; pa.rents of the husband or wife, 5 to 
9 percent of the group; a.nd persons of Bome other rele.tionship to the 
husband or wife, such as sons-in-la.w or daughters-in-law, maces, or 
nephews, 4 to 7 percent of the group. Nonrela.ted persons accounted 
for fewer than 1 percent of this group of family members (table 73). 

Almost e.ll (96 to 98 percent) of the family members in the o.ge 
group 16-29 were sons and daughters living at home with their parents. 
Some of these doubtless were in school. Appa.rently but few were 
married since persons cle.ssified as other rela.ted members, which 
would include sons-in-la.w a.nd daughters-in-law, constituted only 2 to 
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4 percent of this age group. Nourelated persons in this age group 
accounted for fewer tli&n 0.5 peroent, and were reported in but two 
of the sections studied. The peroentage of family members (other 
than husband and wife) in each age group was as follows: 

Farm _OD aDd famOy otatus: 

_<t_, _ 
_ ......... ""'l_ 

WaahlDgtoD: 
So ... and daughters._. ____ • __ ••• ______ . __ 
Parente of hWlband orwife ______ • _______ _ - ........ 

96.2 43.B 
.0 35.8 

Other related _De-------- ___________ _ 
NODrelat.ed penoDa---------- ___________ _ 

Oregon: So ... and daughters _________________ • ___ _ 
P"",nte of hWlbend or wife ______________ _ 

3.6 20.0 
.2 Ll 

96.7 34.4 
.0 43. 1 Other related perBOU ___________________ _ 

NOIIftlated I""""U-------.-------.. -----Cent1'8l Califo ....... : 

2.9 20.8 
.4 L7 

Sona and daughters ____________________ ._ 
P&rente of hWlband or wife ______________ _ 90.9 42. B 

.0 30.8 Other related _!la _______________ . ___ _ 
Nomelated penIODa----------------------

Southern California: 

4.1 26.9 
.0 .0 

Sona and daughters _____________________ _ 
Parente of hwob&Dd or wife ____________ • __ 

97.9 48.0 
.0 39.6 Other related penoona _______________ •• __ _ 

NonreJated perBOU _____________________ _ 2.1 lL7 
.0 2.7 

Sons and daughters also figured prominently in the group of family 
members aged 30 or older (not husband or wife); they were 43 percent 
of the group in Washington, 34 in Oregon, 42 in central California, 
and 46 peroent in lOuthern CaliCornia. Only in Oregon were they 
outnumbered hy p&rellts of the husband or wife. The number of 
persons cle_d as "other related persons" would indicats that. a con
aiderable number of these older IOns and daugtels were unmarried, 
especially in southern CaliComia. 

F_lly Types s-d on NUIIIIMr and Ate of Membaa 

Composition of Families of Each Type {Relief and NonrelieO 

To present a better picture of family composition than is given by 
size alone. families were classified into nine rather broad type groups 
on the basis of number and 8f!:!' of family members other than husband 
and wife_ Even finer classifications might have been desirable, as 
for example, the separation of families with children under 16 into those 
with infant&, with children of preschool ~,etc. The cost of such 
detailed analyais would have been prohibitive, however, and since the 
number of cases available in each eInsa would aeldom have been large 
enough to yield reliable averages, the results probably would have been 
less satisfacto'T than those obtained by the method used. 

The compoeltion of each family-type group is shown in figure 5. 
Poasible variations in the number and the age class of pen!OD8 other 
than husband 01' wife are indicated by dotted lines. For example, 
&cooroin!!, to definition. a type..S family could have five or six members.. 
In addition to the husband and wife\ there must be one child under 
16 and one person 16 or older; the required fifth person and the possible 
ai.-rt.h person could be in either age group. 
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FIo"" .. 6.-DefinitiOllB of family types: illustration of the definitiollll of the 
nine types used in cIa8si1ication of families. Poooible variatlona In the number 
and age cIaI!s of persons other than husbend and wife are Indicated by dotted 
Iinee. Type-9 families, for the ",oat part. had nine .... "' ..... membe.... A 
few families of seven or eight memben! (those having no chi1dren under 16) 
were ._ 88 type 9; all other familiee of this ... were eIaaoed 88 type 7. 

Families 01 Type' 

HIUIband and wife only. 

Two-person families, those in which there were only hllSband and 
wife, were grouped together regardless of their age, and designated 
as type V" Families of this type were found more often than any 

. other type. In each of the foui Pacific farm sections, more than one
fourth of the famiJiea were classed 88 type 1 (table 16). This does 
not mean that more than one-fourth of these farm families were child
less. In 60 percent or more of the type-I families the wife was 50 
years of age or older; many such families doubtless had grown children 
who had left the home. A small number (fewer than 3 percent of the 
nonrelief families) had sons or daughters living at home as roomers 
and boarders (table 76). 

Type-1 families were the least homogeneous of the type groups 88 
to age. This group included more families middle-aged or beyond 
than any other; 60 percent of the wives in the Oregon nonrelief families 
and 72 percent of the husbands were 50 or older. However, younger 
families were represented also; 19 percent of the wives and 14 percent 
of the husbands were under 40 (table 17). 

Families of Types II and 3 

Type 2, average ... 3 perIIOIIlIl 1 chlld under 16; IlOne older. 
Type 8. average ... 4 perIIOIIlI; 2 chlldren UDder 16; none older. 

Income and consumption patterns of the younger families with one 
or two children under 16 and none older are shown by types 2 and 3. 
In all four sections. approximately two-thirds of the wine in nonrelief 
families of these two types were under 40. In centr&l California. 
Oregon, and Washington, the percentage under 30 ranged from 25 to 

it Although type.l tamnfee aredeftDed ueomposed ofhUlbazuland wtteODl'J.ltwu posdble fora famDy 
hi lbJa. rroup to Dave aD infant or other member that bad bem m the famIb' for Ie. tlWt baU' or lbe report 
~ and theretonwss not couoted as a year-equlvalent peraoo. l'lIi det.erm.iDiDa' tile type lD whleb a lamil7 
tell, the Dumber olyear-equIva1ent: members was tbe baSis rather thaD the «JODt of individuals. See OIo;. 
...,.. Year-equlvaleDt Person, fer :me&hod 01 oompo:taUon.. See aDo O~.l'am1I7 'l'7Pt. .... table 
IDdicaUne how tamllIeI ol spec11lc compoaltloo sbou!d be ola8fIed. 
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30. In southern California, where young families were less frequent. 
only 11 percen~ of the wives in these family types were under 30; 51 
percent were in the age class 30-39. 
To~th8r these two types constituted 20 to 23 percent of the 

families (rJ.ief and nonreli8f) in the four farm sections. In southern 
and centml California the two groupe were approximately the same 
size, In the two other sections, there were about one-fifth more 
families with one child tha.n with two. 

TABLB 16.-I'AMIU 'J'TPII' Nu"""" fIOI'COfI/aqe dilfrihuti"". and __ MY oj •• Ii., OM """.61.., '0"'« .... b7i jo"';I/l 17n>e. Pm;iftc larm atdw..., 10tJ5-8/J 
(Wbho __ lDcl ..... b .. ____ .. d_ 

A .... A .... A .... 1._. 
A .... A .... ... ... ... - - ... 

'om'l!';"PO' -- -- ..... ..... .- "",. -, - ..... r_ .. .. "' ... •• t.::. ..... .... t.::. 
.. ... 1. or un .... , ... un .... older 

u,." .... older" .... 1611 .. 
WASHINGTON OREGON 

Nom'" N •. "". No. N .. No. No. "". No. N<. No. 
All ........... ..... .. ~ ......... ... 100 0." 1.07 .. " I .... '00 a 711 1.07 .. " - --

1 •• _ •••.••. • .I? .. u, 
--i~oo-

--_.- _. ... .. Ul "Tar I ........... ::::: 1 100 .. 0.01 ------- ... 12 a.Ol -------I. _ ... _ ....••.•.. • .. 10 U7 2.00 
"L'i&" '88 '0 ~oo .. 00 --TiD t. _______ .. _ ..... .... liOO .. .... . .. . ,. .. .... .,. ... -_ ..... -- ..... eor. .. I. U • 1.111 LIO ... 1 • HI 1. .. 1.76 

6... ___ ._ . -.- .. .... .. • .. .. •. 31 __ ~OT_' ... • .... U8 "-L87 1. ___ • ___ .. 10rB .. • .... .... .... II< • . ... .. .. a __ ... __ ... ... .... .. • .... ·'''-Si- .... .. • U6 -.i"i7 . U. t. ____ ---.-- .. Termon .. • .... .... .. • .. .. .. .. 
CALIFORNIA. CENTRAL OALIFORNIA. SOUTHERN 

All t)'pee. _." ....... . _-_ ..... __ . •• ,,. 
I." 1.00 .... 1.tS "'" .... .... .. .. 

1 ••••. ___ • __ •.••• • SO • "., --rOcr -.--. -. ... .. I. ... -Too' -------1.. __ . _ .. _. _, ._ .... I .. " .... -_ ...... US •• .. .. ..---.-................. • n \I .... I.'" ·-r • .- \1' .. a. .. :1.00 '''[jO 4 •• __ .... _ ..... .. .. .... ... ... .. .... . .. 
1.. •• __ ..... :.::::: .... .. • .... . ... L .. lOll • &31 1." L .. .... -._--_ ...... -. .... .. 0 ... 7 1.17 ---_._- .. • .,. .... 

"rii , .. _-_ ......... , .... • I ••• a. .. ••• .. • 7 . ., ... , 
1. •• - ...•••...•. - .... • • .... -,rOlr .... II • .... '-i'ii- 1.31 
0.. .... ·._H_ •• _ .or ..... • • ' ..... ,~OO • (') .. .. .. .. -_. 
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TA'BLII l7.-AGE 0' HUSBANDS AND O. 'WIVES: PtIf'cefHage diatribution btl age 01 
h",bana. and of wiD'" by family IIIP", Ongon and .oulhem California fM'm .ee
tiom, 1986-86 

[WhIte oonreller fam1!Iea that 1nc1nda • hQlbaad an4 wI~ both osUv.bom) 

Dbtribution by apolbuabanda end otwl~ ID tamlliea oftypeal-

State and age 1 ..... ..... 0"" ..... 
poup (years) 

n .... W! ... n ... W1VM n .... Wives nus- w! ... Hu .. 
b.- ...... ban .. ....... ba ..... 

OBPO~ 
P ....... p.,- P..- """'" "" .... ........ ""- hr_ p"",,, 

Anages ••• _________ '00 '00 100 100 '00 '00 100 '00 '00 --Under 30. ______ • • 12 .. 2 • 2 n • 30-39. __________ • ,. .. .. 6 ,. ao ,.. 1 4O-4e. __________ .. 2' .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 50-69 ___________ 
28 .. 17 • 31 .. , . • .. M-tM. __________ ,. 11 • 1 13 • , 0 • G6 or oldot ______ 20 11 1 1 .. • 2 (') 11 

CALDOBNIA. "'".,.... 
AD ages ____________ 

100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 ~) 

Undor3CL ____ .:. ~ • • -.. l'l. 1 1 • 
~ 

00-311-__________ • • .. 51 11 28 .. 4O-{1L __________ 
1& '" .. 21 .. .. 52 32 1.10-69 ___________ 

'" '" '6 • .. 33 I' • 80-6( ___________ 
18 ,. • • 10 • • 0 8& or older ______ .. .. • l'l 17 • 0 • 

J 1"01' description of famfI7 typea see G ioaary, l'amIIy Type • 
• 0.50 J)9roent or less. 
i Percentage dlstriblltloDl not. computed fot fewer than 3D casea. (See table 77,,) 

Families of Types 4 and 5 

Type 4, average size 3.48 pel'8ODS; 0.28 children under 16; 1.20 
pe_na (other tba.n husband and wife) 16 or older. 

Type 5, average Biz. 5.41 personai 1.66 children under 16; 1.76 
persons (other than husba.nn and wife) 16 or older ... 

WI.,. 

h ..... 
'00 

• 10 .. .. • • 
(') 

f.l 

m 

Type-4 families by definition might number three or four members; 
the three-person families were found a little more often than the four
person in three of the farm sections but in southern California they 
were almost half ~ain as numerous (table 74). In the type-5 group, 
the five-person families outnumbered the six-person in all foUr sections. 

These two types were simila.r in that each included at least one 
persont other than husband and wife, who was 16 or older; typo 4 
might mclud. two and type 6 lIS many as three. From 74 to 80 per
cent of the type-4 families had only one member of this age; in the 
type-5 grou}lJ families with two members 16 or older were more fre
quent than tIlose with one or three such members except in southern 
California, where those with one such member were 55 peroent of the 
total group as compared with 41 percent for those with two members. 

Families of these two types were somewhat older than those of 
types 2 and 3. From two-thirds to three-fourths of the wives were in 
the age class 40-59 years. This is not s!!11'rising since the majority 
had one or more children aged 16 or older liVIng at home. Apparently, 
in only a few of the young families was the person 16 or older someone 
other than a son or dau/Ohter, such as a parent of the husband or wife; 
only 3 percent of the WIves were under 30. 

10 FJgures given in this and suoeeed!na: tn:Je.gronp descriptions are tor OI'qQD tamtlIt1I. nUef and llOiHellef 
oombJ.Ded. tror IimDar 8guleI for lbe thmt other ieciIom., table l4. 
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Families of type 4 were 24 to 26 percent of all studied (relief and 
nourelief) in each section. The lo.rger families of type 5 were much 
less numerous, constituting only 9 or 10 percent of the group. 

Femili •• 01 Typo 6 end 7 

Type 6, avorage size 11.28 pereolll!; 3.28 children under 16i none older. 
Type 7, average oi ... 7.34 personsi 3.68 children unuer 16; 1.61 

persolll! (other than hnshan<1 and wife) 16 or older. It 

Families of type 6 with three children under 16 were more than 
twice as numerous as those with four. However, femi1ies with either 
three or four children under 16 and none older were only & small 
proportion, 6 to 9 percent, of the toto.l number studied in the four 
sections. 

Families of type 7 with seven members outnumbered those with 
eight by sbout 2 to 1. Although it was possible for all five or six 
persons (other than the husband and wife) to be under 16, some of 
these fn.mily msmbers were under 16 and some 16 or old!'".!,!!: two
thirds or more families of this type. In Oregon and W . gton, 
families of _ type 7 constituted 6 percent of the samples studied; in 
the two Co.lifomis sections only 3 percent. 

Husbands and wives with three or more children under 16 tend to 
be older than those with only ons or two, but younl!er than those 
whose children are all 16 or older. It is not surprismg, therefore, 
that in the nonrelief group, more than four-fifths of the wives in families 
of types 6 and 7 combined, were in the age class 3()-49. They thus 
were somewhat older than those in types 2 and 3, who were for the 
most part under 40, and younger than those in types 4 and 5, the 
mnjonty of whom were in the age class 40-59. 

Famill .. 01 TyPOl 8 end II 

Type 8. av~ 01 ... 5.SO persons; DO children UDder 16; 3.24 p9l'IIOIll! 
(other than husband and wire) 16 or older. 

Type 9, average al .. 9.82 persona, '.87 .hUdren under 16; 2.83 
peraona (other than huahanu and wife) 16 or older." 

Type-8 families were the only type group in which all family mem
bers other than husband and wife were 16 or older and in which, by def
inition, none could be younger. Families of this size. with all children 
grown and living with their parentsl are infrequent; they constituted 
only 2 or 3 percent of the groups studied in the four sections. Although 
families of type 8 could, by definition, have six members, the five
person families were much more numerous. 

Type-9 families for the most part had nine or more members. 
The onl,. families of BOven or eight members classed as type 9 were 
tbose With no children under 16; any fe.milies of this size with some 
dlildren under 16 and some older, or with all.fi.ve or six children under 
16 were classed as t~e 7. 

In Oregon, these large families were as numerous as those of type 
8. 2 percent of the BIUllple. In the other sections they were 1_ 
often found. 

Wives in nonrclief families of types 8 and 9 tended to be concen
tratod in the age clllSS 40-59. Few if any were y01mger. They thus 
"s..~"p.a. 
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were more homogeneous as to age tba.n were wives in families of typeS 
4 and 5; a large proportion of the latter were in this same 20-year 
age group but relatively more were under 40. 

Age of Husbands and of Wives in Each Family-type Group" 
(Nonrelief Families) 

Husbands tended to be a few year older than their wives. In each 
of the Oregon family-type groups (nonrelief families) the median age 
of husbands was 5 or 6 years above the median for the wives, as 
follows: M_ .. ,.,.. 

Family-type group: H_ w." Type L _____________________________________ 58 53 
Types 2 and 3 ________________________________ 41 36 
Type. '" and Ii ________________________________ i3 48 
Types 6 and 7 ________________________________ 44 38 
Types 8 and 9_ . ______________________________ 53 48 

In all sections, in each faroily-type group, both husbands and 
wives tended to be concentrated in tbe same 20-year age period. 
However, the proportion of husbands in age elasses above this 20-year 
period practically always exceeded the proportion of wives (table 77). 

Households 

Household Members (RelieF and Nonreliel Families) 

The household is defined to inelude, in addition to family members, 
the following persons: Paid help for household or farm; guests staying 
at least 1 night; roomers, with or without board; boarders without 
room; tourists and other transients who may have stayed overnight 
with the family. (See Glossary for definition of these terms.) 

The average number of all nonfamilY' members was greatest in 
central California, where relief and nonrelief households included an 
average of 0.55 such persons. In the other California section fewest 
nonfamily membere, 0.28 were reported. Averages for Washington 
and Oregon farm households were 0.43 and 0.34, res,Pectively. on the 
basis of proportion of relief and nonrelief families reporting their 
presence in the household, guests ranked first in all four sections; paid 
help, second. 

Guests who stayed with the family for 1 or more nights were rlr 
ported by 56 percent of the nonrelief farm families studied in Oregon, 
39 percent in southern California. 31 percent in central California, 
and 28 percent in Washington. Some remained only overnight, some 
doubtless made long visits. The sum of the periods of their stay 
averaged 8.3 weeks per family having guests in Oree:on and central 
California, 7.8 weeks in Washington and 6.2 weeks in southern 
California.. In Oregon a.nd southern California, th&e is some indica
tion that guests tended to visit families that could best afford to 
entertain them; in the two oth& sections, the trend with rising 
income is less well defined. Factors other tba.n economic status 
undoubtedly affect a family's practices in rega.rd to entertaining. 
For example, the average number of guest-weeks per family was 

U Por a disclWlon or age dfltributlon ofhusbandJ and. wI,", In.oo tJpe group..see pp. 54H3. 
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_.lIer in aouthem Califomia tJum in Oregon in the same income 
~ (\able 76). 
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Persons employed for farm work and living in the household were 
reported by about lout of every 7 of the nonrelief families in Wash
ington, Oregon, and centr&l California. In southern C&lifornia only 
1 of 50 households included any farm help among its members (table 
18). Although the majority of nonrelief families (from 50 to 80 
percent in the four sections) reported expense for farm labor, relatively 
few provided lodging for such helpers (table 69). 

The average period of employment of paid farm employees that 
were members of the nonreliei household ranged from 29 to 45 weeks 
in the four sections. Theee averages] based on the tot&l weeks such 
helpers were household members, indicate the average length of time 
one man would have been employed by the families having such help. 
However1 a few families may have kept eevera1 pa:\d helpers for a 
shorter time; others may have had one or more for the entire year. 
As would be expected, more families in the higher- than in the'lower
income classes reported farm employees as household members. 

Helpers employed for household work were reported by only 3 to 5 
percent of the nonrelief families in the four farm sections. Even 
among families in the income class $3,000 or over not more than 11 
percent employed domestic help. That many families reporting 
household help e.::'J.loyed such persons for short perioo--perhape 
only during the h' t of the crop season-is indicated by the aver~e 
number of year-«luiv&lent household members of this sort: 0.33 m 
Oregon; 0.40 in Washington; 0.58 in each C&lifornia section (table 76). 

Roomers, boarders, and tourists and transients were reported by 1 
percent of the families in central C&lifornia and by orily about " 
percent in the three other farm sections, a difference which may be 
a consequence of the small sample studied in centr&l California." 
Income from roomers and boarders, therefore, was a negligible part of 
aggregate income of these farm families (table 63). Only 2 of the 
3,869 nonreliei families in the four sections furnished any lodging to 
tourists, either at the farmhouse or in tourist cabins (table 16). 

Sons and daughters living at home on a roomer-boarder basis were 
reported by 3 percent or fewer of the families in each section. Because 
of the likelihood that sons and daughters remaining at home will 
engage in the fa.mily bueiness, farming, it is not surprising that few 
separated their financi&l resources from those of their perents. 

House"olds of the Family-type Groups (Nonreli"f Families) 

Households of the five fa.mily-type gronpe showed no consistent 
differences in the proportion that included persons other than family 
members. In Oregon, nonfamily members in the household were 
reported by 68 percent of the nonrelief families of types 2 and 3; 65 
percent of types 4 and 5; 63 percent of type 1; 62 percent of types 6 
and 1; and 51 percent of types 8 and 9. In southern C&lifomia the 
percentages for these type groups were 43, 42, 45, 43, and 65, respee
tively-representing a. shift in the rankjng of the types (table 18). 

However, there seems to have been some relationship between 
type of family and frequency with which farm help livild in the 
hoUsehold. In Oregon and southern C&lifornia, relatively more 
f8.milies of types 2 and 3 (with no children 16 or older) than of the 

• PamDt. barine the equlva1ezK of more &bu11O IUCJIDBm car &ba,.,. ... DOC lDdoded fa the Jtad7. 
See OlallarF. Boomer. ana Boomer-JOir. 
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other type groups reported such farm help; but the average number 
of person-weeks such employees were in the household was com
paratively short. In Oregon, for example, 19 percent of the families 
of types 2 and 3 reported paia farm help in the household; the number 
of person-weeks of such help averaged 27 per reporting family. Al
though a slightly smaller percentage of the tyPe-I families 15 per
cent, reported the presence of paid farm help m the household, the 
avorage number of person-weeks, 33, was longer. Fourteen percent 
of the families of types 4 and 5 with one or more sons or dal1!;hters 
16 or older reported such paid farm help, and the average penod of 
their stay was 24 person-weeks (table 76). 

In the proportion of families reporting guesta,the type poupsshowed 
slight variations from the pattarn of the commlllllty m which they 
lived. In Washington the total number of guest-weeks was the 
equivalent of one person for 10 weeks among type-I families reporting 
such household members, 8 weeks among familie~ of types 6 and 7. 
and 7 weeks or less among families of the other types. In Oregon, on 
the othor ha.nd, families of types 4 and 6 ranked first in both the 
proportion of families reportmg guests and the average number of 
person-weeks. }'amilies with sona and daughters at home on a 
roomer-boarder basis were found more frequently in types 8 and 9 
than in the other types in all sections except central California where 
they were found only in types I, 2 and 3, and 4 and 6. 

Income at Related to Family Composition (Eligibl., Nonrelief 
Families) 

Famll, Incante and Hus!.alld'. Ase 

A. a group of farm families passes from the beginning to the middle 
stages of the family life cycle, their average income tends to increase. 
Time provides opportunities for many to accumulate equipment, to 
huild up herds, or otherwise to increase working capital and to pur
ohR881and; older children are able to help with the farm work and thus 
reduce the bills for labor. When the later stages of the family life 
cycle are roached, however, average inoome _ to rise and tends to 
decline. A number of factors may be associated with this downward 
trend. Some of the most well-t<Hlo of the older families may give 
up active fanning and move to villages or cities. With grown children 
looving home to earry on their own business enterprises, seme older 
camilies may in(\rease their farm-labor expenses. Older men usually 
oorn less by working off the operated farm than do the younger, and 
lUI a consequence income from nonfarm sources may decline. There 
also sesma to be some likelihood thet the older families will operate 
farms somewhat smaller than those operated by families of middle 
Rgl', thoutorh this is more true in sections where farms tend to be large 
than wht'ro they are smul.l. To the extent thet the value of the food 
furnish"d the family by the fann exceeds the cash thet would have 
bN-n rtllh,j ved through 8nl1'l9 of those products, the large family haa an 
a.1 nmtage over the small family at the beginning or end of the life 
eydo, in the computation of total inoome. 

An example of this general tendency for family ineome to rise and 
thon decline as husband and wife grow older is shown by the fi,,<PUreS 
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for median income of nomellef families in Oregon classified by 
husband's age: 

Age of husband: N_ I ...... 
Under 30 ____________________________________ $1.062 30-39_______________________________________ 1,274 
40-49_______________________________________ 1,335 
50-59_______________________________________ 1,246 

60 or older___________________________________ 952 

Southern California differed from Oregon in that median incomes of 
fami1ies in which husbands were young were practically the same lIS the 
medians for the groups in which the husbands were middle-aged; 
however, the median for the group in which husbands were 60 or older 
was about $600 below the medians for the four younger groups. In 
this farming section families in which the husband WIIS under 40 years 
of age differed from those in the other sections in the following re
spects: They were a smeller proportion of the total group; they ap
parently bed more o~unities to find employment off the operated 
farm. It will be rec that average 88.l'lllIlgB from employment off 
the operated farm in southern California were $502 compared with 
$289 ill Oregon (table 7). Washington and central California differed 
from Or~n and southern California in that the median incomes of 
the families in which the husband was under 30 were approximately 
the same as the medians of those in which the husband was 60 or older 
(table 22). 

Older families, those in which the husband was 60 or older, con
stituted from about half to three-fifths of the lowest-income group' in 
these farm sections. In southern California. such elderly families 
were 61 percent of the income class under $500; in Oregon, 50; in 
Washington, 47. (Percentages were not computed for central 
California because of the small number of eases.) In none of the 
income classes above $1,000 did the proportion of husbands of this 
age (60 or older) exceed 28 percent (table 19). 

TABLJO 19.-AGB o. JlU8l!AHD8: P",cemag. of A ... bando in specified tJlfO II"OUP', 
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husbands age L- htubands of age t- husbands Of age a-

}l'am.!Iy.fnoome class 
(dollars) Un- U ... UD' .. ... 

All' der ....... .. or All' d .. ....... .. or All' ...... ...... .. alder .. older .-
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,. 

s.OOO-~.--------- Oil " •• .. ... 22 '" .. ... •• .. .. 
3,000 or fm'I' _ • ____ .. 17 .. •• US I • .. 22 "" .. .. .. 
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Husbands under 40 were relatively less numerous at the extremes of 
the income scale than at intermediate levale, Opportunities for young 
men to ea.rn by work off the operated farm may have helped some to 
raise their incomee above $500. In addition, the younger men in 
apiculture are probably underrepresented in the samples studied 
emce those who worked only &8 farm laborers were excluded from the 
operator groups. 

Tenure and Siz. of Farm as Related to Husband', Ag. 

Many young farmers start in business by operating rented farms. 
Comparatively few white nonrelief families rented lanna in these 
sections, but young husbands were found much more frequently among 
the renters than among the owners. Of the 327 husbands in nonrelief 
families clnsaed as renters in the Oregon ssction, 42 percent were under 
40 years of age; 12 percent were 60 or older. Of the 1,461 husbands in 
families classed as owners, only 16 percent were under 40 years of age 
and 27 percent were 60 or older (table 20). A similar situation was 
noted in the three other sections. 

TABU 2O.-AOll Q:P BUSBANDB IN' RlfILATtOH TO ftNlJ'BB AND aIZa Of' 'AlUI: Number 
01 flu,band< ift ~ tJfO f"""". btt Ion ..... and ri .. of 1_ 0,_ I,tc:CiotI, I 19S6-3t1 

IWbl ... _ ....... __ ._-wIJI,_..u_ 

1!mbIDdI 01...-
TnDun and ... at f'IrID • "'m~ 

(0...., liN- ,. .. u_ao - ...... ...... - old .. 

No ..... - N •• "'" NIo_ N_ N •• tIe- -OWDllut ~' •..•• 0. __ ••• ..... .. lO. dO m .,. uo 
11\ • ., .. Ulan I ... _ .•.•. .. , IT • • • • • • 3-18 •••• _ .. _ .. "" • If .. .. .. IT 
W41 .•••. __ ::::~· ... IS fa 9'l .. .. .. 
lIO-1II8 ___ ._ .•••••. __ ........ m II .. .. II ,. .. 
lOO-lft._ •• ... • .. .. &. f' .. 
17W"'.~ __ .: =~:: _: ~: ::::: .. I .6 .. • 1 .. 7 
~.-.--.- .. . ~ .. o. • 17 .. III .f • -. ..... - .. • • U • 1 • l,o.'H.llIllIi. ~:: .. : - .... • • • 1 • 1 • "GUO .. ont .... ____ - _.-. • • • • • • • 

l\QUq Nnll_I .. _ .., .. 9'l .. .. .. • 
hwutlhul ... ......... • • • 1 • • • ... 19 _ •••••• __ ..... _ ... Of • It If 10 .8 • JO-Ct __ ••••. ___ : ••• _._ -.- -. .. • .. .. '0 • • ~ .. -- ... --, I. • •• II .. • 1 
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In Oregon and central California there was &orne tea>denty for older 
families to operatA smaller farms than did families in which the husband 
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was middle-aged. Thus, in Oregon, 49 percent of the families in which 
the husband was 60 or older operated farms of fewer than 50 acres; a 
smaller proportion, 44 percent of those in which he was in the age class 
50-59 and 41 percent of those in which he was in the class 40-49, 
operated farms of this size. In central California, differences between 
the age classes were smaller; corresponding percentages were 55, 58, 
and 52. In the former section the median size of farm was 65 acres; 
in the latter 48 acres. In Washington and southern California where 
fa.rms tended to be smaller (median size, 39 and 16 aeres, respectively), 
differences among the three age groups were negligible (table 78). In 
southern California fa.rms of 19 or fewer acres were operated by the 
same propormon, 66 percent, of the families in which the husband was 
40-49 as of those in which he was 60 or older. 

Income anc! Size or Family 

The fact that family income tended to be somewhat higher when 
husbands were in the age class 40-59 than when they were younger 
or older helps to explain why the average size of nonrelief families was 
larger at upper-income levels than at lower. When husbands are 
middle-aged, families tend to be of maximum size; they usually are 
completed but children have not vet reached the age to found their 
own homes and businesses. In the Oregon farm section, families ranged 
in size from 2.66 members at the lower extreme of the income scale 
to 4.50 at the upper, as follows: 

Al'rr4f' numbtr 
. Famny-income class: of JMmklf AJlinco .... ______________________________________ a?3 

$0-$499 _____________________________________ a66 
$500-$999 ___________________________________ a3S 
$1,000-$1,499 ________________________________ a 80 
$1,500-$1.999 ________________________________ 4. 16 
$2,000-$2,999 ________________________________ 4. 21 
$3,000 or over ________________________________ 4. 50 

In the income class below 3500, where half of the husbands were 60 
or older, one would expect to find mMy two-person families; !!Town 
children would have left their parents. It also must be remembered 
that large families with limited means tended to turn to relief agencies 
for aid and, as a consequence, figures for the nonrelief group under
state the average size of all families at tills income level. 

The three other farm sections resembled Oregon in the smaller 
average size of low-income families than of the well-to-do. In south
ern California differen~es between the income extremes were some
what less marked, doubtless because of the relativ£'iy small proportion 
of large families in the sample studied there (table 75). 

Income anc! Family Type (Oregon Nonrelier Families) 

The relationship between family composition and amount nnd 
sources of income may be more clearly seen by studv. of the family
type woups than by figures for average size of fa.mllies of all typt"S 
combmed at different income levels. The discussion which follows is 
based largely up-on the Oregon farm section where a large sample was 
obtained. Similarities and differences found in the two other sections 
are noted later. 
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Income l_l. of F .... ilies of Each Type 

n .... band-wife families (type 1) !wi a much Io .... er median inoome 
than any other type; half ollhis group in the Oregon section received 
'- than $00. during the year. Famjlies of type D (five or six per
BOns) .... d type 7 (!leVen or eight persons) tied for first place when fam
ily typee 1 to 7 inelusive were ranked by median income. The relative 
position of the medians of those seven family types is shown below 
(mediaDe for family ~ 8 and 9 are not presenLed because of the 
small number of eases m each): 

Familrtype: --1 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• _............. ~ 
2 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••• I, 17. 
3 ••••.•••••••.•••.••••.•••••••••••••....••••• 1,298 
••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••.•.•.•••••• 1,259 
$ •..•••••••.••••••••••••••••••••.•..••••.•••• I, ~ 
6 .••••••••••...•.••...•..•••••••••.•••.•••••• 1,260 
7 ............................................ 1,408 

The income dist.ributiona of typ ... 1 and 7 present similar evidenee 
8lI to the rela live position of tll_ groups with respect to income. 
Incomes under $1,000 were reporLed by 56 percent of the type-I 
famifuoe and 23 percent of the type 7; incomes of $2,000 or more by 10 
and 27 percent Of the iwo groups, respectively (table 21). 
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.. "' .. .. II " .. :III II .. 

1.!ltD-l. __ •••. ___ .•••• _. .. II It ., .. 21 .. 11 II> .. 
1.~1._ "'_"'."_'_ 10 • 17 .. .. .. • II .. :n 1.,i.Gl_ 0TeI' __ .. ______ • • • .. • • • • • to 

, .. data f<Jl' othw r.rtftt __ Wd1011i~ IIIIPIablP '17. 
IF .. &.m ... of...., Q'pIa_t:lIrNIr7 • ....., TJ1& ..... ,...... ..... 

Although the medians of types 4 IIIId 8 weno similar, the distributions 
of families by income show ditrerenoes. Relatively fewer of the 
former group were in the income class SI,()()()-$I,999 and relatively 
more .... ere above and below this intermediata level Similarly, 
family tn- 5 and 7, with the aame median, differed som ..... hat in the 
proportion of '.rom .. abo .. the $2,OOO-inlome line. 

Income levels oftl.. F .... ily-Type Groups 
For the detailed study of _ of in_e and of family members 

""ming. family 'YPBI-combined to u.er- the siae of the analysis ---



62 MISO. l'UBLICATION 356, U. S. DEPT. OF AGRIOULTURE 

groups. By combining types 2 and 3, 6 and 1, 8 and 9, and 4 and 5, 
four groups were formed which included a successively greater pro
portion of older families (table 11). When these four group~ and 
type 1 were ranked by median income, types 8 and 9 ranked highest 
and type 1 ranked lowest: 

Family-type group: Mill .... ' ....... 1____________________________________________ $904 
2 and 3 _______________________________________ 1,225 
4. and 5 _______________________________________ 1,302 
6 and 7 _______________________________________ 1, 370 
8 and 9 _______________________________________ 1,682 

The low rank of the type-l fanJilies, already noted in the discussion 
of the relative positions of the separate family types, seeme to have 
been rela.ted to age and other cha.ra.cteristics of two-person fanJilies. 
The proportion of type-I families in which the husband wa.s aged 60 
or more, 44 'percen~, was greater than in any other type ~up (table 
11). Families of all types in which the husband was this age had a 
median income more than $100 below that of any other age class in 
Oregon. However, age was not the only factor; even the young and 
middle-aged families of ty'pe 1 ranked below the other type groups 
when classified by median mcome (table 22). 

TAlILZ 22.-J'AMILY INCOIl1D BY AO. or HUSBAND AND 7A1l1LY T'YP.: Median income 
Df familiu by age DJ h ... band aM f_illllllP", PacijIe farm _iDnI, 19_ 

[Whlto nonreUet tamIlbs UU" Include • huaband and wife. both natl~bornl 

0 ..... 

_ ..... pC,.....) - FomOy 
AIltypes J'smJly 

..".. .~" .... 1 "001 

Under BCL ._ •••• _____ ...... ..... tl.l1J 1*,-,133 
~-------.. ----.- 1.27. ... .. "" 1.417 
~--------.----.-. ..... 1. alii 1,372 1 .... ao--at ________________ ..... 1 .... 1.146 ..... GO or older ____ . ______ ... ",. 11~OOO 1,160 
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S: ... - t SI.250 
1. '213 1. "" 1 .... 1,318 1, ... 

1, ... .. m 1 .... 
1 Jr 208 ... 1. ... 

cantor-
nla. 
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II."" l.m 
1. "" 1,112 I.'" 

In the tYJ?e-l families, there were no persons other than the hus
band and wife to promote the farm en~rise or to earn from nonfarm 
employment. A family of type 1 that rrused as much food as a family 
of a larger type could sell more because family food needs would be 
smaller, but the total income (money and nonmoney) from food 
production would probably be less since prices received from sales 
usually were below those used in the valuation of products furnished 
the family by the farm. These factors, in conjunction with differ
ences in age distributions that all'ect earning powe~l probably account 
for the major differences between the husband-wile families and tha 
other types. 

The large fanJilies of types 6 and 'I, second in size to those of types 
8 and 9. also ranked second in median income. The former families 
includ;J a larger proportion with husbands under 40 than the latter, 
and 8. smaller number of persons 16 or 'Older other than husband and 
wife. Types 2 and 3 ranked fourth or next to the lowest; the median 
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of $1,226 for these two types combined hides the relatively favorable 
income position of type 3 alone. 

DiII'erences among the type groupe with respect to median income 
reflected differences in proportion of families at the higher- and 
lower-income levels. For w:.::8!:' types 2 and 3 resembled types 6 
and 7 in the proportion of f . in the income range $500-$1

1
499; 

but only 16 percent of the former compared with 23 percent 01 the 
latter had incomes of $2,000 or more-a difference in accord with the 
differences between their medians. The proportion of type-l families 
with incomes below $500 WlIS more than three times 88 great 88 of 
any other type group, o.nd the proportion with incomes of $2,000 or 
more W88 smaller. Types 8 and 9, ranking high in median income, 
included a larger proportion of families with incomes of $2,000 or 
above than did the others (table 21). . 

Income as Related to Family Size 

The level of living that an income provides for family membl'rs 
depends not only upon the size of the income but also upon the size 
of the family. Marked dill'erences in the levels of family mainte
nance foasible for the various tlYe gr<lUpS are indicated by computa
tion 0 averl\ge income per capIta. The income per ca.pita of hus
band-wife families (type 1) was substantia.lly higher than that of 
larger families in the Oregon sample, although tbeir average income 
was lower: 

ANnI,. 'ReO,., 
Family·typo group, "" r.ma, 1_ •• __ • ______ •• _ •••• _____ • __________ ._ $1,078 

2 and 8 ________ •• _. _______ • _____ .______ 1,456 
'and 5 ________ . _______________________ 1,65~ 

6 and 7 ________ ._. ____________ • ________ 1,599 
8 and 9 ________ ._______________________ 2,188 

AM'III' 'lItO.,.. 
"""" ... SSM 

428 
888 
255 
286 

The families of types 2 and 3, wi!.h an average of 3.45 members 
ranked second in per capita income. The large families of types 6 
and 7 oombined, and 8 and 9, averaging 6.31 and 7.48 members, 
respectively, fared leaat walll from the standpoint of average income 
per person to be mrJntainea. Inoome per oapita is of only limited 
value as evidence of comparative well-bemg of the family-type groups. 
Obviouely ~ a famill of four can have a level of living oomparable to 
that of a lamily a two, ~t Bpend lees !.han twice 88 much. How
ever, there can be no doubt that many large families wi!.h incomes 
balow the median for their type group had difficulty in providing a 
livintr that would meet current 8tandards of adequacy. 

Within MCh of !.hese five family-t;vpe groups excel.'t type 1 (limited 
to two persons) thert' WIIS a possibility of difference m average size of 
famil;r from oue inoome class to ana !.her. Thus, in types 2 and 3 
combmed the average size of families wi!.h incomes under $500 was 
3.29 members; of !.h08ll wi!.h incomes 01 $3,000 or more, 3.67 members 
(table 23). These averages refit'Ct the greater proportion of families 
of type 3 (two children) than of type 2 (one cluld) at the hi!!:her
inrome levels and the smaller proportion below the S500-income line. 

Similarly, in the ~up composed of types 4 and 5, which included 
families of three to SIX persons, inclusive, !.he average size ranged from 
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3.57 to 4.34 members at the income extremes. It will be recalled that 
5 percent of the type-4 families (three or fout members) and only 3 
percent of the type 5 (five or six members) were below the $500-
mcome line. IIi addition, type-4 families outnumbered those of 
type 5 by more than 2 to 1; an equal proportion of the two at a given 
income level, therefore, would have given the former type greater 
weight in determining average family size. 

TA.BLm 23.-AV:&RAQ:II SlZB OJ' :rAH!LY BY TYPE AND INCOJB: Aftragd" ftU 6/ 
family and a • .,._ numb.,. of p_ Dlher tha" """band and flJif_ under It1 
l11' It1 or oltlsr,' by familtg 11/P" and income, Pacijic farm oed._,' 1985-811 

[White JlO'DftUer tammes that include 8 huaband and. wife, both naUve-boml 
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memo under un,,", 16 .. ...... un .... I ... mem- under 16 or ..... lo' ..... lo' 01 .... • 

_ . 
IS' older' ..... ... older' 

WASBDfMOll 
N •• N>. N •• N •• N •• N .. N .. N .. N •• N .. No. 

AlIlDaomo duooa •••• .... L .. ..01 ".7 La< .... .... .... .. .. LI7 .... 
Net lossos. _______ 

--3:"- --LiS- --j,"if --:81- --i-it- --i-ii- --3,-36- --:8i- --a45- --i-if- ---"-30 Net bKlomea. _____ 

0-4D!J •• ___ A_A. .... us .. .. .17 LI7 ..... 3.67 .33 ...... '.00 '0,00 
~----.-- aM L .. .. 87 .83 I." .... .. ., LOO .. .. .67 .... 
1,000-1,499. ___ .... La. .... .80 uo aI. .... • 56 .... L .. ..... 
.1.500-1,999 ____ .... U, '.00 . .... 1.38 U6 .... ... 7.67 .... ..33 
2,000-2",0-. •• .... 1.33 .." ... I.M .... .... 1." 7.00 I." .. 80 
~OI'over __ .. 67 1.87 .. 00 .'" L .. " .. .... 1.56 .... .00 .... 

ORBQO_ 

AJIlnc»me eIaaeI ____ .... I. .. .. '" .65 I." "" .. .. .85 7." .... ao • 
= Net. lossras. _______ .... 1.33 ...... '.00 '1.00 ." ... ' .. 00 '.00 --7:48- --2:"24- ---&-21 Net Ineome.t ______ .... L .. .... . .. 1.38 ... , .... .SO 

D-t99 _________ .... UIl '--.:i1 .m 1.08 " .. .. .. 1.00 ...... '.00 ...... 6OO-WO _______ .... L38 .... .63 US "' . .... • 67 .... .... "00 l,i)OO-l.4:W ____ .... Lt7 .. .. .58 1.20 .... .. .. • 07 .... .... 3.00 
1,500-1'99!L. __ .... I. .. .... .m L" .. .. .. .. I.'" '.81 3.00 .... 
2,000-......... .... L42 .... .51 U8 ..... .. .. 1.00 7." 2.00 .... 
.,000 or over __ .... 1.07 .... .f< L6lI .... .. .. • 50 7." I.'" ..... 

<.U.I¥ORlIJ., 
OOUTlWUl 

AD IncomeclaaL ___ .... LSI .... • 81 L27 .. .. .. '" ... "-76 .27 '.51 
Net Jo!eeI ________ .... ..... .... .38 LII .... La> .00 ' .. 00 '.00 ' .. 00 Net.1noomas_. ____ "" La> .... . .. 1.28 U8 .. .. ... "18 .28 .... 

0-499 _________ .. '" La> .... ... 1.17 U6 .... ... '6.00 '.00 ' .. 00 
~------- .... L .. .... ... UI .... .... • 00 US L .. .. .. 
l,OOD-l,R ____ .... U. .... • 77 1.21 .... .. .. .M U6 .00 .... 
l.tllO-l,999 ____ .... Log .... • 60 L36 .... .... .28 8." .07 f.OO 
2,ooD-2,M ____ "" 1.60 .... .72 1.32 .... 8.00 .86 .... .00 .... 
8.000 or OYer __ 3.<7 I. .. .... '''', L" .... .... .78 .. .. .00 .... 

J YeaJ'oeqO.lvalent lI8f'IODI. Blight dlt!6rences may oamr benr.n the average tor aD member! and tlRo 
amoun' obl41ned by adding 2.00 {hUlb&nd aud wife} to tbe sum 01 tbe avemges for penonJ nndel' 18 and 
18 or older. These ~D.clesrem1' from dUIereDCe!lin the methods of computing &ftf'8,g('S Cor aU meJll-o 
beta and for pct90DI 10 or It or older. See Gloaaary. Yea:-equ1valeni Penon. fer descrlpUoIl of 
methods ued in eomp:uUDi. 

t DataCorcentral cauronila are DOl; shown by Iacome beeauseoftbesm.ullumber otcuea. (8fre table 15.) 
.. [nclodes husband and wife. 
• Excludes husbR.nd and wilD. 
• Average baaed 011 tewv iban ! easel. 
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In the type group 6 and 7 combined, the average size of families 
in the income cl&88 $500-$999 W&8 6.17 psrscns; of those with incomes 
of $3,000 or more 6.48. F&milies of type 7 (seven or eight persons) 
were outnumbe;;I by those of type 6 (five or six persons) at the lower
income level. In the large faxiUliee of typee 8 and 9 combined, the 
situation W&8 reversed; those in the income eI&88 $500-$999 tended 
to have more members to be maintained than did the well-to-do. 

Sources of Income 

DiJierences among the family-t;r.pe groups with respect to income 
distribution are &88ociated with differences in average total incomes 
and in amount of each of the three income components-money income 
from farming (adjusted for changes in value of livestock and of crops 
stored for 81l)e), nonmoney income from farm-furnished products

1 and nonf/l.1"lIl income. Adjusted money income from farming raDgea 
from an average of $437 for all f&milies of type 1 to $914 for those 
of types 8 and 9; nonmoney income from farm-furnished housing 
and other products from an average of $373 to $721; nonfarm income 
(earnings and other) from an average of $268 to $503. Between these 
two extremes, families of tyP8B 2 and 3, ranking next to the lowest 
(family type 1) in median mcome, held this same rank with respect 
to averages for adjusted money income and nonmoney income from 
farm-furnished products; but they outranked types 6 and 7 with 
respect to average nonfarm income. F&milies of types 6 and 7 out
rauked those of types 4 and Ii in average and median income, ~ely 
because of their greater o,veragenonmoney income from farm.furniShed 
food (table 24). 

Income from III. Operotcd Farm 

At a givon inoome level, the various family-type groups showed 
marked differenoes in the value of the farm-furnished food they 
consumed, and hence in nonmoney income from the farm. Small 
f&milies used less food thfUl large f&milies; food, therefore, provided 
a smo.ller percentage of their total income at a given level. For 
examplo\ in the income class $500-$999, the average velue of home
produeea food used by families of the different types W&8: 

... -.., .. 0/ - .. -.""._ qf p""UUiI 
Family-type group: ........ ,... 1 _______________________________________ ~02 $234 

II and 8 __________________________________ 3. 89 811 
• and Ii __________________________________ 3. 93 811 
II and 7 __________________________________ e. 17 396 

At this income level the value of homo-produced food constituted 32 
percent of the Bggrt>gate income of the families of type 1; 42 percent 
of that or types 2 and 3 L 39 e...ercent of that of types 4 and 5; 52 percent 
of that of types 6 and 1. (Data for tYJl8ll8 and 9 are not presented 
bocause of the small number of casos.) 

SinclI food was the principaioomponent ofnonmoneyincomereooived 
by the f"mily from the farm, the ranking of the family-type groupe 
by Bvt\rags value of 0.11 farm-furnished produots and housing followed 
IIlllrlt tJ", 8Il1ll~ pattt\J"U as that just doseribed for the ranking by val" .. 
of food (tabl .. 2,&). 
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TABLm 24.--S0URCE8 OP 7AlIIILT DfCOMB: AvtmJge I amount and ~el 0/ 
total famil1/ income deri.ed from sp«ifie<l .our.,.., btl famil1/ typo and i_. 
Ore_farm .wi<m8,·19S6-5IJ 

(White Domelfef f&mlIIes. that iDclade a hulban4 and wfI •• both Datlve-bom) 

Net farm tnoome 
Net.,.,.." 

FamllJ.!!"" and ....... Fam Total family ....... <rom 
(d ..... ) Illao ....... Money and 

F~ 
.. DIann 

Total cbanpin 
n~bed 

........ 
""'w,""'" -andi~4 

N •. Dol. I'd. Dol. Pd. Dol. Pd. Dol. Pd. Dol. Pd. AU tJP8ll~ ____ • ____ •• ____ • 
1,'88 1,430 100 1,081 ,. ... .. ... 34 34' .. 

Family .... 1 •••.••••• .. , 1,078 100 81. 15 .31 .. .'" .. ... .. 
1=>237 --Nat 108gelL ________ • 1.078 -" .. , 29< .. NellnComeS _______ ... 1:102 --laY .," ---75- .., ---u- 31 • .. 27t 

----ji 

()..(QIl ••• - -._----.. 36' 100 ... 8! 12 • 2IlI ,. .. I. 
~-------- 181 T.IO 100 '5O ,. '" .. 34' .. 172 '" 1,000-1,400 _____ ,00 '.'" 100 .,. 14 50. •• . ,. s • ... 26 
1,500-1,99fL. ___ .. ..... • 00 , .... 7 • ... 50 ... >II <01 .. 2.CJJ0.-2.m. ____ 33 ..... .00 1,87' 71 1,230 •• ... " ... .. 
3,000 or over ___ ,. ..... '00 . ..... TI 1,601 .. 03. .. ... .. 

J'amJIy types 2 aDd 3.... ... ' .... 100 I.'" .. ... " .80 .. "'" .. 
Net losses _________ 133 --• -911 --iOif -I .... ------ -1,403 ---ir ... ------Net lnoomtlL ______ ... 1,"14 •• 001 ,. ••• "'. 13 878 26 

................ .. OJ • .00 ... ---#- -165 ---ir ... ---56- .. ····03 liDO-911IL _______ 112 , .. .00 .'" 1M ... ''10 1,000-1,499 _____ U8 1.2:" .00 ... 73 .., .. ... '" ... 'l1 
1.~I.99lI _____ .. 1.721 100 1,178 .. ..,. SO 00. .. ... .. 
2,0()1).-2.~ _____ .. .. 305 100 ~.15 73 1.128 •• .. , .. ... 71 B.lXJlorOV8r ___ .. ..... • 00 . .... OS ..... .. .., 

" 
..., 17 

= Famlly types 4 and 5 __ 61. 1 .... 100 1,178 73 "11 .. ... .. 38' .. 
Net losses... ... _______ I -23 • .. • 16. .,. .., 
Net incomes _______ ... I.'" --ioo- 1,116 --'76' ... ---.o- W ---i4" .., .. --0-499._. _______ ,. , .. .00 317 ---1&· -.. ---22- . ., ------ .. ----24 ,6OO-CI09 ________ 

178 ,.. • 00 ... 171 ". M .88 1,000-1,499. ____ ••• 1.22:1 100 ... 7. <I • M ... •• 2113 .. 
~500-~"'._ .. _ n. I .... 100 ,,23' 73 .. , 38 ... .. ... 27 
2.(O)-2,99IL ...... _ .. 2,3110 100 I.m " 1,132 ., MI ., .11 .. 
3.000 or ovu ......... 50 ..... '00 • ,IQO 78 ..... 62 ... to ... .. 

= = 
lI'amfll' types 6 and f __ .... I .... 100 I .... 73 ... '" ... .. 347 .. 

Net losses ..... ______ 1 • -ISO -----. '-180 "''''''''78- -I .... _ ... _--- . ... ..... - ... -"'--22 Net Incomes _______ I .. 1,15(8 • 00 I .... ... <0 ., . ... 
r; --0-499 ... _________ • ... '00 ... ---19- • G< --is· 26 • --.-.-

II(J()--ggO - - - ... - - -- .. 1M .00 ... n. ... .. .69 ., 
1.1lIl6-1,499 ... ____ . , ..... • 00 ... 7. 200 .. 672 .. .11 .. 
~500-~"'. __ ._ <0 1,742 100 1, 27. 78 ", .. ... '" ... ., 
J,(kl)-2,99(t ____ 

'" ..... '00 I.m .., 
~::gl 50 '10' .. ... ,. 

a,OOOorOV8l' ...... _ 1. ..... • 00 3 .... ., .. ... .. ... • = 
Famlb' types 8 and tL ,. 2,188 100 I .... ,. ... .. '" .. ... .. 

I Averages IU@ based onlbe total number of J'amDlatln each alus. oolnmn 2. Avenge net losses are 
Indicated by iii mlnua a!gD. I'or desoript1on of income from the apeo1fled aourcee see Glcs!ary. lDoome, 
1"Dl'm Family, 

I PiIf'08ntapl are based on the average total fam1}y fnoome for tBC'b claIs, OOIDIIUl8. 'Peroentep dlatrtlnv 
tioDS have not bean oomputed tor tamlllM: In any Glau 1n wblah the.~ ineom.1'I'Om AIl7 :IOUI1» waa 
negative • 

• For data tor W&!blngton and aouthern OaIHornIa see table til. 
I R6pneenta nat: mODey [noome from farm plus tncroaseI or minus dacreues in nlue Ollivestock owned 

IIlDd crops stored for we between the beglnn,1ng and end 01 the report; }feat' • 
• Includes earnlDgs 01 lamUy membet8 from OCCIlpattODI other than operation of the lamDy linn. and 

mODllY locome from such non/arm sources &I net retarns from InVEetments. pell!'lons. and gUts. For number' 
of famUlee having nonlarm tncometrom eatDJDp and other 1000000, Me tables :Il and 63. 

'Average based OD fewertbaD a C89e1. 
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Nonmoney income from farm-furnished produots increased in velue 
as income 1'088 but was & smaller proportion of total income &t upper 
th&n &t lower levels. As a COnseqU6IlC8 of this and of differences in 
income distributione, the four f&mil,-type groups discussed above 
show greater simil&rity when comp&rlllOne are baaed upon &!l income 
cls.sses combined, th&n when they are baaed upon specific income 
levels. For example, farm-furnished goods were 35 percent of the 
aggreg&te income of all type-I IAlDilies; 33 percent of th&t of types 2 
and 3; 34 of th&t of types 4 and 5; 39 I,lercent of th&t of types 6 and 7. 
The large proportion of type-I fam;hes with incomes under 11,000, 
where farm-furnished products were of greatest import&nC8, offset 
the effect of the am&!ler food needs of two-person fAlDilies. when all 
income levels were combined. 

Net money income from farming, adjusted for change in velue of 
livestock and of O1'Ope stored for sele, tended to be & larger proportion 
of the aggregate income of type-l families th&n of those in the other 
type groupe &t the same income level. This situ&tion is the reverse 
of th&t noted for nonmoney income from the farm. For eJ<AlDple. at 
the 150H999 income level, 8uch adjusted money income from fann
ing averaged $211, or 29 percent of the aggregate receipts of type-I 
families; $165, or 21 percent of the aggregate of types 2 and 3; $177, 
or 22 percent of that of types 4 and 6; and, 1119 or 16 percent of th&t 
of types 8 and 7. 

MoneyaodNonmoney'_ 

Money income from all 80\11'008, farm and nonfarm, tended to be & 
somewhat larger proportion of total f&mily income of type-I families 
in Oregon th&n of the three other type groupe &t the same income level. 
For e>:AlDple, &t the income level 1500-$999, money income W&8 58 
percent of the ~te income of familiae of type 1; 41 percent of 
that of familiae of types :I and 3; 48 percent of that of types 4 and 5; 
and 39 peroent of ti.at of types 8 and 7. This larger percen~ for 
type-I families is what would have been expected because of the 1_ 
inlPortance of nonmoney income from farm-furnished food to the 
two-person familiae and its greater import&nce to the large families 
of types 6 and 7. 

When all income cl_ were combined and f&mily types were co:S,ared with respeot to relative importance of money income, 
f.. .. ae of type 1 showed more similarity to the other type groupe 
than at .!"'Cillo income levels. There were rei&tively fewer families 
of type 1 th&n of the other types at the upper-income levels where 
mOD"Y inoome W&8 of relatively greater importance than nonmoD~y. 
Combination of income levels, therefore, served to blur the importance 
of money rt'('e;pta in the income picture of these familie;<, as compared 
_'ith the oibers . 

......... Ito. s-... Oti. .. n- 1M a..-.d Fan. 

Total income from sources other than the operated farm was 
about tl,e 88Dle proportion of total inoome of all family-type groups, 
rangintt from 22 ~nt of the ~te income of types 6 and 7 to 
26 ~t of that of types 2 and 3. However, average amounta 
rt>OOl"oo ditT~ greatly, .... did average inoome of the type groupe. 
A vtIrIIge lIIIOfann ineome of type 1 families in Oregon was $268; or 
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types 8 and 9, $503. At a specific income level, difl'erences in average 
amounts of income of this kind received by the type groups tended 
to be much smaller; the variation among the aver~es for all incomes 
combined reflects the dissimilarity in the distributIon of families by 
income. 

Earnings. 

When money income from nonfarm sournes was divided into its two 
components (1) earnings and (2) income from investments (other 
than the fanilly farm), pensions, cash gifts, ete., difl'erenees among 
the type groups at specific income levels were more marked. Aver
age earnings of families of type 1 tended to be less than those of the 
other types at the same income level and to be a smallerlroportion 
of total income. Average income from investments an the like 
tended to be greater. 

At the income level $500-$999 (the lowest level in which the num
ber of cases in each of the four fanilly-type poups is sufficient for 
comparisons) average earnings of Oregon famihes of type 1 amounted 
to $106 and were 15 percent of aggregate income. Average earnings 
of the other type groups were: Types 2 and 3, $149; types 4 and 5, 
$160; types 6 and 7, $152. At intermediate-income levels, the type-l 
group kept its low rank but the relative position of the three other 
groups changed' the average amounts earned by families of types 
4 and 5 were b;.L,w the a.ver~ for types 2 and 3, and for 6 and 7, 
at sinrl1ar income levels. At mcome levels above $2,000 the number 
of families having nonfarm earnings is not sufficiently great to provide 
stable averages (table 63). 

The data for each family-type group suggest that earnings from 
work not pertaining to the farm enterprise were a smaller proportion 
of aggregate net income of families with extremely low or high incomes 
than of the large group having incomes between $500 and $3,000; 
however, the number of eases at these extremes of the income distri
bution was usually -too small to establish this as a definite trend. 

FamilllfMmbO!rs eaming. 

Husbands' contributions were 89 percent of aggregate earnings of 
fa.milies of types 2 and 3, and 84 percent of the aggregate earnings of 
the type-l group in Oregon. In both of these type groups wives were 
the only other family members who could be counted upon for sub
stantial contributions to earnings. Children under 16 may work for 
money occasionally but they seldom earn much. 

With an increase in the number of fanilly members 16 or older 
available for employment, the contributions of husbands became a 
smaller part of aggregate earnings. In families of types 6 and 7, with 
an average of 0.86 members 16 or older (other than husband and wife), 
husbands contributed 81 percent of earnings; these other members. 
12 percent. With '" further increase in the number of such other 
family members to an average of 1.36 persons in types 4 and 5, and 
3.22 m types 8 and 9, their contributions became 25 and 57 percent of 
aggregate earnings of the two type groups; contributions of husbands 
fell to 65 and 36 percent, respectively (table 25). 
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TABLII25.-'AIIILT S.BNEB8A.JrD WA..BJifD(08 wBOllIfONrAllIl8017BCBB:1 p~ 
of {amilin jn .. hM 1" .. baMo/ wi .... and ..u- f"m;11I _mbno had oami"fl'l from 
lourcu other than ,~ ~ farm, OM ~e oj toUd nan/arm earning_ ". 
";oed Iro ... • ueII ............ l>!Ila",illlllll'" Paci/i4 larm -iono, 19S1i-S6 

(Wblte DODnIlIeI ramw. &bat lIIfIln4Iallnahad and. ..... both DIltIn.bonlJ 

Peroentaco • of I&mUls with eua- PerWlDtqe. or total DOnCarm.,.. 
inpffom- lop derived from-

St_1.e and ramlly t.)'1JO " ..... Anr. Oth" All o!~IOt"'" No. I,.. b,d· 0_ ... Indl· 
vidual .::; Wt ... ..... ..- vidual 

B_ 
WI ... , .... -... uodet 16« 

""". .-, ,. or ...... .. ...... 
en 

._, 
en 

:-- ----
W.-nIWOTOJf Mo .. • -Pet· Pet- -Pet- - -- - Pet· --'" .... .... ... .... ... .... .... .... .... -AU t.J'~ •••••••• _ •.. ___ tlII7 .. 17 • , • .... .u U 0.1 ... 

I._ • __ •• '._. ____ .• _. 101 ., OIl • --_.- .. . _-_.-. .... 17 •• lLa ----:i" ._.-_ .. 
2: and •• _______ ••••• , .. .. ., • ----ir -----i" .. .. ... . ... ---ii"i • and. 5. ___ ._. _____ • ... .. IT • .... ..., .7 •• e D.D.d 7 ••• ____ ._ •••• .. .. •• • 7 • 100.. oe< ... •• 6.7 8 and 8._. ____ ••• __ . ...! .. '" 7 .. .. "" 41 •• 2.1 •• «7.1 - -oa.ocnt 

All .................... I, "" .. .. " 12 • .... 71.8 U •• .U 
I ... __ ._. ___ ." ...... ... .. II " (U) ---_._- .... .... ,4.0 ---:;" '.' 2andl.~ .•• ~~ ... _. ... IT 51 " ····Z- ----ie- .. 7 ... . ... ·--jri 41 anda •• _____ •.•.•. 6'0 .. .. II ... .... ... •• tI and 7 _______ ••• ___ 

lIOO 51 .. •• .. •• ... .... La ... , ... 
B and I_ • _______ •• __ 711 .. II • .. .. 07.' .... 2. • La ~ - - ~ 

r'U'UOaKf .... lotm1l:llN 

AU ,,.peI __ . ____ ... ____ . 1,111 .. .. • • • .. .. .... ... (') ao 
1_- __________ ._ .• _._ m '7 IS • (I!ll ------- .... .... ,u 

----~i- " 1 and 1. ________ •.• _ ..... 51 II • -----i- ... .... ... '.1 • and 6 .• _________ •. ... .. .. • II .... • U 2.7 (') , ... 
tI nnd 1 .. ____ ..... __ '" .. .. • • « .... al. t •• •• 7.7 I a.nd I .. '0 ____ • _ •• _ .. .. '" • 11 ,. .... . ... 

• • •• .... 

Tbe proportion of husbands who e&med in any family-type group 
seems to bave been roIated bo!.b to his age and to ava.ilabili~y of older 
80118 or daughters who might contribute to family incoma bv work 
o!.ber !.ban on !.be bome farm. In type-I families, !.be proportion, « 
peroent, of husbands 60 or older WBa greater than in any o!.ber type 
group &nd the proportion earning was smaller than in any group sa va 
8 and 9 combined. In the Ia~ter group, types 8 and 9, a eonsid6l'8ble 
number, 19 p8l't'oot, of !.be husbands were 60 or older; but !.be raet 
that 68 percellt of the families had sons! daughters. or o!.bers 16 or 
older (llot husband or wife) who earneCI. probablv was a more im
portant fat'oor than ~ in determining whe!.ber the husband would 
udd &nother job to that of operating the fann. The Iftf'!:eSt propor
tion, 53 ptln'ent, of hush&nds earning was found in t\'pt'S 2 and 3-tbe 
group that also hod the largt.st proportion of hUsbands under 40 
{table 2S}. 
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The average amounts earned by husbands who had nODfarm em
ployment during the year were as follows: 

Family-type group: __ .. 
1 __________________________________ ._ ••••• _ •• _ 1459 
2 and 3 _________ ~. _____ ••• _ •••• _._. ____ • __ ••• _ 510 
4&Dd5 .. ___ . ______ . __ . _____ . _______ . __________ 562 
6 and 1 __________________ • ____ • _____________ ._ 521 
8lUld 9 _____ • ____________________________ .____ 550 

The lower earnings of husbands in type-I families may have been 
due, in part, to ege. The lack of older children to help carry responsi
bilities of farm operation also may have tended to curts.il their earn
ings by limiting the time that they could give to work off the farm. 
Husbands in families of types 4 and 5, 7, and 8 and 9 must have been 
able to delegate consideni.@e farm work to sons 16 or older, and thus 
must have been free to work for money elsewhere more frequently 
than were husbands in families of type 1 or of tyees 2 and 3, or type 6. 

Wives in these farm families doubtless contrtbuted much more to 
the family income by their work of food l'roduction than by earnings. 
Most farm women assume some responsIbility for the family garden 
and for the supply of poultry, eggs, milk, and meat that the family 
obtains from the farm. Only 15 percent of all the wives in these 
O~on farm families earned by work at enterprises other than the 
family farm. Among the family·type groups, families of types 2 and 
3 ranked highest in proportion of earning wiv_17 percent, compared 
with 15 percent in types 4 and 5; 14 percent in type 1; 12 percent in 
types 6 and 7; and 5 percent in types 8 and 9. The relatively low 
number of earning wives in the la~e families may be related both to 
their heavy household responsibilities and to the presence of children 
16 or older who might earn. 

Wives in type-l families may have worked for money more regularly 
than did wives in families of type groups 2 and 3, and 6 and 7, since 
their average earnings for the year were higher: 

Family·type i\roup: __ 
1_._ .•• _ •••••• __ ••••• _._ ••••••••••• _._ •• _._.. $183 
2 and 3 ________ • ___ • ________ ._. __ • __ • ___ •• ____ 156 
4 and 0 __ •• _._. ____ ••••• __ ••• _. ___ ._. __ ••••• _. 185 
6 and 1 ____ • __ ._. ____ ._ ••• ___ ••• _. ___ .________ 46 

Family members 16 or older, most of them sons and daughters in 
the age class 16-29, were responsible for a larger share of the nonfarm 
earnings than were wives. Among families of types 4 and 5 in the 
income class $1,OO()-$I,499, wives contributed an average of $19 per 
family from nonfarm work; male earners 16 or older (other than the 
husband), $32; female members 16 or older (other than the wife), 
$32. Families of t~ 6 and 7 at the same income level would have 
recaived $4 per family from the wives had their nonfarm earnings been 
equally distributed among all families, $27 per family from male 
members 16 or older, and $1 from female members in thie age group. 
In types 8 and \I the av~ nonfarm earnings of family members 16 
or older were higher than ill any other type group; at some income 
levels the:!, even exceeded the a~ nomann contributions of hus
bands. However, aV~88 for thie latter type qroup at specific 
income levels should be mterpreted with caution smce the aamplE'S 
were small (table 63). 
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M-r i_fr-~ 01" 1Aa.~. 
Among 'amiljM of all types, money received from income-yielding 

investments, pensions, and cash gifts waa insignificant in comparison 
with inCOI118 from other sourcee. However, it was of BOI118what 
greater importance to type-l families ~ to those of other t.fP.!!e. 
This charaeteristic is undoubtedly related to the faet that farodies 
of type 1 tended to include a large proportion of older husbands and 
wives who through the yeal'll had had opportunities to aave and make 
aueh inveetmenta. 

In the income class $.)00-$999, type-l families in Oregon received 
an average of $66 from sources other than earnings; types " and 5, 
$29; types 2 and 3, $23j and types 6 and 7, only $7. At the income 
leveIa below $2,000, IIUCIl moner income furnished about 8 pereent of 
the total inCOI118 of type-l families and 1_ than 5 pe1'IlOI1t of the in
come of those of other t;-PM (tablee 24 and 29). Type-l families 
nmked above the others m av......Jing inCOI118 classes until the level 
$3,000 01' over was ,.....bedj u-e they were outranked by types 2 
and 3. 

The number of {amilies having income from theee BOuree& was too 
amall to justify tabulations that would show for the separate family
type grouJlII the amounts received from interest and dividends. 01' 
from penmona, annuit.iea, or cash gifta. 

1m '" .. ia .... ea...... ., 01 Iooca •• 01 faally Types 
Income L_1s 

In this intersectional comparison it must be J'IllIlflDlbered that the 
median income of the nonielief families 8tudied, _ a group, w_ 
higher in lIOutheru California than in the tbJ'Ile other aectiona. Wash
~n ranked fourth but did not diJrer greatly from Oregon.. For 
each family type the median ineome of the lIOuthem Califoruia fami
lies stood above the medians of thoee in Waahington and Oregon 
(table 26). Beeause of the amall _pie in ceoU'al California, the 
number of _ in MCh family type does not W'&l'I'ani comparisoaa. 

T ..... 28.-IlI""": 0-.- ., 1--. __ ., 1-" ,.,., 1Wi.Ic I
t'M.J ' IIJ:1S-# ra--__ .... _. ___ - __ 

-_. w_ - ~ ....... 
hmlbtn-'K .. ..... Y .. ....... ..... .. .. ......... ..... . TbH M .. .. - - ..- ..... .... ..- ...... .... .-.... .... .... .... .... .... 

, ~+ •• -----.--.-----.- --.-- --".15 ..,. -,un -11.- ...... t. ___ . _ ... _-- .. -._- ... -1.111 u» ,. 1.1~ ."" - u'" .. .., .... " -----_._-_ ...... _- U» .. .. .."" .., ... .... .. ... ..... U,. 
« ... .'--'" ... -_ .. .,. ,%:5 I. ':'M ... .- 1. ... .. ..... .. ... ..... ._.-- -- --'- -- -- - --- ... ..... . ... ... .. .. .. .., .- .. ,. t,m .. _. . .- - ---- ... - I. 31' uc ... r:1 I.!I:JO LW: .. "" ..... 
T .. --- .. ... .... ...,. .. ... .. ... ... :,: r~:; ...... 
• _11 .. . .... .. ... U" MO .. m 1.:":'1 ..... 
.... 1. -.."" .. "'" ... ...... I.'" '19 1. 651 u. 
- .. I ~ _:=_~ __ ---- '.' ... UI1 1_ m ",. L_ LUll." .m 
'-.It __ ._ .- -.. ---- .... - ... .... .... ..- ..- ..... ' ... '1._ t 2. :lit 
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The income relationships among the family-type groups may be 
obscured by sampling fluctuations resulting from- the limited number 
of families of each type studied. However, in all three sections, ~ 
1, 2, and 4 (representing small families) tended to rank lower WIth 
respect to median income than did types 5, 6, and 7 (representing 
large families). The greater quantities of food consumed by the 
large families than by the small may have given the former an advan
tage over the latter in the matter of income since the values placed 
upon products used by the family were somewhat above prices re
ceived by farmers for quantity sales. However, there were other 
factors in the differences among the type groups. The type-l fAmilies 
included a considerable number in which the husband was 60 or older; 
the type-2 group, a considerable number in which the husband W88 
tmder 40.' It will be recalled that the median incomes of the families 
with husbands at these two age extremes tended to be below those 
of families in which husbands were in the age class 40-69 and that 
these differences tended to be associated to some extent with differ
ences in size and tenure of farms (table 22). 

Of the individual types (excluding types 8 and 9, because the num
ber of cases was too small for separate analysis), the median income 
o~w. 7 ranked highest, or tied fo~ top place, in the three sections. 
F .. "'~es of this type were large--tieven or eight members, some old 
enough to earn off the farm or to share the burden of farm work. The 
difference between the median for this type and medians for the six 
others W88 considerably greater in southern California than in Oregon 
or Washington. However, this southern sample included only 25 
nonrelief families of type 7, hence the median is less reliable than that 
for the larger Oregon sample .. 

Families of type 1, those of husband and wife only, had a median 
income below the medians of all other types in each of the three ace
tions. Between the high median of type 7 and the low of type I, the 
ranking of the other five types (2 to 6 inclnsive) was lees tmiform from 
one section to another. lIowever, types 2 and 4 were consistently 
low, and type 5 stood well toward the top. Type 6 (families with 
three or four children under 16) W8S in an intermediate JIOSition. 
Type 3 (with two children tmder 16) ranked in second place m south
ern California, third in Oregon, and fourth in Washington. 

When family types were combined, the ranks of their medians were 
more similar in the three sections than were the ranks of the separate 
types. Types 8 and 9} with an average of more than five members 
16 or older, ranked highest. Types 6 and 7, averaging not quite 
three members 16 or olefer, ranked. next. In Oreson and Washington, 
types 4 and 5 combined had a higher median mcome than types 2 
and 3; in southern California, the reverse was true (table 26). 

When income distributions were considered, the situation of a 
specific type group with respect to the other ~ was, in general, 
similar in the three farm sections. The proportion of type.l families 
with incomes below $500 was considerably greater than ilia proportion 
of families in any of the combined type groups; conversely, the pro
portion of families with incomes of $2,000 or more was lower in type 1 
than in the other type groups (teble 27). 

Types 8 and 9 combined outranked the others ~l:~rtion of fam-
ilies with incomes of $2,000 or more, though in W . n the differ-
ence between this group and types 6 and 7 was slight. 
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TABLa 27.-J'''"'Lr TTR.&If1) meo ... : p~ dillribulitm by i.....",. of lamiliu 
.Iop<eijiod tllp", W",hinglml and.....u..m C41ilemiol _ _ ...... ' 1985-86 

IWIIU. ...... II.r_Chatblalado ..... __ wife. bolb -_I 

DJstribaUoDoffudllelottneal-
8&atellDd famUy-tDoomt ... 

(dolIaIo) .- -- .- .-I I I • I • 7 • • 7 • 
""'UUI'fO'fOR 
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~ -Nel J~ .. __ • _____ • ___ ._0 __ • • • • • • • • • • • NIC lDoomeI ____ • __ ~ _______ 
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......... _-_ .. _-.-----.-. II 11 • • I • • • • • • 1500-___ • __ ••• _. ______ ._ .. II II .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1,(100-1,_ ...... __________ .. .. " .. 17 .. II .. If .. 27 
l~O-I.m_ .. ___________ 

11 17 .. It II II •• .t •• .. .. 
2.~2,illS __ • ________ • ___ • I. t .. .. II •• .. to to '7 1.000 or ovc ••• _ ...... __ I I I - • • •• I • 11 .. 

cw.tn ..... aolmDlUl 

AlIlnoomt ~ •••. '.' __ 0' __ .00 100 100 II.' 100 • 00 Pl ... 100 100 ... -Nel ~_. __ ._ •• _. ____ • ____ • Q • • • • ~l • • • -Nil kICIomla.. ____ •• _. ____ •• __ .. 100 .. 117 .. .. II .. .. .. 
HW ~ ___ ... __ •• _._ •. ___ 

'8 • 7 • • • 
~ 

• • • • 1lOO-95J8 •• __ " ______ ... _ •••• • 8 .. .. SO 11 • • 8 • • 0 .. 
1,000-.1."99 __ ••• 0 __ ..... _ ••• to 17 .. .. .. .. II 17 .. II 1.500-1 ,m .. .. ________ .. .. •• II .. 11 .. II 11 .. " 2,.OOO-I,M ••••• _ ........ .. , . II to II .. .. .. .. .. s.ooo or over •••• __ ....... 11 •• to .. 17 17 17 II .. II 

In southern Californi .. , types 2 Imd 3 I'Il8eDIbled types • and li, and 
6 and 7 in respoot to the proportion at upper-income levels more than 
they did in the N orthwcst. . 
Av~ per enpita incomes of nonreIief families classified by type 

wore &II followa: 

FamUy-'ype group: ...... -1 __ • _____ ._._________________________ $56S 
2 and 3 ________ • ______ .. _. _ ____ _ ______ 3811 
• end 5 _________ • ___ • _________ ._______ 863 
41 and 7 __ .____________________________ 280 
8 and 11 _____ • ___ • __ •• ______ ... ________ 263 

SOw",", 

~-.. 
$879 

598 
675 
397 
3911 

In the throe Bootiona, the two-person families (type 1) had a higher 
ave~ p .. r ~ ... pita income than did the other types, despite the low 
rnnking of the type-l median. (For avprage per capita income of 
O~n rrunily-type groupa, _ p. 63.) The large families of types 
8 and 91 and 6 and 7 that ranked high in median income were b~lo ... 
the Blllaller {amilies in amount of income per person. 

50_ of Income 

Tile I1t'neraJ sitUAtion ,..itb respeet to sources of in~ome of all non
relief {amili"" .tudiNl in the throe {ann aeetioll9-Ol'EIgOn, Washington, 
nnd southern California-mua" be bome in mind in considering the 
similarities and dilIN'OOctlS among the familv types. In southern Cal
ifornia nonfann money ineome was a relatively high proportion of 



74 MISO. PUBLICATION 856, U. S. DEPT. Olf AGRICULTURE 

aggregate net family income, 34 percent compared with 25 in Wash
ington and 24 in Oregon. Farm-furnished housing, food, and other 
products used by the family were less important as an income con
stituent in southern California; they were 16, 25, and 34 percent of 
aggregate net income in the three sections, respectivell. Money 
income from operating the farm (adjusted for changes m value of 
livestock owned and crops stored) represented 50, 50, and 42 percent 
of ag~ega.te income in the three sections (ta.ble 28). 

In Uregon, a.s previously noted, differences in the sources of income 
of the fa.mily-type groups were largely related to differences in the 
value of the home-produced food consumed and differences in earnings. 
At all income levels, the value of farm-furnished housing, food, and 
other products tended to be a smaller proportion of total income 
among type-l families a.nd a larger proportion among types 6 and 7 
than among the other groups. (Types 8 and 9 are excluaed from this 
discussion because of the small number of ca.ses in the samples.) A 
similar situa.tion wa.s noted in southern California and in Washington; 
but differences between the two type groups were less pronounced 
than in Oregon where value of home-produced food was of grea.ter 
importance proportionally in the income. In all three sections, the 
nonmoney income received for fa.mily living tended to be a larger 
proportion of the aggregate income of families of types 4 and 5 than 
of tha.t of types 2 and 3 at similar income levels. The avenge size of 
families of types 4 and 5 wa.s greater than of types 2 and 3 and the 
former types included more persons 16 or older and fewer young 
children; a.s a. consequence, the money value of their food would tend 
to be grea.ter. . 

N onfa.rm earnings were a smaller proportion of aggrega.te net income 
among fa.milies of type 1 than a.mong those of any of the type groups 
at the sa.me income level. This tendency, a.lrea.dr noted in Oregon, 
wa.s also found in southern California. and in Washington. The rank
ing of the three groups· (other than type 1) did not follow a consistent 
p'attern from one income level to another in a.ny of the three sections. 
Thus in southern California., earnings were ~eciaUy important to the 
families of types 6 a.nd 7-39 percent of theIr aggregate income com
pared with 19 percent of the a.ggregate income of type I, 29 percent of 
types 2 and 3, and 25 percent of types 4 and 5. However, average 
earnings of families of types 6 and 7 ranked above those of the three 
other groups only in the three income cla.sses above the $1,500-line; 
below this level they ranked second or third, being exceeded by the 
averages for types 2 and 3 and types 4 and 5 (table 63). 

The husband was responsible for approximately two-thirds or more 
of the aggregate nonfarm earnings of families of a.ii. types save 8 and 9. 
His contributions were most important in types 2 and 3-96 percent 
of ~~ate earnings of that type group in Washington, 95 in southern 
CalifOrnIa, and 89 in Oregon. In all family-t:ype groups contributions 
of husbands were a somewhat smaller proportion of aggregate earnings 
in Oregon than in the two other sections, largely because Oregon 
offered more opportunity for other fa.mily members to work for 
neighboring farmers at the peak of the crop sea.son. In both Wash
ington a.nd southern California, ti'!'8S 6 and 7 ranked second with 
respect to importance of husbands contributions to earningsi type 1, 
third; types 4 and 5, fourth; types 8 and 9, fifth. The po8ltions of 
types 1 and of 6 and 7 were reversed in. Oregon (table 25). 
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TABLa 28.-aoU1lC&8 o. rAIlILY lHoo .. _: A .... I loeoljomilll iftC019ll, t:JHTfJD. nat 
' ..... _Irom u.. farm, OM Irom .... r ... o4her Ihtm 'h. _olea 1_ "" lomil¥ 
Illpa oM ."""".., P4Cific lorm _ion,' 1985-86 

(Wb1&. DOIlNI'1f WDlU. tW 1Dclu4e. buabul4 aa4 ~ boUluU".bcrDJ 
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TABLB 29.-JfoNrABJr IlOJOlT DfCOIOl OTBEB "l'IIAX BABlftlIf08: J Nvmber of familiA 
haWIg nonf- _ i_ from .......... tKkr Ih41l """';ngo, aM __ 
"mou'" r<Uioed, "" '"milll/~ aM in<o-. Paei~ 'arm --. .. 19_ (WhIIo--""'-.--___ 1 F_ho_ 

AverIIIt a IDIOWIt S _____ 
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Income from investments, pensions, and gifts tended to be of 
grea.ter importa.nce to typ&-l fa.milies than to others in a.ll three see
tions. Husband-wife fa.milies in southern California received an 
average of $240 from such sources, compared with averages of $80 
and $66 for typ&-l families in Oregon and Washington. These re
ceipts also averaged higher among other family-type groups in south
ern California. tha.n in the other sections. In this southern section, 
type-I fa.milies received 14 pereent of their aggregate income from 
such sources; types 2 and 3, 7; types 4 and 5, 7; types 6 and 7, 5; 
and types 8 and 9, 8 percent. Correspond~ percentages for the 
Oregon section were: 1, 5,3,3, and 1; for Washington, 6, 2,5,2, and 
1 (table 29). 
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Food, Housing, Fuel, and Other Products Fumished the Family by 
th. Farm (Eligible, Nonrelief Families) 

Total Nonmoney Income for Fomily Livin, 

Food, housing, fuel, and other products furnished the family by the 
farm provide important. contributions to income, especially among 
the less well-to-do groups. Througb their share in the production of 
such goods, the wile and older children may participate in providiog 
.. higher level of liv~ than the family woUld have otherwise-an 
opportunity often lacking to members of the city fo.mily who usuelly 
must eell their l&bor in order to make eimilarly eubstantiel conm
butions. 

The value of such nonmone:r income differed greatly in the four 
farm sections studied in the Pacific ~on. It ranged from an average 
of $321 or 16 porcent of tot.&l family lUcome in southern Cnlifomia to 
$492 or 34 percent in Oregon. Differences in value of home-produced 
food are largely responsible for theso intersectional differences in non
money income. In southern Cnlifomia, the average value of food 
furnished the family by the farm was $95; in Oregon, $347. Practices 
with respect. to food production for family use differed in these sections 
but prices usod in valuation of such food also differed; hence larger 
quantities were not the sole factor in the higher figure for Oregon." 
Housing provided by the farm had a higher average value in southern 
California than elsewheret but intersectlonal differences were less than 
with respect to farm-furrushed food (table 10). 

Low-income fo.miliee depended heavily upon the housing, food, and 
other 'toade the farm provided. In Oregon and southern CaliIomia 
at the moome level below $500 the value of nonmoney frum income 
for family living exceeded net farm income from ell sources which was 
lowered by farm business losses. In Wasbington and central Cali
fornia nonmoney income for family living was 73 and 87 percent, re
spectively) of tot.&l Carm income at this level. As income increased, 
f"rm families lived in better houses with more modem facilities; 
they had more and better food from the farm. The value of the non
money contributions of the farm to family living .. t the income level 
$3,000 or above was more than double the value at the lower end of 
the income scale. For example, in Oregon it increased from $320 to 
$704; in southern CaliIomia, from $204 to $499 (table 5). However, 
despite Bucb inc .......... in amount these nonmonev contributions to 
living were a amall~r proportion 01 tot.&l income at higb- than at low
income 10" .. 10; while they doubled, tot.&l income incrensod more than 
sixfold. (For a discussion of the relationship between nonmoney in
como used for ro.mily living and other income components, see Sources 
of Incom .. , p. 23.) 
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Food Furnished the Family by the Fcmn 

The importance of the home-yroduced food supply of the farm 
family is not measured solely by Its cash~aring value, that is bv the 
amount of money saved on the grocery bill and, therefore, avaii.able 
for other purposes. There is a close -relationship between the food 
supply furnished by the farm and the adequacy of the family diets. 
Milk, butter, eggs, green and leafy vegetables, foods the farm may 
supply, are the protective foods whiclI are of prime importance in 
providing a diet of high quality nutritionally. SuclI foods are re1a.
tively expensive and, therefore, frequently lacking in the diets of low
income urb&n groups. That diets of farm fanrilies tend to be of higher 
nutritional value than those of city fanrilies at oomp81'&blo income 
levels is duelargeiy to the former group's greater use of the protective 
foods they produce. 

TABLlI 30._ ...... ·""""""'" lJOOD' PfTMIIago of /a..nlia boiwg, __ _ 
tiJlI. eM ""''''1/< ...z ... of food Iao.....,.rod_/or fa...uv ...... bu 'we of FOdw:l, 
Pacifo;/ ........ «:tw....I_ (WblOe .......... ___ • _____ _ w_ - Callf ............... 

C'allbDlo. _ 

Pam • ....... holt- hoI!-........ .... A .... ~~ ~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~~ I~ 
.... 

~~ A.,.,. 
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MiIII: ________ 

fI1 .... .. .. .... 07 ,. .... .. .. ... :IS CfMm... ________ n 'W 21 ,. ... 71 .. "8 .. .. " . 11 Bpp... ___________ .. '.42 .. .. . ... .. .. • lot M .. ." .. Poultry __________ n ."" .. .. ... .. 81 ... .. a '20 ,. Pork. ___________ .. '117 .. .. .... II 22 '88 • • 's • OtbermeaL _____ .. "22 It .. 'n2 U .. ... • 7 'n • Pot&toee.. _________ W '>0 J1 .. 'u J1 '" 
,. 1 • '1 I'l. Otb& np&ab1M.._ .. ._--- II .. ----- .. 50 ---- U .. _ .. Frults _________ 

'" ------ 19 .. ---- It .. ----- .. 78 ---- U Olbet
ll 
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The average value of the food furnished by the farm for family use 
differed markedly in the four sections, bemg much greater in the 
Northwest than m California, as shown by the following tabulotion: 

Farm section: VlIZw 
O~-.• - ...••.... -- •.. - •...••. -..... -...... $347 
Waahington. __ •......••...• _ ••••• : •... _ ....... 213 
()on~cautorn1a_ •• _ .....•...•.•.•••••.••. _ ... 164 
Southern cautOl'Dia.. ••••..•...... _ .•.•••. _ . •• •• . 9l; 

Size of farm, cost of land, and returns per acre from use of land for 
a commercial crop are factors in an operator's decision as to wheth .... 



land ahall be used for erope tD be 80ld or for the family's food supply. 
The median size of fanna operated by the families swdied in each 
eeetion was: 65 urea in Oregon; 39 in Washington; 48 in central 
California; and 16 in 80uthem California. With the small tracts of 
land fanned in southern California. it is not swprising that many of 
the operatDrs produced lit1le but the eommercial erop of citrus fruit.. 

Dauy product.s-mi1k, ~ butter, and .. he relatively high 
in money value, aeeounted for about one-tbird tD onHall of the tDtal 
value of the families' food from the fann. In 80uthem California, 
only 31 percent of the families had fann.fumished milk, eontrasted 
with 91 percent in Washington and 93 in Oregon. Average quantilifs 
of milk oonaumed in the three aeetions were 93, 244, and 248 gallons 
per family, nspectiveiy. ApproxilD&tely half of the families in the 
two northwest aeetions had hoJn&.produced POrk. compared .nth only 
• percent of those in 80uthern California. Al~ t.hre&-foUl'tbs of 
the lamili"" in the latter seetion had fruit from theu farms, Us money 
value ..... emall oompared with the value of dairy and poaluy products 
(tables 30 and 71). 

VaI_ 01 food .. a Faaar .... " .. ' '0 ••• _ ...... 

Prioes used in detBminjng the value of the fann..fumished food 
differed from one aection tD _!her and th. __ a considenble 
faelor'in interseetional differeaa!8 in avenge family ineome from this 
8OUI'Cl8. The price tD be used in evaluating food in eadl eeetion .,. 
determined on the basis of .. hat the &mily would ha .... paid if food of 
similv quality and quantity had '-n boUght at the _ \ikety pIaee 
of ~ in most _ from. neighboring fanner. Obviowly sudl 
p"""" would vvy from one section to another. The farm &mill' neu 
a ~ city might ehar!!e prices prseCically as high as those CUln!llt in 
retail sto ....... ben neighbors same tD huy, while fumen far from an 
assured loeal ma.rket and with different transponation facililifs might 
charge mudllese. To obtain unifonnity ~ used in valuation of 
food throughout a aectio ... famili"" __ tD furnish recon:Ia of 
..-hat thl'Y paid when buying or ~ ..-ben se\ling farm prodUCI8 tD 
nei~rs; th_ priees -.e then a'ftll'8g!d.-

. eodl'termineddiffered amcmg the four sections Foreumple. 
milk ..... nlul'd at about 10 _ ... per quart in Ore«on, 7 in southem 
California, 5 in W~, and 4 _18 in centraf California (table 
ll:l). Aftn11!6 quanti ..... of milk used in Ore«on and Wubingten 
__ Pnl'tiealiy the _; had it '-n TIIlueoI at the __ price. 
approximately two-fifths of the diff_ hl'~ tbeee two sec:tioDs 
with resped tD the total TIIlue of home-produced food would have been 
.npl'd out (table 30). 

l>ilf_ce in t.hl' priees used 10 eva!uate fvm-fumisbed food .... not 
t.hto onlv important fG("1or' in interwelioDal difI'_ in tDtal food 
nl_ .............. Vain« the __ (~) prius for eTIIluating the 
qlWltititoe of food fumisbed b. the fum in MdlIll!'diOD, a~ nlue 
per family would ha ... been~ In Orot:on. 1347; in W ~ $308; in 
8Nltnl California, 12M; in eouthl'm California, $\03. 0r0e0a would 
atiU ha,.. ranked lira&, beea_ of the Iupr «i_lilies of lood u....e 
famil .... produced. 
........... ..-......... - ....... __ .. ' ...... UL~I-



80 MISO. PUBLICATION 356, U. S. DEFT. OF AGmctJLTlJBE 

Size of Household and Value of Farm·Fumished Food 

Food furnished by the farm was consumed by family members, their 
guests and boarders, and by farm and household help to whom they 
furnished meals. Increases in average size of household as income 
rose doubtless were a factor in the higher average value of home-pro
duced food consumed at upper- than at lower-income levels. House
holds of families with incomes of $3,000 or more were approximately 
two-thirds ls.rger than those of families with incomes below $500 in 
both northwest sections. In Oregon they averaged 4.98 and 2.82 
persons at these two income extremes; in Washin~n, 5.15 and 3.02 
persons. In California, dllIerenees hetween these mcome elasses were 
less marked, ps.rtly because households at upper-income levels were 
ema.1ler than in the Northwest (table 31). 

TAltLS 3L-:rABlf-.J'URNI8HZD FOOD AND SIZE 011' HOUSBHOLD: AHf"Gp aiu of houu
hold, "''''''110 .a!~ of farm-/......w.ed !ood. and _-"118 of "'tal !amilll i""""", 
derioed from !arm-{u",uiled !""d, by i_, PaciM!arm w:tiom, 11135-88 

IWhlIe _ler I'&mllIeo _ -.. huaband __ botb .... vo-I>onIl w_ 
0_ CaliIDmla ....... 00liI0mIa, ...... 

In! "'" 
! Fum-rur· il. 1' .... _ 

= Farm4'ur- il. Yvm-fnr. 
_ad ..... 

_ ..... Co 
......food nlsbad rood 

• • • • 
Famnf<~inoome eta. a_ a_ a_ c_ 

doDars) 0" .!i 0" il ::2 i! 0" S ... .- .-
~.8 ~.8 ~o 

~~ 

~ "'. !!! "'. !!I "' . .~ !! ", 
~; •• ~~ Co~ :- "'= .. :/i 

.,. :a .. :8 
f.8 

• "B 0 • 0 • • • 

! r ! "8 .... 
f "8 r ! "8 

18 

I ~ i ! ~ ~ • .. .. .. .. .. 
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1 Year-eqnlvaJent ~ Includes In addItion to famD,. membla the rollowlnR: Roomeft IIIIdfor 
boarden,l.lfI:1d betpfor honsehold ortarm CUfumisbed both UYID(qo&rtez:andfood). tounsts.and IDnaients. 
and OV6l'1llght gues1S. See 0I0111111ll}". YeaN!Qulva!ent Person. 

J A-'8I"B«eI819 based on the Dumber ot famllkla In each elasI (table&). 
I Percmta,:es are based on the average total (amBi' 1Dcome In each da8I5 (table 5). 
, percent.qes DOt -computed whan bue It nepUve. 

As income rose, the average value of home-produced food also 
became greater. In Oregon it approximately doubled, rising from an 
average of $221 to $437 -an increase considerably greater than the 
increase in the average number of household members. In both 
Washington and central Californi .. ~ increase in value of food from 
the fs.rm more than kept pace with mcrease in household size; but in 
southern California the reverse was true. 

In order to obtain a more dear-cut picture of dllIerences in value of 
farm-furnished food of individuals at the dllIerent income levels, and 
to take accollDt of meals furnished to fs.rm and household help em-
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ployed by &he day and, therefore, not counted as members of the 
household, the value of food per meal per food~nditure unit· 
was comruted. The use of the food-expenditure UJIlt takes aooount 
of 8ge 0 household members and, &herefore, of differeneee in value 
of (or axpendituree for) food that they consumed. It thus provides 
a more accurate measure of differences among households than does 
expense per meal per person. 

That the average v81ue of farm-furnished food per family member 
increased as income roee in the three more northern sections is evi
denced by the figurea for value per food-expenditure unit. Among 
families with incomes of less than $500 in Washington, average value 
of food from the farm was $0.0396 per meal per food-expenditure 
unit; among those with incomes of $3,000 or more, the av~ value 
was $0.0593 (table 32). Although the more well-to-do families were 
bettar able to purchase food, they produced more for family use. 
Perhaps, because of their higher incomes they could afford to keep 
m~k, cream, ~, and poultry for use at home instead of selling them 
to mcrease cash income. 

In southern Calilomis there was leas difference in value of farm
furnished food per meal from one income level to another than in the 
three other sections. In the two upper-income e1a wes, $2,Il00-$2,999, 
and $3,000 or over, the average value per meal was lower than at the 
lowest and at two intermedistlHncome levels. The greatar urbaniza
tion of the farm families in this section may have effected a real 
difference in tendenc'y to purchase food when income permitted, 
rather than produce It. With the hiJ!:hly specialized farming prac
ticed, production for family use probably was less integrated With the 
entire farm-production program than in the three other sections 
where general farming, poultry raising, and dairying were prevalent. 

Fam-F .... lohecI Food Used 10, F-ili .. '" E .... Type Goup 

Households of the large families tended to use more home-produced 
food than did those of small families at the same income levels. For 
example, in Washington at each of the six income levels atudied eave 
onel houaeltolds of families of types 6 and 7 used approximately 
dOUble the '1uantitiea of milk used by those of the husband-wife 
families (tahle 71). At every income level !ili used more eggs and, 
at every level except one, more pork. F .. es of types 4 and 5 
were larger in average size and ineluded more persons 16 or older 
than did families of types 2 and 3. Tha food needs of the households 
of the former family-type group thll8 tended to exceed those of the 
lstter, &8 did the average quantities of food they consumed. Ho .... -
.T_fDod~ttu. (fbod..'t'aIDI)~ ... \e....-& u.~""'CIfbd""'" 

Q TVkUt ~ a.mt.ra..-; 
"emhrfne6~iIIIItItr. tr ... .. ,." or OY'll' _ ••• ~ __ • __ ••• "_._. __ ._____ 1. t 

IS to tt ~ ... __ •. _. __ •• _. __ •... _.___ 1.1 

t~ r:ncaiL:::::::::::::::::::~:::::: :: 
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ever, the ranking of these two groups was less uniform with respect to 
one another than was the ~ of type I and types 6 and 7. The . 
relative position of the four famify-type groups with respect to quan- i 

tities of the more important f8rrn-fumished foods used hy their 
households was similar m Oregon. 

Differences in number of persons to be fed in the households of the 
four family-tY};'e groups (1, 2 and 3, 4 and 5, 6 and 7) tended to be 
grester than differences in quantities of food that the f8rrn provided, 
and as a consequence members of the type-I families uswilly fared 
better with respect to amount..and value of food than did those in 
families of other types. Compared on the basis of value of farrn
furnished food per food-expenditure unit, Washington families of 
type 1 tended to rank highest; those of types 6 and 7, lowest. Fami
lies of types 4 and 5, with more persons aged 16 or over and greater 
food needs than those of types 2 and 3, ranked below them at all 
income levels above 5500 except one, 52,000-52,999, where they 
ranked higher by a small margin (table 32). 

T,AlI;LII 32.-VALUB O. I'ARIl-Pl1BNI8HED I'OOD PH IDJAL! Average lJal1Ce fHS meal 
~ ... f~it .. re "nit of food hom. p"odu<ed ftJf' family ..... ' by famil" Iype _ 
._ Pacijie farm .1<1;""', 1985--8(J 

[WlIlIe......u.r __ .... lDdude._._ wtr., __ 

Faintly type I and _ ..... 
(dollanl) 
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Farm-Fumiohed Housing 

The estimated value of aceupancy of the farm dwelling, whether 
on an owned or rented farm, was based upon replaeement value, age, 
and rete of depreciation. (For procedures followed see Glossary, 
Income, Farm Family: Occupancy of Farm Dwellin~.) . 

Houses of farm families in Calilornia were more simiIar to those of 
'aroilie& in villa£e& and small citie& than were the hoUSe& of the farm 
familie& of the 'Northwe&t. Rllnning water, Hush toilets, and other 
modern convenience& were found in a larger proportion of the homes 
of the California farm operatore than of those in Oregon and Wash
ington, In the two California sections combined 79 percent of the 
families in the consumption II&lIlple had rnnning hot and cold water 
for bathtub or shower; 82 percent had indoor Hush toilets; 98 percent 
had kitchen sinks with drain. In the W~n and Oregon 
sections combined, the percentagee of families With such facilities 
were 49, S9, and 81, respectively, The California families as a @:!.Oup 
(all income& combined) fared Letter with respect to these facilities 
than did the well-to-do families of the Northwest. It is not. s\Jl'o 
prising, theref0:if,~t at. every income leval the value of occupancy 
of the farm dw . g was greater in the t.wo former sections than in 
the two letter (table 33), 

TABLII 33.-rAIUl-PUJU<f8B .... BottanfO: "- ",I ... • , """""""'" '" IGtail, 
d...u;"II,t bv , .... ;111 ClIP" Gnd ....... _ Po.eiJit; 1_ oldiDm, 1986-36 

(Whllfl rUHu.r1al ramw.a tb&t lzuiwie alHDbaD4 aad ...u.. both Datl~ 
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That the well-to-do fa.rm families in all four sections had better 
homes tban the low-income fP"Oups is evidenced by the increa.se in 
value of the year's housing as mcome rose. In Oregon, value of hous
ing of families with incomes of $3,000 or more av~ed $233 and of 
those with incomes under 5500, $82; in central California, housing 
values averaged $285 and $121, respectively, at these two levels. 
These higher values at the top of the income scale were associated 
with more modern facilities. Thus, of the Oregon and Washington 
families furnishing expenditure schedules, 83 percent of those in the 
income class $3,00()-$3,999 had running hot and cold water for a 
bathtub or shower and 71 percent had indoor toilet facilities; in the 
income class $25Q-$499, comparable p'ercentages were 21 and 19. 
(Details of the housing fa.cilities of families are presented in a ~eeial 
report of the consumer purchases study on Family Housing and House
hold Operation Expenditures.) 

Families of type 1 usually ranked first or second in average value 
of occupancy of housing when the type groups at the same income level 
were compared. The rankin!\, of the other types did not follow a 
consistent pattern. In no section were there marked differences among 
the family-type groups at the same income level with respect to value 
of housing. 

Farm-Furnished Fuel and 011.", Products 

The value of fuell wool, and other miscellaneous products (not food) 
that the farm prOVIded for family living was not great in any section, 
ranging from an average of 59 in southern California to $24 m Oregon 
(table 34). N onmoney income of this sort was practiCall'l all from 
fuel. Clima.tic conditions do not favor the provision 0 ice from 
neighboring ponds and streams, as in some other regions. 

TABLE 34.-PABK-ruRN1SIlIlD 7tJZL AND OTlIBR NONroOD PBO»UC'l'S: p.,.ctntage 
oIl_ilia Aaoing Iarm-Iumilthed Iml or o/ller ntmlood :!,,"Oducto,1 and ""<rag< oal ... 
TcpMied, b!I i_, Pacific farm _ion>, 1986-86 
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Approximately two-thirds of the families in the Northwest had 
non money income of thia sort compared with 36 percent of those in 
the two California sections. In southern Califorrua and in Washing
ton there seemed to be some tendency for a larger proportion of 
families with incomes undar $1,000 than of thoss with higher incomes 
to obtoin at ieRSt part of their fuel sUfpiy from the farm or nearby 
woods. In Oregon, the proportion 0 families with nonmoney in
come of this Bort ranged from 62 percent at the income level under 
$r.oo to 69 percent at the level $3,000 or more. 



SEalON 3. FARM FAMILIES IN THE PLAINS 
AND MOUNTAIN REGION 

Summary 

Data presented in this report concern 2,889 families living in 13 
counties in eastern North Dakota, southwestern Kansas, southwestern 
South Dakota, southeastern Montana, and northwestern Colorado. 
These families are a good cross section of the f&rm-operator group 
this study was designed to cover, namely, unbroken, white families 
in which both husband and wife were native-born, and that had op
erated their f&rma for at least a year. 

In the Kansas and the North Dakota counties, approximately 
nine-tenths of the operators were engaged jlrimarily in the production 
of whea.t. The South Dakota-Montana.-Colorado counties combined 
for ana.lysis lie in the broa.d &rea. commonly designa.ted as ran~e 
livestock. Large-sca.le f&rming was characteristic of the group; m 
a.ll three sections the avera.ge-sized farm was grea.ter than 400 acres. 
From a.lmost one-ha.lf of the operators in North Dakota to three
fourths in the range-livestock section owned their farms. There was 
a. t<lndency for these owners to operate larger, more valua.ble farms 
tha.n the renters. 

The eligible farm families in these drough t-6tricken sections had 
median incomes ranging from $593 in North Dakota. to $732 in 
Kansas. These medians were appreciably below those found in the 
New England, Middle Atlantic and North Centra.l, and Pacific 
regions; in 11 of the 12 sections studied in these three regions, median 
incomes of families of f&rm operators (relief and nonrelief combined) 
were more than $1,000. In each farming section the median income 
of the na.tive-white, eligible families studied probably was a.bove that 
of a.ll f&rm operators. 

That these families depended hea.vily upon farming for a living is 
evidenced by the la.rge proportion, about nine-tenths, of net family 
income tha.t came from the f&rm. Over half of the families in each 
section had no income from sources other than the farms they 
operated. Average ea.rnings from work apart from the f&rm enter
prise amounted to considerably more than income from other non
farm sources, such as interest, pensions, and ca.sb gifts used for 
family living. In North Dakota and in the South Dakota-Montana.
Colorado section, the ratio of the former type of receipts to the latter 
was about 3 to 1; in Ka.nsa.s a little less -tha.n 2 to 1. However, in 
none of the three sections did a.verage nonfarm income from earnings 
and other sources reach $150. 

One-third or fewer of the nonrelief families had earnings from 
work not connected with the opera.tion of the family farm. Thret'-
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fifths or more of the nonfarm e&rners in all sections were the husbands: 
ea.rning sons, daughters, and other family members 16 or older (not 
husband or wife) outnumbered earning wives. Wage-e&rner jobs pro
vided the major souree of earnings of more than half of the family 
members who worked off the fann; clerical and business and profes
sional work apparently was less important as a source of income. 

Since expenditures for fann operation were similar, gross and net 
farm income varied in much the same manner in each section. South 
Dakot&-Montana-Colorado families had the hiJl:hest average gross and 
net farm income, and North Dakota families the lowest. 

The utilization of farm-furnished goods kept many farm families 
that had little money income from reporting net losses or being on 
relief roila. Such nonmoney income from housing, food, fuel, and 
other product. was approximately one-third to two-thirds of family 
income. Farm-furnished products decreased in importance as a com
ponent of net family income as the latter rose, although the actual 
value increased. As would be anticipated,large families utilized more 
of such nonmoney income, especially home-produced food, than did 
families of husband and wife only. 

Fann-furnished food used by the families had an average value 
ranging from $308 to $364 in the three aections. Milk and cream 
accounted for more than one-third of this sum. Fruits and vegetables 
were relatively unimportant; doubtless customary yields of such 
products were greatly lessened by the drought but even in normal 
years gardens and orchards provide less of the nonmoney income from 
farm-furnished food than do dairy and poultrY products and meats 
on the majority of farms. 

The estnnated value of occupancy of the fann dwelling ran~ 
from an average of $89 in the cattle seetion to $145 in Kansas. This 
difference in value represents a real difference in size of dwellings 
and in housing facilities availahle. In the North Dakota and Kansas 
8OOtions combined the average number of rooms per dwelling was 
greater and relatively more were equipped with nmning water and 
electricity. 

Average size of family (relief and nonrelief groups combined) 
ranged from 4.19 year-equivaient persons in the South Dakot&
Montana-Colorado section to 4.71 in North Dakota-a contraat with 
tl,e averogea of fewer than 4 persons reported in the Pacific sections. 
The comparatively large size of families in North Dakota is related 
to the age distribution of the families included in the sample. The 
mNiian age of husbands in this aection was lower than in the two other 
III'Ctions studied in the Plains and Mountain n.g;on, largely becauee 
of tl,e exclusion of a oonsiderable number of foreign-born, many of 
whom were well past middle age. 

Two-p"raon familiaa were 1_ important numerieally among the 
farm group than among the city or village samples studied in this 
rIlition. Large familif8, those of live or mono members, induded from 
55 to 65 Jl""'tIIlt of aU family members. Approximately t ..... thirds 
of the f.uUily mMlbers other than husband and wife were children 
under 16 years of age. 

The ,,>labon of the age of the husband to family inrome is apparent 
in that median income of tl,e families in which the husband was of 
middle ~ tendt>d to be hi~her than in younger or older families. 
This midJle-age group tended to opera ts larger farms. 



88 MIse. PUBLIOATION 856, U. S. DEPT. OF AGRIOULTURE 

Farm Sections Studied 

Geaeral Characteristics 

Three farming sections were studied in the Plains and Mountain 
region, two in which there WIIS 8peciaJiz~tion in wheat, and one repre
senting the range-livestock type of agriculture. For family-incOme 
analyses, the North Dako~ counties compose one group; the Ko.nsas 
counties, a second; and those in South Dako~, Montana, and Colo
rado, a third. For the study of family consumption, however, the 
North Dako~ and Kansas samples were combined (~ble 108). 

The North Dakota wheat counties studied are in genernl a section 
of l~ farms. The four counties sampled-Barnes, Cass, Griggs, 
and Steele-are in the ellStern part of the S~te, and have a combined 
area of 4,707 square miles. Cass County, on the Minnesota border, 
lies partly in the fertile Red River Valley; the other three are largely 
in an area sometimes termed the "N orth Dako~ Black Prairies." 
All are particularly well adapted to the production of wheat. 

This section as a whole tends to be more rural thm urban. The 
1930 census classed 56 percent of all families as rural) with 37 percent 
rural-farm. There is no l~ city within a radius ot severnl hundred 
miles. Only four cities in the S~te have ~ population exceeding 10,000; 
the largest, Fargo, with a population of 29,000, is in Cass County. A 
further measure of the impormnce of agriculture in the economy of 
this section is that 40 percent of all g~ully occupied workers were 
engaged in agricultural pursuits, according to the 1930 census. 

Sixty-five percent of the rural-farm faIDilies in the N orth Dako~ 
section were of native-white stock, a lower proportion thm in the 
other two sections.' Those cl~d as foreign-born were principally of 
8Mndin~visn origin, with some Canadians and Germans. 

The KansllS section~ lying in the Great Plains, is part of the general 
area composed of soUUlwest KansllS, a narrow strip of Oklahoma., and 
the northern part of Texas which is known as the Panhandle and in 
which is produC<ld the bulk of the Nation's hard winter wheat. Even 
more than N orth Dako~, this section is characterized by l~ farms 
and machine cultivation. The sample was drawn from four adjacent 
counties with a total area of 3,534 square miles in the southwestern 
part of the State-Edwards, Ford, Gray, and Meade-with the laet 
named bord~ on Oklahoma. 

This section lS essentially rural, and communities are small and 
widel;r spaced. The 1930 census claesified lIS rural 74 percent of all 
families; as rural-farm, 37 percent. More than nine-tenths of the 
latter were of native-white stock. One of the small cities included in 
this study, Dodge City (population, 10,000 in 1930) ,is in Ford County. 
Wichi~, a city of 111,000, is about 100 miles from the most easterly 
county, Edwards; there is no large community nearer. Thirty-seven 
percent of all ~ally occupied persons in these four counties in 
1930, according to the census, were emplo;red in agriculture. 

The five counties constituting the third section studied in this 
region lie in three States and include about 14,500 square miles of 

I These figures trom the t030 oan!US are ba.1od on the pl'OOedur& of classItytng famIlIes as DSt!ve-whUe If the 
head 01 the family was white and natlve-honJ.. In Ute consumer ptlrebases study only hUD1lles to wblcb both 
tbe huabtuld and wite W&tl white find native-born wme so alBSllded. This procedure would tond to make 
the proportLon 01 tamIlIll8 olRS,lIlad as nalin-white in tbis study 5OltlQ.what smaller Ulaa lbU ahown by 
theoeoaua. 



FAMILY INCOMB-PACIFIC, PLAINS AND MOUl!lTAIN BlIGIONS 89 

Cftttle-range country, irrigated valleys, and mountain plateaus. 
The counties from which the aample was drawn were: Pennmgton in 
South Dakota; Custer in Montan~ and Eagle, Garfield, and Rio 
Blanco in Colorado. In the three U)lorado counties from 40 to 57 
percent of the families were classed as rural-farm according to the 
1930 census, and the remainder as rural-nonfarm; il.ere were no cities 
and, therefore, no urban population. In Custer County, Mont., and 
Pennin~ton County, S. Dak., the rural-farm families were a smaller 
proportlon of the total-27 and 26 percent, respeetivell; urban JIOPul ... 
tion constituted 64 and 54 percent. In the five counties combmed, 33 
peroent of the families were rural-farm and 35 percent of the workers 
wero in agriculture-proportions resembling those noted in North 
Dakota and Kansas. Population density in the South Dakot&
Montan&-Colorado section was 3 persons per square mile, considerably 
less tban in the North Dakota and Kansas counties where it woa 17 
and 12 persons, respectively. 

Th. Sampl. 
GroUPI Studied in R.lation 10 Total Farm Population 

Tbe families giving income data represent with reasonable ade
quacy the group that the study was designed to cover, i. e., white 
families that included a husband and wife both native-born' that 
opsrated tilt) farms they rented or owned; that had not moved during 
the report ),CM' and that met certain other minor eliJribility require
mente (see Methodology, Income Sample, Eligibility ReqUlrement..). 
Income information WWl obtained from more than two-thirds of the 
""timated number of eligible families visited in these three sections-
82 porcent in North Dakota, 69 in Kansas, and 77 percent in South 
DlIl<ota, Montana, and Colorado. Available evidence indicates that 
f,illure to obtain information from all eligible families did not intra
dueo any appreciable bias in the findings of this study. 

Data obtained in several farm areas support the assa':!/ition that 
the median income of the native-white, unbroken f "es (i. e., 
those including a husband and wife) was higher than the median 
income of all t lUl)ilies operating farms. The one-person families, those 
comPOSed ot a widow and children, the perennial movers who bad lived 
on !.he farms they operated less than a year-eli tend to have lower 
illcomas than the population groups selected for study, In some sec
tions ti,e gensral Ule.ome level. of the fore~'Il-born tends to be below 
that of the native-born. However, this probably was not true in 
North Dakota where the fore4.TU-born were for the m:S~I!iart Scandi
naviaus\ Russians, and Germans, many of them older f - 'es that bad 
acquirocl farms and built up their resources. 

The 8t'Ctioua chosen for study tended to rank somewhat sbove 
t.he avt'r"ll" for ti,e Slate in value of agricultural products used, traded, 
or 8OId, This WRS especially true in Kansas wh ...... the average value 
of sucb products pl'l' operatOl"s family in the four counties studied 
WIIS more than double that for the State as a whole. aooordinit to the 
1930 Clt'nS\lS. In the Iwo oth"" sections. differences were coDSlderably 
1_ but indirau-d 8Omt'wha!. more favorable agricultural conditions 
for the oounti<'8 indudeo.l in th~ sludy than for the State. This would 
be e.~~te<i, ,unce in each regiotl the eections were selected bec&use of 
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specialization in Bome type of farming, and specialization UBUally 
occurs where conditions are favorable to the production of a specific 
crop. This tendency towa.rd higher-than-average fann income should 
be considered in using data from this study in Stattrwide estimates. 

Consideration must also be given to the period in which the study 
was made. This is especially important in this region beca.use drought 
and other conditions unfavorable to agriculture prevailed in all three 
sections during the period covered by the study and the years im
mediately preceding. Crop yields were abnorm8.lly low and sca.reity 
of leed led to reduction of herds. This situation must be kept in mind 
in interpreting the data concerning income and consumption of fann 
families in this region. 

Size of Sample 

The North Dakota data a.re based on a SO-percent coverage in all 
counties; four 12.5-peroent samples were obtained. In Kansas, a 
SO-percent cov~e was made in the four counties; two 25-pereent 
samples were obtained. The South Dakota, Montana, and Colorado 
schedules represent a IOO-percent coverage in all of the counties; 
in three counties this was done in one samp~ period, in the other' 
two, in four periods. In Pennington CoUllty, "B. Dak., some of the 
western portion in the Black Hills was omitted from the study. How
e:::J, the foothills were included, hence it is probable that few fann 
f .. es were excluded by this limitation of territory covered. 

To obtain the 2,889 frulilly-income schedules in these three sections, 
·7,618 addresses (excluding vacancies) were visited. Almost 7 ioo 
families gave record-ea.rd data; from 36 to 57 percent of these f~es, 
however, did not meet the eligibility requiremente for inclusion in the 
income sample and hence he.iI to be eljmjnated. (See Appraisal, pp. 
247-259 and table 115 for additional information concerning the groups 
excluded as ineligible and those from which complete income reporte 
were not obtained.) 

The 2,889 family-income schedules were distributed among the 
three fann sections, by nonrelisf and relief families, as follows: 

Nu~ of bko7N Idu4uln 

Farm sectiOD: NtlfudW Rdil/ North DakOUL _____________________________ 934 17l! 
l(ansaa. ___________________________________ 598 91 
South Dakota-MontaIJa-Colorado _____________ 824 264 

The dilference in number of schedules obtained from the three 
sections is due largely to dilferences in the number of native-white 
farm operators and the degree of coverage. Thus, the number of 
native-white, rural-fa.rm families in the Kansas counties was approxi
mately the same as in the South Dakota-Montana.-Colorado section; 
but in the latter, all fa.rms were visited for income schedules and in the 
former only 50 percent. In the North Dakota counties, the number of 
native-white, rural-farm families was more than on&-fourth greater 
than in either of the two other sections. In addition, the field office 
was kept open for revisite to families from which completed schedules 
were not obteined when the first collection of schedules was made b, 
field agente. These two facte help explain the larger sample from this 
section than from the cattle-range section in which there was a greater 
proportional coverage. 
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Types of Falllll 

In Kansl!S and North Dakota there was pronounced specialization 
in type of fanning; 90 and 88 percent, respectively. of the nonrelief 
operatol'8 studied were engaged prim&.rily in the production of wheat 
(table 35). 

TABLII S6.-'rna or rAft .. , NumlHtr and ~ 4idri1mtimt.J Jamlioo btt linn oJ /a.m __ • Plaim tmd M .... ftI<Ii .. / ___ • 19_' 

tWhiIe uomelllf familial tbat IDGIut!e altolbaD4 &D4 wtr.. bolb _1 .. banl1 

Type ollarm I NortbDakDla 

N.""", -, ,Mo ..... - N ...... -AU &JlW •••••••••••••••••.••••••••••• -.- . ... .00 - .00 ... .00 

Wheal .••.••••....•••...••••.. III • ... .. • 17 , . 
Corn or other GlIb Ifa!o ....... ::::::: •• • .. • I PI 
Truck .•• _ ••••••••• _ •••.•.•• _._ '._.0._ • PI • • .. • 
f.;:k'7~~i~:.:~::~:::;:::::::~:~~~ 

0 • • 0 It • • I • I .. • • PI • • • I ,. • • • ... .. 
lhDaollvMtooIt ..•...•.. __ ._ .. • • • • .. 11 
OUltll' prudUOtl._. _ ••• _ ••••••••• 0 0 • I .. • O(lllN'Al. . _._... . _0 •••••• _ •••• _ •••• .. f • I .40 " &u.uml'llor.· .. _ ••• _ ....•...•. _ ..•• _ • !!l • PI .. • 1' .... J.Umo ••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• • • I .. • 

Tue South n .. kotn-Montan&-Colorado fann IIOOtiOD was chosen for 
study because it li08 in the broad &rea commonly designeted as r&Ilg&
liV08tock eowltry. Cattle raising was more important than any other 
one typo of Ilj;rieulturo but it was Dot predominant; 36 percent of the 
fllJ'llla of tho non1'8lil,f familitl8 included in the sample were cl.....oo. as 
anim~-IIpeci~ty or ralljte-liv08t.ock. A. oonsidemble proportion of the 
ralUm ... were ellgag~d in general ferming or wheat raising. Eagle and 
OlU'lieid Counti08, Colo., include perL of the fertile &rea along the 
Colorndo mver and heve a smaller proportion of cattle-range farms 
than }tio Blanco, the third Colorado county atudied. 

CllI88ifiMt.ion8 by tyPO of farming made on the basis of data from 
this Itu,lv are in rN'sOlIlIble agreelllent with those of the 1930 censllS. 
Some dilto1'8l1coa would be expoott>d because of the Inpse of 5 years. 
the> ... IOt'tive charoow of the sampl.., and the abnormal crop condi
tion. ilL the Ioime the consumer purohasoa Btudy wu made" 

'lu 1M IIton .. .c'Illoc. tMflft'tI(Irtklll orfarma (nIt.rUHI aoonIteflamllkl) oI...t ...... Uld ... 
_b IT'in. ... ...,Wli1l to UtI_ ,lu"r .... 10m •• _ Iarr- than U. proJ)OCtkcl at tan. ~ .. -..b IftID 
in II,. l\Ul,1 OOlWU1

1 
!a.\ ,~U, ~lml..-.d .tttL lilt. "nlt dia.r.o.-.-ms to ~ d..- .i&rralylO U. ndUClUOII 

lD ttt.llumtw of ~m. ~ u. ..... 1,.,.. anlt_~"t7. ~ and ftoaJr;.rancll, dou~ t--.~ U. 
~hl.u<l ,IM-hleb pri~ofn...J bMt*l U..nductlou ..... ailll'».1D&. T .... tnua&U.xlolUJeONlltli 
"'u~lhd··lfUnll.1.o .... f'at!l.ar. In Sonb u.i.ol&.lQ&IlJ" tuma~ u ...... , 4Ai1"J'. UKt aDlatu.. 
1i_1"lt)' .1 11M ttuw .... tbe l\LIUoNQI:~""'~ io lbewbaal..ar.nntDiIfOUP on Uw butloIlD(IOID8durtnc 
''-"..., of t,...tu"". 1'h1&, &ou. m&J' ......... 1 ... Wllb Ndlk'UOD tb DWflber alnltUeoa tanN aDd. eoa. 
~u.Qt .ul\>t"oUb "',1l1llInoome ffOQI wb.L, ."'" tbOl.llb I'Ilwaa tram UUI enp ..... am&ll.. In U. IiouUt. 
l>W;\u·M"nlAna-t~ ..uM. wmaI~"""U aD4 ~ fImlI ...... 1IC!IC'IOU:t.i .. M 
~t of Ih._1n tbIo .mJ" -SuJ&..s.la 11l»4 t'JQGIIp.Nd .. ItO .. ..,...". 0I111l t.rma .. u. oauat_ .. 
~,,,. to u. (8) nlliUtD, WIll. U- f'IN'Il'*'- u.1i1lU.lll;t. u.. I ........ am._ 01 tba ~ pur-. 
M .. Uu..t, Ilk:Ilm"" rWa""" ..."... aimoU ...... ak7 ...,. ud .... rua...u~ \bu .... ...... \\ __ •• ~ftr. r.na bUb 1& .. _ la U. oUlIIr 01 ...... t ___ --... \lfIOIII U. taUo", .... ia 
f'U11U't tu \two Qwaner oI~ ln~ ........ 1. -u. DU'. of ... ,..Wd far Il'UiDl __ .~ 
in the ......... la~...., ....... n.t, .......... all; ~ ........... ,.... o.a.u.t U .. d..-tIe , ........ , 
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Tenu,e, Size and Value of Farms Operated 

Tenure Status 

A smo.ller proportion of the North Dakota families than of those in 
the other two sections owned all or part of the farms they operated, 
47 as compared with 63 percent in the Kansas and 75 percent in the 
South Dakota-MontanB-Colorado farms.' In all three units owner
ship tended to he more prevalent in high- than in low- or intermediate
income classes. Thus, in North Dakota almost three-fourthe of the 
families with incomes of $2,000 or more were owners, compared with 
about one-half of those with incomes below $1,000. A larger propor
tion of net-lossnonrelief families than of the nonrelief group as & whole 
owned their farms; this ownership of land and other resources doubt
less enabled them, despite their losses, to obtain funds and meet their 
living expenses without recourse to relief (tables 36 and 81). 

TABLB 36.---'l'BNlJRE, SUfE, AND VALUlD 01' OPEBA'l"lID lI'AR!fS: Number cmd pM'cmtags 
Dj r<l;'! and _d;'j jami/;" op.,.aling ..- ond rmkd jaNM, _age " .. ...0..
oj' ocrH in operated f~J and Grlef'age value 0/ farm land and lmUdi.t Ov 
tenure,. PlaiM and MotmtainJarm autiom, 19S6-SfJ 

[Whig, lamIlies tbat Include a husband and wife, both native-bam) 

A ....... I Ta!ueof-A=r.' 
State and tenUJVI romllloo ..... 

0 ........ I'annIaDd Fondly 

"""" .... dwelUoa b_' 
KOBTB DAKO'l'4 

N ....... - A .... Do/lc" Dol/an All tamllleiiL. _______ ~ ________ • _____________ 
1.106 100 ... 1l.1t13 ~I" 

Owning famDfes _____________________ 0_ ... ., "7 12,'" 1.4U R __ •• ____________________ ... .. .. . ..., .. ... 
KANSAS All tamllle.. _____________ • ______ ••• ________ ... 100 081 '&'''' 1,451 

~=\~~~:::::~=:::::=:::::~:::: ". .. ... 17,886 l .... ... .., ... 13.921 1 .... 

sons DA.1[~A-1I0N'fANA_COLORADO 
An tamIllaI _____________________________ ._ 

l,_ '00 "" 7~o.'i9 .. , 
Owning romiUes. ____________ • _________ 

81. rs 001 7 .... ... RenUng Wnilies.. ________ •• ____ • _______ 212 .. ... .. ,.. ... 
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Size and Val ... af Farms 

All tJU'ge sections are characterized by larJte farms. The average 
size of lanna opera ted by all familiee (relief ana nonrelief) in the aample 
studied was: South Dakot&-Mont&na-Colorado, 787 acres; Kanaaa, 587; 
North Dakota, 430.' Farms of nonrelief lamiliee were larger than 
those of relief; their average size, therefore, was greater thon the 
average for the two groups combined in all three sections: 842, 611, 
'48 ac .... , respectively (table 81). 

Farms of 1,000 or more acres comprised 22 percent of those operated 
by nonrelief families in the South DBkot&-~fontana-Colorado section, 
10 percent in Kansas, and 4 percent in North Dakota. The first 
named of thllB6 three sections had relatively more small 88 well as 
more veryJarge fanna than the other two; 16 percent had fewer than 
100 acres

l 
compared with 4 and 2 percent in Kanaas ud North Dakota 

(table 37 • 

TAB ... 37.-.". or FA_: Nuw- oM "....,......,. dWributu... 6/ familia ", n .. 
6/ I""", ", ",,_, PIo .... oM M""-'a/ _ _ ;""., 19$6-&1 

,Will .. ...u.rfIuafUII. u.& lDoladI. bubaDd ad: wile. bo&b Galhe-bcnt] 

Nona Datolll - Bouth Dakote-M ... 
.. c I do 

A .... Ia~t .. fanD. 
0...-- All 

_ .. A. 0 .... a ..... AD 0 .... .... ... ...... .!"m\ .!:.. ..... In. .. , 
faml~ In. ... .... U. lam • ..... U. ..... ...... 

"'" "'" ... .... "'" ,-
----- -,.. .. Mo __ "". -Mo __ 

NO. ...... ...... No .. ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 
AU IluztUlII.. ......... ___ ~_ •• - ... - .. ... '" ... ... , . 

Pnr .. lhul ..... ___ ._. • • • • • • • , • I-Ii _ .. ___ •• _ •• _. _______ • • 0 • • • .. .. • 10-19 .• ______ ••..•.••• _ •• I • 1 • • , .. .. II 
IO-iIIt . __ • __ ••••••. _ ..... • • , I • 0 .. .. .. 
lOO--l:4 ................. .. It II .. It .. ,n It .. 
17~1 ............. _ •...•. '" .. .. .. .. • ,. .. .. 
"JI'a}--4\i8_ •• ___ ••••••• _ •• ... III ... III , . .. "" , .. ., 
too ... DO ,., ltD II< n. .. , .. ,. D 
l.tUH.._~. ::~:::::. " .. .. .. .. .. , .. 14' 11 
.. WUur." ......... .. • • • • • • II .. 0 - -, .~ I",,:: I~ -I~ - -AIl.~ •.•.. .......... • 00 ,IID ... . .. •• ............. • • • (Il • 0 1 <'I (I) • ,-, •.......... : ....... • • • • 1 • • • ... --.. __ .. ........ I I 

t:I. • 1'1 • • • • ..... .. I I I I • • • II 1000-1:-.":::::' • II I • • 11 ,. .. 
1:-~·J.'\9 ..... .... • • • • • • 7 • • ~ ....... -~ .. ... II .. .. .. • r- .. .. .. 
"'" - ..... .. .. .. .. .. a •• .. .. 1,1"","'."'·'-" .. • • I .e .. • .. .. .. a.,*etonr::: ... • • • I'l 1'1 • • • • - ------_.-

'f'nIr .. bo.t "'~"t"oItuam..loy",,,, .. 0"'-'7."" 0Jwat0I'. 
'h,,'~*_ Wl&l tvm ........ ,....,.... .. &at _ oI .... ...w.u....aQ' u._ ~ ...... 

... andhwptIWir ...... 
'.0.11) ........ .... 

'T .................... ht .... t __ l ... ~ .,.tlwaeanror all,... ... ta- ......... .. 
..... tMu~ ~ nqu.nI'llD .... u _ IDCiu.. .. ta u._~ .................. ...,. of u. ... .... ....... ...0-..,_ A...-L p.E). 
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The size and value of farms tended to increase as family income 
rose. For example, in North Dakota, the average size of farms 
operated by nonrelief families in the income class $250-$499 was 361 
acres and the average value of land and buildings, $9,374; in the in
come class $1,250-$1,499, the average size of farm was 518 acres and 
the average value of land and buildings

i 
$13,391 (table 81). 

The farms of the 101 nomelief net- oss families in North Dakota 
tended to be l~er and to have higher valua.tions than those of non
relief families Wlth positive incomes. The average size of farms of 
the former group was 567 acres compared with 434 for the latter; the 
average valuation was $15,329 compared with $11,518. The net-loss 
group included families operating farms on such a scale that the losses 
from the farm business were greater than the sum of nonmoney farm 
income used for family living plus nonfarm money income. A greater 
proportion of large than of small farms would be expected to appear 
m this net-loS8t nonrelief group. Families with limited resources 
would be less likely than would those with considerable capital to 
venture undertekin~ that might bring losses large enough to effect a 
"negative" family mcome. There would also be greater likelihood 
that heavy losses would force the family of small means into the relief 
group rather than into the nonrelief net loss group. 

In the South Dakota-Montana-Colorado section, owners tended to 
have farms considerably larger than renters; the average acreage op
erated by the two groups of nonrelief families was 957 and 394. In 
Kansas, farms operated by owners averaged 657 acres compared with 
an average of 519 in rented farms, but in North Dakota, difference in 
average size of owned and rented farms was slight (ta.ble 81). In 
every unit a. larger proportion of owning than of renting families 
operated farms of 1,000 or more acres. In South Dakota, Montana, 
and Colorado, 24 percent of the owners and only 10 percent of the 
renters had 1,000 or more acres; 27 percent of the former compared 
with 46 percent of the latter operated farms of fewer than 175 acres. 
In the wheat area there was more concentration of families on farms 
between 260 and 1,000 acres, with fewer fami1ies on smaller or larger 
farms than in the cattle-range area (table 37). 

Average value of farm land and buildings ranged from $7,059 for 
all families (relief and nonre1ief combined) in the South Dakota-Mon
ta!lll.-Colorado section to $16,409 in Kansas. In all three sections 
the average value of farms of owners exceeded that of farms of renters. 
The value of the family dwelling tended to follow that of the farm as 
a whole. Kansas dwallings ranked hi!lhest; North Dakotal next; 
South Dakota-Montana..Colorado dwellings, last. Owners placed a 
higher value on their dwellings than didrenters, particularly in Kansas. 

Family Income' 

Income level. of Native-While, ,Unbroken Families (Eligible, Relief and 
Non.elie/) 

Incomes of farm families in the three sections studied in the Plains 
and Mountain region were adversely affected by drought and other 
unfavorable conditions in the year 1935-36. Median incomes of 

I For a dfscoaelon ofthe deftn!ttoD. of farm taml1ylnOGme uaed in lhb study. Me p.. 18. 
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relief and nonrelief families combined were below $750 in each aection • 
... is shown by the following tabulation: _no_ --Median inOODlet relief and nonre1ief - M_ .... 

"""""" 
famUIl ••••••• _ •••• _ .••••••••••• $593 $732 1731 

Median Inoome, nonrelfef familiee. _ _ _ 705 857 971 
Finotquartile, Donrelief familieo •••• _. 864 447 671 
Third quartlle, DOnrelief Eamilieo __ •• _ 1, 142 1,361 I, oaa 

Those medie.ns are ma.rkedly lower than those of simila.r groups of 
farm operatol'8 in the New Englandt Middle Atlantic &lid North 
Central, and Pacific regions where mooi .... incomes of relief &lid non
relief families studied were more than $1,000 in 11 of the 12 aection8 
studied_ Even the nonre\ief frunilies hod a med;"" income below 
$I,ono in each of the three sections of the Plains and Mountain region 
(table 58). 

Low .. th_ medi&ns a.re, they may be higher than the medi&ns for 
all farm frunilies in these sections since some low-inoome groupe were 
fll(cluded from the study. A discussion of the character of the sample 
and the probable effect of the exclusion of ineligible groupe upon 
median income is given in the Af.praisal (ll' 247). 

Relief families and nonrelief runilies WIth positive incomes below 
51,000 or with net IOMM constituted 63 percent of the families studied 
in South Dnkota, Montana, and Colorado; 65 in K .... sas; and 73 
pe1'OOnt in North Dakota; families with incomes of $2,000 or more 
constituted 13, 9, and 6 percent, respectively (table 38). 

TABU SS.-P.MILY DlCO"" Nulftbor ., fa""' ... a .... ~ ~ ". 
~ ,IGI ........ 0-, PIai ........ Mou ..... '_.-, 19S6-U 

1\VlIIIo_ .............. ____ .... __ 

- ....... -..... ~ 
H •• an ........ l\~.flllo"., ........ ... ... I .... , .. 

~ ., •• ... .. .. .. DO .. 
10. • .. • .. • DO ,. 1&7 ., 1M " .. • .. • .. • .. , II .. " .. • 
10' 11 .. II 11ft 11 n. I. .. " ,OO I • ... •• n , . 1I!o .. .. • .. I .. • .. • IS • .. • .. • II • .. • II • to • .. • • • I. I " • I. I ,. • WI • II • • (') 

• ! • 
.. • a, I • PI . ' I • "I • 

In I .. bl ... 38, relief families are not distribuW by inrome b«a\188 
the dill. they furnished are incomplete as repNa receipt of inoome 
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in kind. As a consequence, the total number of families (relief a.nd 
nomelief) in each of the lower-income classes ca.nnot be given. Both 
the counts and the percentages shown for the low-income el ..... ee 8l'8 

for nomelief families only; they, therefore, understate the numerical 
importance of these income groups. However, the counts and per
centages of families in the upper-income classes, as shown by table 38. 
represent the relative importance. numerically, of these higher-income 
fainilies among the native-white, unbroken families of these three 
sections. 

When the combined relief and nomelief groups are considered, .the 
two sections, Kansas and South Dakota.-Montana-Colorado, are Imi
lar with respect to median inoome a.nd percentage of families with 
positive incomes below $1,000, with net losses, or receiving relief. 
The sample from the former section had a smaller proportion of 
families on relief than did the sample from the latter; as a consequence, 
when nonrelief families only were oonsidered, the income distributions 
of the two sections showad greater differences. The media.n income, 
first qu8l'tile, and third quartile in the cattle-range section were 
higher than those in the wheat section of Kansas; 15 percent of non
relief f&miliee in the former section and 11 percent of those in the 
latter had incomes of $2,000 or more (table 80). 

The f8l'ming section lying in South Dakota, Montana, and Colorado 
was less homogeneous with respect to type of f8l'ming and general 
agricultural conditions during the period of this investigation than 
were the two others. The Montano. county had suffered from drought 
more tha.n had those in Colorado and had a higher tt~~centage of 
f&milies on relief. It is not surprising, therefore. that . section as 
a whole showed both a greater proportion of relief families and a 
~ter proportion with incomes of $2,000 or more than did the sections 
m North Dakota and in Kansas. 

Source. of Income (Eligible, Nonrelief Families) 

Income fro!" tile Operated Farm (Money and Nonmoney) 

Net Form tncome 

Net farm income (moner and nonmoney) furnished about nine
tenths of aggregate family mcome in each of the three sections-92 
percent in North Dakota; 88 in South Dakota, Montana. and Colorado; 
and 87 in Kansas (tables 39 and 82). This is in marked contrast to 
the situation in southern California where fo.rms provided only about 
two-thirds of aggregate income and one-third was from eo.rnings from 
enterpnsee other than the farm business and from other nonfarm 
income. All three of the sections studied in the Plains and Mountain 
region were farther from urban centers than might be expected to 
provide opportunities for eo.rning off the farm than were those of the 
Pacific reglon. It is possible, too, that in the former region low in
comes promoted exchange of labor among farmers, instead of payment 
on a wage basis for work on neighboring farms as was reported in 
Oregon. 
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With income from nonfarm sources so small & proportion of the 
aggregate family income, the distribution of families by net farm 
income was very similar to the distribution by net family income in 
North Dakota; 32 percent of the nonrelief families had total net in
comes of $1,000 or more while 28 percent had Det farm incomes of this 
amount. In Kansas and in the South Dakota-Montaoa-Colorado 
section, differences between the two 'percentages were somewhat 
greater-41 percent compared with 34 m the former section and 48 
percent compared with 42 in the latter (table 80). Median net farm 
mcome was $673 in North Dakota, $730 in Kansas, and $845 in South 
Dakota, Montaoa, and Colorado. The proportion of families with 
no income from sources other than the o'perated farm was highest in 
North Dakota, 64 l'ercent compared Wlth 59 percent in the cattle 
area and 56 percent m Kansas (table 40). 

Net losses from farm operation were reported by 12 percent of the 
nonrelief families in North Dakota., 9 perceDt in Kansas, and 5 in 
South Dakota, Montaoa, and Colorado. However, farmere whose 
farm enterprises were unprofitable had greater losses in the cattle 
section; their average net losses (money and nonmoney) amounted to 
$1,070, compared with $526 in North Dakota and $455 in KaDsas 
(table 87). 

Nonmoney income from housing, food, fual, and other products 
furnished by the farm had an average value of $503 in North Dakota, 
$457.in Kansas, and $442 in South Dakota, Montana, and Colorado. 
Because total net family income was so much smaller in North DIlr 
kota than in the two other sections, such nonmoney income was a 
larger proportion of the whole, 66 percent compared with 46 in Kansas 
and 37 in the cattle section. The average value of nonmoney income 
used for family living rose as income increased but its importance as 
a component of total income decreased. In all three sections the 
value of farm-furnished housing, food, and other products used for 
family liviog offset the money losses of many low-income families. 
Money income, adjusted for inventory change, was an increasing 
proportion of aggregate income as net family income rose (table 39). 

Gross Form Income 

Gross farm income averaged $1,824 in North Dakote, $2,053 in 
Kansas, and $2,224 in South Dakota, Montana., and Colorado.' In 
the two former sections money income from sale of farm products 
averaged a'pproximately the s&me, $1,069 and $1,056; but moner 
pa.yments (not loans) received from the Government under the agn
cultural-recovery progra.m averaged $155 in North Dakota compared 
with $588 in Kansas. The higher aver~e gross income in the latter 
sectiOD than in the former thus was due m part to such Government 
payments. In the South Dakota-MontsDllrColorado section, average 
gross money income from sale of farm J.>roducts was $1,820. Part. 
of this, however, was not true income; It was derived from sales of 
cattle which represented a depletion of herds and a decrease in net 
worth. The net decrease in value of cattle owned (and of crops 
stored) in this section averaged $124 (table 84) • 

• See 1). 29 for • dbcIDIloD of deftn1tlon of!a'Oll!'l farm 1neome. Value ofilhare rent was not Included In RTOSI 
Income. Tbe proportIon of nontellfll famill$a tbat qported use of farm product. tor payment of some or all 
Nnt was 61 percent in North Dakota, 33 peraent in KAnsas. and }8 percent In South Dakota. Montana. and 
Colorado. Bad the value of farm product. ao used been .added t.o gross farm tnoome. the av~ would 
have. been incraaaed by approximaWf $176, '111. and sea In tbe three respecu..esecUoDt- {table 16). 
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$250 and almost one-third of those in the incomo class $250-$499 
reported net decreases in livestock owned and in crops stored that 
averaged more than $1,000 per family reporting such a decrease. In 
all classes above the $500-incompline save one. the number of families 
whose herds increased in value because of births, maturations, and 
purchases of livestock exceeded the number reporting a decrease; but 
at all income levels save one, some families had decreases which aver
aged approximately $400 or more. In Kanso.s the proportion of non
relief families reporting net decreases in value of livestock and of crops 
stored for sale wo.s larger thb.n in the cattle section but the average 
decrease reported wo.s smaller. In North Dakota there was an average 
net increase in value of livestock owned and crops stored by the group 
of families as a whole, although those with net losses and with incomes 
under $250 reported a net decrease. The number of families that 
reported a net increase was about three-fourths greater than the 
number rel?ortiug a decrease; the average increase reported by the 
former families was $276; the average decrease reported by the latter, 
$233 (table 95). 

Expenditures: or Farm Operation 

Average expenditures for farm operation were similar in the three 
sections, ranging from an average of $1,122 in North Dakota to $1;190 
in Kansas. In income classes below $2,000 where the number of 
cases" in each section was adequate for comparisons, ave~ expendi
tures in Kansas tended to rank first or second compared With the two 
other groups. The use of power-driven machinery in Kansas is 
evidenced by average expenditures of $240 for gasoline and oil for 
farm use (excluding automobile expenditures) compared with $164 in 
North Dakota and $52 in the South Dakota-Montana-Colorado 
section. Expenditures for farm labor averaged $66, $176, and $231, 
respectively, in the three sections (table 92). Average expenditures 
for livestock were greater in the cattle section than in the two others. 
These expenditures includelurcbases of cattle for feeding and resale 
as well as purchases to buil up herds. (See Glossary, Income, Farm 
Family: Farm Nonmoney Income, Net. for a diecussion of this point.) 

Net Money Income from Sources Other Than t1te Operated Fann 

Earnings from work not pertaining to the farm enterprise and other 
money income such 88 interest, dividends, pensions, rents, profits, and 
small ca.sh gifts used for family living, averaged $13~ or 12 percent of 
aggregate income, in the South Dakota-Montana.-l.!olorado section, 
$131, or 13 percent of income, in Kansas, and $61, or 8 percent of 
income, in North Dakota (table 40). 

To determine whether the families- with income from nonfarm 
sources were those with relatively low or high returns from fannin .. , 
fami1ies were clnssified by net farm income (rather than by netr~y 
income, as in other analyses). In the South Dakota-Montana-Colo
rado section, the average nonfarm income of families in the three 
lowest net farm-income classes, $0-$249, $250-$499, and $500-$749, 
wo.s greater than the 11 higher classes; m Kanso.s this also was true, 
except in the income class $3,000-$3 999. In North Dakota, rela
tively fewer fami1ies had income of this sort than in the two other 
sections, and the average receipts did not follow a clea.r-cut trend 
from one income class to another (table 83). 



TABL)1l 41.~FAMILY MEMBERS HAVING NONFARM MONEY EARNINGS: 1 Percentage oj husbands, wives, and other family members having oornings 
from sources other than the operated farm, and percentage of lotaL nonfarm earnings derived from husbandB, by income, Plains an.d Moun .. 
tain farm sections, 1935-36 
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Earnings exceeded other nonfarm income in all three sections. 
The percentage of fa.milies ha vin~ income from earnings did not differ 
greatly in the three sections, rangmg from 28 percent in North Dakota 
to 33 percent in the South Dakota.-Montana-Colorado section. If 
aggregate earnings had been equall~ divided among all families in 
each of the sections, those in North Dakota would have received ouly 
$47 while those in Kansas would have received $83, and those in the 
cattle section, $103 (table 91). 

Eamin95 of Husbands, Wives, and Others 

Husbands contributed almost three-fourths of aggregate nonfarm 
earnings in each of the three farm sections (table 41). This is due 
in part to the fact that they constituted a large proportion of the 
earning family members-77 percent in North Dakota, 69 in the 
South Dakota.-Montana-Colorado section, and 60 percent in Kansas. 
Their average earnings were greater than those of others who worked 
for money except in North Dakota; there the average earnings of 
wives (a small number, only nine) and of sons, daughters, and others 
(not husband or wife) 16 or older exceeded those of husbands (table 
42). 

TABLE 42.-NONFARlII lDARNERS AND THEIR BARNINOS, BY OCCUPATION:l Nv.mbt:r 
and perCMJlage 0/ Iiu3bamla, wives, and other family members huing earn-ingll/rom 
soureBa other than th6 operaU<i Jarm, and t'lIIM'ag. eamingB ptJf' perlon, btl cMq 
occupation, Plaint and Mountain farm 3ectiom, 19S5-SfJ 
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Relatively few wives earned-l percent in North Dakota and 
Kansas, and 2 percent in the South Dakota-Montana-Colorado sec
tion. The proportions of sons, daughters, and others (not husband 
or wife) 16 or older earning in the three sections were 6, 14, and 12, 
respectively (tables 41 and 86). These smaller proportions of flIDlily 
members earning in this region than in the farm. sections studied in 
the Pacific region doubtless reflect more limited opportunities for non
farm employment. 

Occupations Follo\ftd by Earners 

Wage-earner occupations provided the major source of the earn
ings of 53 pereent of the husbands who hed nonfarm employment in 
North Dakota; of 66 percent of those in Kansas; and of 72 pereent of 
those in the cattle section. Business and professional occupations 
ranked second and clerical third in North Dakota, while in the two 
other sections the reverse was true (table 42). 

Sons, daughters, and others (not husband or wife) 16 or older who 
earned also depended largely upon wage-earner occupations; from 66 
to 76 percent reported their major earnings from this souree. A 
sm!tller proportion of such persons tMn of husbands were in business 
or the prOfessions, except in Kans!tS where the proportions Were the 
same. 

TABLE 43.-NONFARM :MONEY INCOME OTHER THAN EARNINGS: Percentage of 
jamiliEa luwin(l rum/arm mDMY income other than eamingg, and average ilmou-1U 
receivedt by 80urce Q/ i1U!Otne, Plaint liM Mountain farm, sections. 19:56-88 
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sary, Profits. 

'Q.50 percent or less. 
e $0.50 or less. 
1 Average based on (ewer than 3 caSl'.8. 
I Includes money received from rewards, prIzes, and gambling gsins_ 
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Other Money Income from Nonfarm Sources 

Money' income from sources other than ea.rnings, such as interest 
and diVldends, rents from {>roperty, pensions and annuities and gifts 
of cash used for current Jivmg constituted but 5 percent or less of the 
aggregate income of the farm families studied in the three sections. 
Had such receipts been equally divided among all families in each 
section, those in Kansas would have fared best, receiving $52 apiece; 
those in the South Dakota-Montana-Colorado section, $36; and those 
in North Dakota, $15 (table 43). 

The greater average receipts of Kansas families than of those in the 
two other sections are due m part to the larger proportion of families 
having income of this eort. Twenty percent of the Kansas families 
and 13 percent of those in the two other sections reported having such 
returns. In each of the three sections, average receipts of all families 
from such eourees tanded to be higher in the income classes above 
$1,000 than in those below (table 88). 

Description of Native-White, Unbrolcen Families and of Their 
Households (Eligible, Relief and Nonrelief Families) 

Size of Family 

Farm families in the Pleins and Mountain region tsnded to be 
larger. than those in most of the sections studied in the North and 
West. The combined relief and nonrelief groups averaged 4.71 mem
bers in the North Dakota section, 4.38 in Kansas, and 4.19 in South 
Dakota, Montana, and Colorado. (See Glossary, Economic Family, 
for definition of the term "family," and Yea.r-equivalent Person.) 
The average size of relief families was even larger, 5.56, 5.41, and 4.90 
pereons, respectively} in the thrse sections (tables 46 and 97). 

Two-pereon families, those containing only husband and wife, 
constituted 13 percent of the North Dakota group; families of thrse 
or four persons, 39 percent; those of five or more pereons, 48 percent. 
Kansas and the South Dakota-Montana-Colorado section had rel .... 
tively more two-pereon families than North Dakota; conversely, they 
had relatively fewer families with five or more members (table 44). 
The total number of persons in families of five or more represented 65 
percent of the aggregate family members in the North Dakots 98.lDple, 
59 percent of those in Kansas, and 55 percent of those in the South 
Dakota-Montana-Colorado section. 

Ase of Husbands and 01 Wives 

The large average size of these North Dakota families is undoubt
edly related to the relstively .Iarge proportion of husbands and wives 
in the younger age groups. In this eection 40 percent of the husbands 
and 55 percent of the WIVes were under 40 years of age; fewer than 10 
percent of the husbands or wives were 60 or older. Family heeds in 
the two other sections tended to be somewhat older than those in North 
Dakota. This difference is due in part to the exclusion of the foreign-
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bom who constituted a larger proportion of the population in North 
Dakota than in the other two sections. Many of these immigrants 
had come to the Unitsd States in the latter part of the nineteenth 
<'cntury and thus were coneentrsted in the older population groups. 
However, even in Kansas and in the cattle section, the proportion of 
husbands and wives 50 or older was apr.reciably smaller than in the 
groups studied in the Pacifio region (tab. ea 45 and 103). 

Tun ••. _ •• orp ...... y: NU""-Gnd,.... .. ftlo""d~ofrolN/and_ 
rolWf Ja..u;., bJr .... _ oj ".,. ..... u. , • ..uV and bJr .. u""- of ,......"., """ ... 16 
..... of ago, Pial,.. and JIi ... ttlG' .. f __ ,19S6-36 1WhlIo_ .... _. _____ J 

1'uaD.c...,. Dumber fJI s-- ta ....... I'uD.WII by DUm ..... oI1*1OQ1 ander 
16)'Hnof ... 

Penons I (DUm'" ...... ~ 8ooUiDako-N .... n.. N .... n.. - - "'~.,:,,= - - ta-MODtau-
~ 

No. N. No. "... N •. ""- No. ""- No. ".. . N •. "... 
An ulllilL. ............. __ . " .. '00 ... 1" L'" UIl Ll" UIl ... ... , .... ... 

NOM.. __ • _____________ ------ ---- _. .-_." H. ___ ------ __ .0-- ... .. ... .. f'O .. 
L. _ .. _____ ._.0_ •..•••. 

'-Hi" ---U" '-m- ···ii- -"'iiD- "-if ... .. , .. .. ... %l I. _ .. __ . ____ ." .. ______ D 11 til .. :Ill II 1 .. ____ . __ ..•• _____ '0 __ , .. II .00 II III II) , .. .. ,. n m .. 
• __ ._ •• o •• __ • _. __ • _____ ... II ... III .... 11 .. • II , • • I .•.......... __ ..... _ .. m .. III '0 m 11 .,. • .. • II • ....................... •• II 11 11 .. • ~ y .••• - ••••••••••••••••• ,. , .. • .. • .. • .. I ., • •......... -.......... .. • If • .. • .. .. 1DCII'ti .............. .. I II I .. • 

• Y....-.qu.tnltld..-. .. Os-rr. YW'4qU1'f"U1at r-. 

T.&IIL. 4.5.-AO. OP am.UN AJfI) 07 "'lTD: P"Ofiflta,. ~ oj 11Ubcnld. 
aM .,_ i,. rolN/ ..... --"oIla..tliA, .. _ PIai ... and N_ttlGi. i""" 
NdiDM. 1936-3d 

1WhlIo-.... -·----__ 
~01....,...b1 ... llt.crftMdiDlt., ..... b7 II" 

_Ill 
_do ....... - N ..... ~ 

"",,,0.- N"". ~ -.... ...- .... --... NOllcana-c_ c_ 
- - - - - -,. ... UIl ... 'OIl ... 

rl • • • ('I .. • • • • .. .. .. III .. .. • 17 

tr~ ....................... . .... _ .................... . 
.................. . ........... . 
.. l-.......................... . .. .. 11 .. .. 11 ....... ........ . ............. . " .. .. .. 11 .. • , • • I • • • I J I • • • • gl 1') • • • • I • 
.-....... . ......... . &'''. '" ... . ......... . 
1'0--1'4.. . ••••.••••••. ,.--.-.... "" ..... . 

1 ... lW'W' ..... 
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TABLB 46.-J'AJ<ILY TYl'lI: Number, _t:OftIag. diBt,ibuDon, MId aoerago oi .. of 
.. U~f and _rel", famil;", bu famUli type, Plai"" MId M_m farm _iom. 
19116-88 

-y A ...... A ...... A 
Persons I other1han hWlb/lnd and '1'01&1 F_ 

...... 110 ~ -type wife t:mdar 18 or 10 or older ...... "'" ... , .... 
No. -..,.' ISu older!! 

(I) (2) (3) (4) ro (0) (7) (8) 

NOBTH 
DUOTA 

Nu.- N_ - - N_ N1fm..'tn 
Anty~_ •• .~-.- ----------------- ------------- ------------ 1.106 100 .. " 1.92 "' .. 

I. ______ None ____________________________ 
2 , .. 13 3.., ----i:cllr _ __ .0.-_-2 _______ I child onder 11S __________________ • '22 11 3.01 _.------3 _______ 2clill.dnm under 16 _______________ • 142 13 .... 3. .. -----rii 4. ______ 1 PGISOD Ie or older wfth or with- a ... , .. III a. .. ... 

out 1 other penIOD~ flC8I'dIeE ot a _______ 
1 ~ under 18, !=.n '8 .. ."'. , .. " .... I." I." 

older. and 1012 ,regard-
""'of~ 6. ______ 3or4chD nnderltL ________ .... 1 .. 14 .... 3..., -----i-56 7. ______ I chDd under 16 and • or 8 others, 7 .... 128 11 7.32 .. .. 
rep:rdIess of ap. 

'.13 
8. ______ a or. penons 16 oro1tler __________ .or. .. • .. .. ---------g------- 601' a penlODS 18 or older, or 7 or 10rmaze . , • .... U1 .. .. 

more persoDS reprdless of age. 

"" .... 
A.ll tYPIL __ ------------------- .. ----_. -------- ------------ ... I~ .... 1." ... 

1 ____ .. __ None __________________ • _________ • 127 ,. .. .. ----i:CiO: --------. ,------- 1 ch1ld under 16 __________________ • .. 11 "00 ---------a _______ 2 chBdren under 16 _______________ • Of • '" .. 2. .. -----i:ii "'------- 1 person 18 OJ' elder with or with-- ..... 148 " .... . .. 
outl other person. ~or .... 

'------- 1 child tmder 18, !=.n 16 or ..... .. .. L44 I." L,. 
elder, and 1 CD' I recard-
less of &$\'6.-IS _______ a or. chBdren UIIder ttL _. _______ ..... 77 11 U. .... -----i:i3 7 _______ 1 child under 115 and •• 6olbers, 1 ... III • 7." a. .. 
reprd]ess of age.. 8 _______ 3 or' per9OD51Borolder __________ .... oo • .... ----5:67- .... g.------ 0: 01' 8 pel'8OnII lit or older ~ or 1 or '1 or mote .. • ~.76 2..11 
more persoDS regardless of age. 

80UTa 
DA.KOTA-

JlOK'J'AIiA-
....... 00 

All typos.. •• ------------------------- ---------- -----.------ .. ... '" .... 1." .73 
1. ______ None ____________________________ • ... .. 2.00 

---i~oo- -------.-'2 _______ 1 chnd nnder HI.. ________________ • 117 11 8. .. ------- --3 ______ 2 cbIldnm under 18-__ : ___________ • 117 11 .... 1.00 ----rti "------- 1 penJOD. 16 <11 older wfth 01" with- .... m 19 .... ... 
out 1 other perIOD, reprdless. or 

1 _____ - I =d nndar ... 1 ....... 1. or .... IIl1 15 3. .. .. .. 1. .. 
older, and 1 or 2: othere. nprd • ..... '~ It _______ lor4cbll under-Ilt __________ .... '02 • .... .... ----7 _______ 

1 chUd UllW 18 and .. or 6 othen. 7 ... '11 • 1." .... 1.48 _of .... 
..13 ........ a or' penonJ 18 01' elder. _________ .... .. • ..11 ----i--il-0 ______ . 

0: or 6 penon! 1& or oldflr'. OJ' 1 or 'lor mont .. 3 .... '.29 
mtlI"epstlWlS ~ otap. 

t Number or~valent parsona.lne1uded by deftnWoD. Each famfly type 1ncJnct. both busband --. a year-equlvakmt~. Slfgbt d~cles may occur between eolnmn. 8 and the amount obtAlDed 
by adding 2.00 (husband and wife) to the BWn or CQJIllDU 7 and &. Tba6 dJscrepancl. nml& D'Om dUJer-
enoes iD tbnmethods of comPUt!ng6Veragea fotall members and for persons under IS or 16 or older. See 
GloaarJ'. Yaar-equlvateDt Penoa. for description of methods used In CDmpUtIQ. 

'Include! husband and wile • 
• Excludes bwband and wtt~ 
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Family Members Other Than Hualoand and Wife 

Approximately two-thirds of the family members other than hus
b&nd and wile were children under 16 yelU'll of age. There wae an 
average of 1.9Z such children per f8lJlily in North Dakota, 1.5Z in 
Ksnsse, and 1.45 in the South Dakota-Montana-Colorado section. 
The average number of f8lJlily members 16 or older (other th&n hus
band and wile) wae more similar in the three sections, ranging from 
0.73 to 0.86. The larger average size of North Dakota f8lJlilies appar
ently re8ected a greater number of children under 16 rather than older 
sons and daughters. This is consistent with the l~er proportion of 
husbands and wives in the lounger-age groupe in this section than in 
Kansae or the cattle llection. There were relatively fewer North 
Dakota families with no children under 16, 26 percent as com:rared 
with 37 and 38 percent in the two other sec\ions (tables 44 an 46). 

The great majority of the f8lJlily members 16 or older were sons Or 
daughters of the husband and wile (table 99). Of the persons in the 
age clasa 16-29 ytl&rS, slightly more than 95 percent were sons or 
daughters, about 5 percent were other related persons, and fewer than 
1 percent were nonrelativee. Of those 30 years or older in the Kan!l&ll 
8OOtion. parente of the husband or wile were found with about the same 
frequency 88 sons and daue:hters. In North Dakota where the pro
portion of husbands and Wives under 40 W88 greater than in Kansas, 
sons and dau~hters of 30 or older were but 26 percent of all f8lJlily 
members of that age (other than husband and wile) while parente of 
th .. hU8bands or wives were 46 percent. as is shown below: 

Farm •• ction and family ot.a&uo: 
NorU> Daltoa: , ..... 

Bo .... nd dau"h&oro ................... 96. 2 
ParoDgofb ... bandorwif •• ___ ......... 0 
OUler ",laled _00. __ "" _ ......... '- 7 
Noorelaled porooDa ......... __ ........ .1 

K_: 
H< .... and daughten... ____ •• __ ...... '" 115. 8 
Panmg of b ... baDd or wife............ .0 
(l\ber ..... te<! _00 ............... -- '-I 

Bout~=~.r.:=:c.;i(ftdo:.m •• ---. .1 
Ilona and daugM.ro..... .. ........ .. •• 116. 4 
Pan.Dg of huobaDd or wif............. .0 
OU>er ... "'Ied _ ............... __ 1.:1 
Noorelaled perooDO..... ..... ......... • I 

.... -
26.0 
45. (\ 
27. (\ 

.8 

42. 9 
411 0 
17. I 

35.11 
43. (\ 
18. 8 
1.7 

F_il, Ty_ s-d OIl H_ber and A .. 01 Meabers 

r.; in .. type groups .... re used for classifving families vrordin, to th .. 
numoor and AIl$ pf mf'mbeni other than 'h .... band and .. ife. This .. as 
done at"" in th~ Pacific> region and in all other oommunities includPd 
~ th .. study. (SHo p. 50 for illU:ltratlon sho .. ing composition of ~ 
nme types.) 

F_ilia 01 Type 1 
H.-...l ..... wile GDI7. 

1'''1''''1 famm .. (husband and wife onl ... ) in the North Dakota OK· 
Ii .. " dillt'~ in hn ...... y8 from th.- or this 1Yl'f' in Ihto 1"'0 othfOr 
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sections studied in the region: They were less e~;},0rtant numerically 
and they included relativelx more younger f . ·es. In the North 
Dakota section, husband-wife families comprised only 13 percent of 
the group studied; the median age of the husbands in nonrelief fam
ilies of this type was 43 years and of wives 38 years. In Kansas, 
type--l families constituted 18 percent of the group studied, and in the 
cattle section 21 percent. Median age of the husbands in type--I non
relief families was 50 years in the former and 55 years in the latter 
section. 

Families of Types 2 and 3 

Type 2, average size 3 persons; 1 child under 16. none older. 
Type 3, .. v...-age size 4 persons; 2 children under 16, none older. 

Families of types 2 and 3, with one or two children under I6} were 
somewhat more numerous, relatively, in North Dakota than ill the 
two other sections of this region. More than half of the husbands in 
families of these types were under 40 years of age. Since the North 
Dakota sample included a larger proportion of husbands in this age 
class than did Kansas or South Dakota, Montana, and Colorado, it 
is not surprising that families of types 2 and 3 were 24 yereent of the 
relief and nonrelief families combined in the former section, compared 
with 20 and 22 percent in the two latter sections. 

Both husbands and wives of nonrelief families of types 2 and 3 
tended to be younger than those in the other type groups, as is sbown 
in the following tabulation: 

MIIIItm. 'flDftnUeffa~ 
Family-type group: 

Type 1: N .... "" .... liuebands ________________________ 43 
SoulA Ddoftt-

KttmU M-onlG __ Cblora40 

50 55 V<ives ____________________________ 38 
47 50 

Types 2 and 3: IIuBbands ________________________ -36 
39 39 VViVES ____________________________ 32 33 34 

Types 4 and 5: IIusbands ________________________ 48 
53 53 

lV1ves~ ___________________________ 45 
49 48 

Types 6 and 7: IIuBbands ________________________ 41 
41 44 V<iveo ____________________________ 37 
37 37 

Types 8 and 9: IIusbands ________________________ 49 
51 53 

lVivcs ____________________________ 46 48 49 

Families of Types 4 and 5 

Type 4, av...-age size 3.59 p<n<lDB; 0.35 ehildren under 16; 1.23 
penoone (other tban huaband and wife) 16 or older. 

Type D, av...-age size &.46 personB; 1.84 children under 16; 1.84 
persona (other than husb&ntt and wife) 16 or older.' 

FamHies of types 4 and S wer<> numerienlly more important than anT 
other combined type group, constituting about one-third of the fanu
lies (relief and nonrelief) m each of the three sections. In North 
Dakota, the number of type 4 families was approximately the same 

f Ft~ glva In ibn and snceeedlDK ly.Pe-«fOUP d~tIolll U'9 for North Dakota famflIt8. re1IeI ad 
oomeI~ oomb1ned. 8imllar ft&uret lor the two other IlICtlIlDS are iDcluded I.u table fi6. 



l'A&!lLY INCOM_l'ACIJ.'IC. l'LAlNS AND MOUNTAIN REGIONS 109 

as of typo Ii. 168 and 164. In the two other sections. the smaller 
fnmilies of type 4 were much more numerous, 148 88 compared with 
82 in Kansas, and 214 with 153 in South Dakota, Montana, and 
Colorado. 

Since by definition families of these types included M least one 
person 16 or older, other than husband or wife, and since this person 
usually wna a 80n or daughter. the families of these type groups 
tended to be older than those of types 2 and 3. More than two
thirds of the husbands in nonrelief families were in the age classes 
40-59. The proportion in younger age classes W88 greater in North 
Dakota than m Kaneas or in the cattle section (table 47). 

Families of Types 6 and 7 

Type 6, avorftl!e .lse 6.36 peno .. : 8.31 children under HI: DODe 
older. 

Type 7, avo"'l(e 01 .. 7.32 pel'llOOBj 3.84 .hIIdreD under 16; 1." 
peno .. (other than huob .... a and wife) 16 or older.' 

These lerge families (types 6 and 7 combined) were 25 percent of 
the relief and nonrelief groups studied in North Dakota, 20 percent 
in Kanaaa. and 18 in South Dakota, Montana. and Colorado. Being 
80 numerous and 80 large. they included more thaD twioe 88 manr. of 
the children UDder 16 found in the samples studied 88 did the families 
of typ8l! 2 and 3. 

Thrt>o-fourth. or more of the husbands and wives in nonrelief fami
lies of this type group were in the age class .. 30-49 years. They thus 
tended to be older than families of types 2 and 3 but younger than 
those of tvp'" 4 and 5. 

Among the typo-6 famili08. those with three children under 16 
outnumhored those with four. In the tvpe-7 grouP. the 89V9n
porson fllmilillll outnumbered those with eight persons in all three 
oootions (table 100). 

Families of Types 8 and 9 

Type 8, .~ragt'I.iae 5.20 pentOn.; Doahildnm under 1ft; 8.13 peraooa 
(othtof t.hAD hualland and wite) 16 01' older. 

Type 11, av~ ....... i.e 9.86 penlOllII; 6.67 children uader 16j 2.28 I*" 
IOna (other than h",,'-d and wife) UI or older. 

Founili .... of five or six persona all 16 or older are not numerous, even 
on farma; typt'-S f.mili .... "',,re bUl 2 peroont of the familiae (n-lief 
and nOllreli.,O s~uJiNi in North Dakota and ill the cattle section. and 4 
""roont oC those in Kan....... Type-9 famili .... (seven or more members) 
w ... ·e 8Omt\what more numerous, 6, 3\ and Ii peroontof the three sampl .... 
Almost nil of th_ t~'pe-9 f .. mill .... lIad ae,...u or more m .. mhers other 
than husband or wit,,; mora than half had six or more children under 
16. 

In Ajrt". Calhili ... of this type group .....embleod those of tyP99 4 and S. 
The n .. 't\oan age of husbands rangt>d from 49 to 63 years 111 !.he three 
Nl(" titln~. 
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TABLB 47.-AGB 0 .. IW8BANDS AJIiD 0 .. WlVBS:. Pert:l6AltJge di.JtrilJv.tion .. age tJ/ 
huohmado and oj willa, byJamily t~ Pltmu and M ... lUai"JIIiNA _ ....... JDSii418 (Whlt&----·-___ ~1 

Distrlbodon by age olluDbands SDd of....n.. I:a fam1U8s oll7PeS L-

Slate and age 1 2 ..... ...... ..... 7 ..... 
&roUP (yearS) 

H ... 
w_ 

H,... WiftIJ Bus-
bands ...... ....... 

!!fORTS D..1EO'U. 
p",,", p,,- PIT_ - -AD 'IlgtS _____________ 

100 100 100 100 100 
Under 3(t ______ 12 '" 17 .. • 36-39 ___________ 

32 '" 50 .. 11 
~---------. 2' It .. 11 .. 50-69. __________ 

to ,., • • '" 60-61... _________ S • 1 0 7 
66i or older ______ 12 • 0 0 • 

I.&XS&S 

All SJ'S------------ 100 100 100 !DO !DO 
UndA'30 _______ .. 17 .. .. (I) • 10--3!0 ___________ .. I. .. 43 40--49. _______ ___ 

22 '" .. I. ao 5)-51) ___________ .. '" • • 32 
~.--------- • • 0 • .. 
Marold~r __ . ___ .. • 1 • It ....... n.l.KOTA-

vonAKa. - cor..c; 
1W>O 

AD age!I __________ 
!DO !DO !DO 100 100 

Under lIL _____ S .. " .. 1 30-39 __________ • ,. .. 37 • fO-fiJ ___________ 

'" .. .. 2I .. 
~-----.----. .. 3D 12 • ~ -lID-M.. ________ ._ 17 11 • • 11 
esorolder ••• _ •• .. • • 1 U 

1 For description or famDy types sea Okmary, FsmUy Type. 
I om pement at less. (See table 103.) 

Households 

w_ B_ Wi_ B .... 
Wi~ ...... ...... 

- - PIT"'" - Per«~t 
.00 .00 '00 iOO ... 

7 • .. • • 17 to .. S .. .. .. .. .. .. •• il • 20 22 • • • lD • • 1 • • • 
1m 100 100 100 ... 

0 • 12 • • It .. 52 • ,. .. .. .. 32 .. .. .. • .. .. • • I • 7 
t 3 • n 2 

100 .00 .00 100 !DO 

• • .. • • I. ., III • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. I • • .. .. 
1 • 0 .. • • • I lD • 

Nonfamily members of the household were reported by 80 percent 
of the relief and nonrelief families studied in North Dakota, by 64 
percent of those in South Dakota, Montana, and Colorado, and by 
62 percent of those in Kansas. Such nonfam.ilJ' members must have 
remained longer or been more numerous in the North Dakota families 
in which they were found than in the two other sections since they 
averaged 0.67 year-e'Juivalent persons per household in the fonner 
section and but 0.27 m Kansas, a difference greater than the differ
ence in the proportion of fam.ilies having such members (table 48). 

Guests and farm employees were the two types of nonfam.ily mem
bers reported with greatest frequency. Relatively fewer of the KanS88 
families than of those in the two other sections reported farm help 
living in the household. This section also reported smaller average 
expenditures for farm labor. 
Ov~ht guests were entertained by approximately one-third of 

the fam.ilies in aU section_31 percent in North Dakota, 43 percent 
in Kansas, and 32 percent in South Dakota, Montana, and Colorado. 
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RCCOunt the age and activity of household members and, in addition. 
meals furnished to farm or household help who were not members of 
the household. (See footnote 26, p. 81, and Glossary, Food-Expendi
ture Unit, for method of computation.) These figures indicate clearly 
that value of home-produced food per family member WaR greater 
among the well-to-do than among the low-income groups (table 93). 

The food-expenditure unit also provides a more preCIse method of 
comparing value of farm-furnished food in relation to family size in 
the three sections. Thus in North Dakota, the average value of such 
food per meal per food-expenditure unit WaR $0.0628, slightly lower 
than the averages for the two other sections, which were $0.0638 in 
Kansas and 80.0640 in the cattle section. The use of the North 
Dakota prices would have lowered the values in the two other sections 
alightly. Hence, an individual in a North Dakota farm family may 
have fared "8 well or a little better with respect to home-produced 
food than a farm family member in Kansas or in the range-cattle 
counties despite the larger families in the former section. 

Farm-Furnished Food Used by Famities of Each Type Group 

The use of home-produced food by families in the various type 
groups followed patterns similar to those noted in the Pacific re~on. 
At comparable income levels quantities used by households of large 
families tended to exceed those used bv the small families. At most 
income levels in which there were sufficient cases to compare averages, 
amounts used by families of types 6 and 7 were considerably greater 
than amounts used by the husband-wife families of type 1. In the 
cattle section, families of types 6 and 7 used more potatoes than those 
of type 1 at all but one income level and more pork and eggs at all 
except two levels; among families classified in the three income 
intervals below $1,500, they used more than twice as much milk as 
the type-1 families (table 94). 

Families of types 2 and 3 and types 4 and 5 tended to be in an 
intermediate position between the small type-1 families and the 
larger families of types 6 and 7. Average quantities of home-produced 
food used by types 4 and 5 usually were greater than those used by 
families of types 2 and 3, which were somewhat smaller in average 
size. 

Although large families used greater total amounts of home-pro
duced food the small families used more per person. Ranked by 
average value of farm-furnished food per food-expenditure unit, the 
four family-type groups appear in an order which is the reverse of 
that noted Wlth respect to total quantities per family. That is, 
type-l families ranked highest at most in!",me levels; then types 2 
and 3, tYJles 4 and 5, and types 6 and 7, III the order named. The 
increase m quantities of farm-furnished food used as families grew 
larger was not SO great as WaR the increase in number of persons to 
be fed (table 93). 

Farm-Furnished Housing 

The estimated. value o~ a year's occ~p",!cy of the fa;m dwelling 
made a snbstantlal contnbution to family Illcome. EstImates were 
based upon replacement value, age of dwelling, and rate of deprecia-
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Among those reporting guests in the household, the average length 
of stay was the equivalent of one person from 5 to 8 weeks. 

Relatively more North Dakota families reported household help 
living in than did those in the other sections; 19 percent of the relief 
and nonre1ief families had such employees, compared with 9 percent 
in Kansas and 4 percent in the South Dakota-Montana-Colorado 
sample. The average number of person-weeks such employees were 
in the household ranged from 10 weeks in Kansas to 21 weeks in South 
Dakota, Montana, and Colorado (table 102). As in the Pacific 
region, roomers, boarders, and tourists were reported by only a small 
proportion of families (about 5 percent). 

The five family-type groups did not differ greatly from one &nother 
with respect to the proportion having nonfamily members in their 
households. However, families of types 2 and 3 generally outranked 
the others in proportion having farm and household employees living 
in their homes. The average period of employment of help living in 
the household tended to be a little longer among type-I families than 
among the other type groups (tables 48 &nd 102). 

Income as Related to Family Composition (Eligible, Nonrelief 
Families) 

Family Income and Hus!.and's AIJe 

The tendency for income to rise as the family passes from the 
beginning to the middle stages of its life cycle and to decline as the 
husband and wife grow old was noted among the farm families studied 
in this region as well. as among those on the Pacific coast. Differences 
between the median incomes of the different '!.fi~ups were somewhat 
less marked than in Oregon. The adverse c . tic conditions in the 
Plains and Mountain region tended to concentrate most families in 
the lower-income brackets, regardless of age. These circumstances 
lessened the income advantages of the middle-aged families that had 
accumulated equipment, and that had grown clrildren to help with 
the farm tasks and perhaps to earn off the farm. However, in all 
three sections, nonrelief families in which the husband was under 30 
or was 60 or older tended to have incomes below those of the other 
age groups, as is shown below: 

,.,.,. 
Do .... • 

NotfA MOftto:JSQ-
Age class of husband: "..... K...... """"' .. 

UnderaG ____________ ._. __ • ___ $608 $681 $938 
3()-39________________________ 746 862 989 
40-49________________________ 737 898 1,OIS 
51J...59________________________ 736 919 985 
60 or older____________________ 494 824 850 

Of the families with incomes of $1,500 or more, 58 percent in North 
Dakota reported husbands in the age range 4~59; 64 percent in 
Kansas; and 61 percent in the South Dakota-Mont&n&-Colorsdo 
section. The proportion of all nonrelief husbands in this age range 
was 51 percent, 55 percent, and 57 percent in the three sections, 
respectively (table 103). 
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T e"ure cmd Size of Farm 01 Related 10 HUlband', Age 

Among families renting their farms, a much larger ~li0rtion of 
the husbands were under 40 years of age than among f .. es classi
fied lUI ownens. This trend, 8u~ted in data from the Pacifie region, 
is more clear-cut in these aectJ.ona which afford a larger Bample of 
renting families. For example, in North Dakota, 60 pereent of the 
4411 husbands renting their farms were under 40 years of age, com.
k~~ with 29 percent of the 485 husbands classified 88 owners. In 

Bas oomperable peree!!tagea were 60 and 17 percent; in the 
South Dakote-Montana-Colorado section, 42 and 20 pereent (table 
104). 

Husbands in the age r&n~ 40-69 tended to operate larger farms 
than did those under 40, 88 IS shown in the followmg tabulation: -"'_ .. _-" ....... -- ..... Do_· 

NttrfA AI..,. ... 
Age .IAM of huabaud: - - .-... Under 80 ••••••• __ •• ___ • ____ ._ 14, 24 21 

80-39________________________ 26 « 87 4_11 __________ • _______ • ___ •• 81 55 42 
6<Hi1l._______________________ 88 112 .a 
60 or oIder ___________ • ________ 81 .s 41 

When familia of ownera and renters were anelyzed separately, a 
similar relationship between husband'. age and size of farm W88 
found in both tenure groups. 

Incom. and Siz. of Family 

The everage size of nonrelief families was greater at the upper 
end of the income scale than at the lower in Kansaa and in the South 
Dakot&-Montana-Colorado section. In North Dakota, with ita 
greater proportion of large families, difl'erenee8 between high- and 
low-income levels were 1_ marked, aa is shown below: _ ......... - -Do_ 

Nw6 M..,. .. • 
lneome cl .... : ~....... ~ 

'6-$41111. ______ • _____ ..... __ __ ... 42 a. 811 a. 411 
$6OG-41K19 ........ _____ ... __ __ ... eo ... 11 a. 80 
$1.00041.4l1li. ______ • _________ 4." ... 47 "11 
S1.5IlO-$1.1I!11I __ .. ____ ......... 4.82 4.20 "88 
n.IlOO-U.IKI9 ...... __ ....... __ "H " 48 '" 2R 103,000 or 0 ____ ...... ________ 4. l' 4." "43 

The large number of families on relief doubtless W88 & r .... tor in 
the amlillor aiaa of the low-income families; & husband and wife ean 
live on an income too amalJ to .upport a family with aeveral clWdren. 

'-a and F_lly Type 

Incom. L ... 1s of !I.e F_ily-Type GroUPS 
FAmilies of tYJIM 8 and 9 combined ranked 6rs~ in median income 

in Kansu ana in t.h. Sout.h Dakota-Montan..colondo seetion; 
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families of types f and 5 nmked second (table f9). In North Dakota, 
families of types 4 and 5 nmked fust; families of types 8 and 9 nmked 
low as a consequence of the 1argenumber that had net.1oeses. In both 
of these ~-type groupe there ....... older cbildnm, potential non
farm earners, also able to help with the farm work and thoa reduce 
labor costs. Two-thirds or more of the hoabands were in the age 
range 4G-59. Because these famm ... had more members (a greater 
average size) than families of type 1 or of types 2 ud 3, they had 
some advantage in income claSsification since a higher value "88 
placed upon farm-fumished food used by the family t.han upon thet 
sold. 

(While DOIJI'elJel famDIeIJ Chat 1:adDde .. haIIJaDd ...... bolla Jalhe-banlJ 

PamDy type I No.. 

1-.... ____________________ 

%....... ---------_.---_ •• _---L_:. ____ .. ________________ 
L.. _________________ •• __ 
5...._. __________________ 

------~------ --. --------.... 
7 

Uld i.~=::===:::~=::~==:= • • • • 
and L __________________ .... , ________________ 
.... L ________________ 

SonhDatoaa 

TblnI "- Me- ..... 
""",. ..... 0:- ...... 
ClIo .... 
.... -$1. ... -370 ... ..... .,., ... '"' ..... ... - "" ..... ... ... ... ..... .... ... 6" ..... ... ... m ,,0:> 01' .,. ... .. 127 -.... .,.. ..... ... 
:til "'" ,,057 GO ... me ... ... 

l~l Vi: D oIl1adJy tn--~. -....o:r TnJe. 

"- 8CJuth [)sbCa..M~ -.c.oo._ 
Thfnf .. ... ..... .. ... 1'blnI 

d!m 
quor. q: ..... -. ClIo .... 

"., $1. ... - .,.. $1." ... u: • - sot ..... .... .. = ... ... .. ... 
"'" ..... ... LaD ,,7" ... ..... .. .. "" ...,. 
no .. ... ... .. ...... ... .. no an ..120 ..... .,. 

.. - .... - ..-... ..... 'i3I t.m ...,. ... ..... ... ..... .. '" .. an .. m ... .. ,.. .. ... 
The median income of typ&-l families W88 below those of the other 

types or combined type groupe in K!lDSe9 and in the South Dakota
r;Iontana-Colorado section. In North Dakota, the typ&-l families 
included relatively fewer husbands in the age cI ..... 60 or older th .... 
did families of this type in the two other seetions--a feet thet may be 
related to their more'favorable J'O'!ition with respect to median income. 

However, a~e of husband, m itself, is not the only factor in the 
relatively lo .. -mcome position of typ&-l families, compared with the 
other type groups. The tendency, noted in the Pacific region, for 
median incomes of families of type 1 to rank below those of other type 
groupe with husbands in the same age class, was also noted in this 
region: -AWe:..Dd::IIa MM' a.. -- -...-• .., Q_'"-.''' FamiJ,y-type group: __ _ 

1 ••••••.•.•..•....• · ••••••••.•••.•.• _ $738 $906 
:I and 3._ •••••••••• _. __ .•••••••••••••• 783 _ 
4 and D •.••••••••••••••••••••••.•• _ •• _ 875 1. 179 
8 and 7_.............................. 776 1,000 

Because of the small number of eases, medians were not computed for 
other age classes. 
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The difference betw88Il the 10W8IIL median income of a family-type 
poup and the highest was 1170 in North Dakota; in Kan988, 1330; 
m the cattle section, 1375. Tbia amaller difference in North Dakota 
doubtless is related La the greater concentration of families of all type 
groups below the 12,OOO-incomeline (table 50). 

TABL. 6O.-'AIIJLT TTn ~ JNCOIIB: PtIf'Ceftl4ge d~ btl incotM of 
/omm.. 0/ ~tJ tVI'M, PIai ..... nd N __ .. /aNII _. IIISIi-M 

(Wbi .. DOQre)W r..mw. tballDc1ude. haIbuJd &ad wile. both D&lI~ 

• • • • • , • • ad and • • ........ 

o-._._.'~~_'_' __ H __ "__ 11 .. 11 ,. 
lIOO-UUL __ •••••.••••••••• II It «I ao 
1,001)-01........... .....• ., 10 II II 
1 .. 'lOO-I.I.IUO................ 6 • J I 
l,ooD--l,M ••••. ______ •••• , J • • 
l,WQoro~ •• _ .• _ •••• _. 0 • 4; I 

:aD '11 21 .. .. .. 
• to 17 .. . . 
f • 1 
• I 1 

• • 7 • 

z z .. 
Ii 3D I'l 
1. 18 It 
• W • • • • .,1 

If • • 11 • • 
AD lDocImI;~ •.. _ ••••.••••• _ teo _ lID lao toO toO lUI) tfI) 100 D .. 

NIIt~_ ............ _.___ , I I l' 11 7 ,. 4; , ,. I 

N ... ~····-···---···-·I_.::·+-.. :.:_I.....; .. ::..f.....::·=+.....:: .. +-·:.:_I.....;·=_t.....; .. =+--=-.. +-·=_I-.::, .. 
..... _ •• 0,_" ......... _ IF • 14 Sf 11 • U II II 11 1'1 
aoo-wD. ..••••• ___ •••••• 16 • • • • • II » • 3D • 
l~l._ .. _ ....... __ 0. 16 11 11 .. It II 18 18 12 :If) -: 
1.~ .. H.aIll._.o •••• _ ••. _. • 11 • • 10 • • 12 to • 
1.tl:l)-2,.Wi. •.• _.......... I 'I II • • & 11 • f t : 
1.0» ut o~ ......•...... 1-..;.:.j.._0;.j.-.,;O~I.....!.I-.;._I-...;;.-I-..;.7 .j.._0;.j.-,,;'~I-~'I _ 
~ IU.ltOU·VOlf· 

........ 0\10· ... ° 
ADu.-d-. .............. lOtI! 100 .. _ ... *- 1(8 100 _ .. .. 

Nl!'t~_._ •.• _ .. __ .. " 0 ., I 1 I 1 J J 18 
H"'lIM»lD& ••. --.• --_ ..•.•• I--.: .. =-!-_.::...jc...:: .... =-!.....; • .::...j..__=_.+_.cc..lf--' .. ::..!.....;.-'-I_-= .. .:...I __ .=-!_:: • 

... .• __ .• ..••.. IJ • .. U 10 .. 11 11 IS 14 .. 
1m.. . .•.. _......... II II a • S1 • ., • 11 II • 
1.t'tlO-". _. ... .. I. 21 21 '1 • II III J1 __ IS 1:1 
1.~1.WI.... .... ..... • 11 11 .. it sa )I 12 II 1J .. 
1.lnll._ .. _._~. __ ._ I I , 11 14 • 11 1 II I 18 
l.OUDoto __ ....... ..••• I 1 .. • 10 • I J I I- .. 

.... __ .. _ .... -..-..._TJIIo. 
.'amilitlll 01 type 3 with Lwo children und.... 16 tendtd Iio have 

higher iuoomea !.han did th.- of type :.I wi!.h ODe child of this age, 
Aa a filllO<'<)U6Il"" the average siae of familiea of the combined group, 
'-VJltW :.I and 3, ...... greater at the upper end 01 the inrome arale than 
al Ule lower--3.71 penona rompared with 3.':.1 in North Dakot.a 
(&able 98). In the oUler OOUlbined t~r:: groupe. relationship be&weea 
av(\~ ... '"mily alae and iru.-otne w.. clearly defined. 
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Ave~e per capita income of the husband-wife families was three , 
or four times as great as was that of the large families classed as types . 
8 and 9 in the same farming section, as is ehown below: 

Family-type group: 1 _____________________ . __________ • $321 
2 and 3 ____________________________ 231 
tand 6 _____ • ______________________ 190 
6 and 7 ____________________________ III 
S and 9____________________________ 72 

Sources of Income 

$474 
271 
252 
159 
139 

Soull;. DoW".. 
M(1fI!411s· 
Colf:rtrdli 

$487 
301 
340 
197 
146 

The three components of family income-money income from fann
ing (adjusted for changes in velue of livestock owned and of crops 
stored for sale), nonmoney income from farm products used for family 
living, and income from sources other than the operated fann
differed in average amount from one family-type group to another. 
This difference was related, in part, to differences among the types 
with respect to general income level. Thus, in North Dakota where 
the· median income of type-I families was $650 compared with $780 
for types 4 and 5 combined, average amounts of income received by 
the former family-type group from the three sources were lower than 
averages for the latter: Adjusted money income from farming, $198 
and $252; nonmoney income used for family living, $410 and $522; 
nonfarm money income, $34 and $79 (table 51). 

Differences among family-type groups in the relative importance 
of each of these three components of family income were in part a con
sequence of income distribution but were also ralated to the value of 
home-produced food used by families of different size. In North 
Dakota, the value of fann-furnished housing, food, and other products 
was a smaller proportion of total income of families of type I (husband 
and wife only) than of families of types 4 and 5 (averaging 4.48 persons 
in size) at similaJ: income levels. 

In the large families of 9'iles 6 and 7 in North Dakota, nonmoney 
farm income for family living was an even larger proportion of aggre
pte income than among families of types 4 and 5 with comJ;larable 
mcomes. Types 2 and 3 derived a smaller proportion of total mcome 
from fann-furnished goods than did the other type groups, except 
type 1, at the same income level. 
- Money earnings and other nonfann income were less than 10 percent 

of the ~ate income of each family-type group in North Dakota. 
Opportumties for earning were few in this farm section; hence it is not 
surprising that relationships between amounts received from employ
ment off the operated fann and family composition were less clear
Clut than in California. 

In Kansas and in the South Dakota-Montana-Colorado section the 
family-type groups showed differences with respect to the sources of 
income that resembled those noted in North Dakot&. Nonmoney 
income 'provided by the farm for family living tended to be a smalliir 
proportion of ~ate income of type-1 families than of the other 
type groups at sunila.r levels; conversilly, adjusted money income from 
fanning tended to be a larger proportion of income of the type-l 
families (table 90). 
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TABLB 61.-aOl1RCH OJ" 7AMJLY INOO .. 8: AtJlNgt'l amount end 1J8f'Uftlag, I of 
to/al Jamilll 'nc",.. do ..... d JNmI OfJOCi/ied .......,.., btl Jamilr '111" and ."" ..... , 
N",,4 Dakota Jarm ,oc:tion,' 19&6-811 

(Wblt.tl llOnre.ller lamm. thai ilU!lu4l. huaband ad w'", boUl natl~l 

I----,---~----I NetmoMY 
YamDy UPland Inoomt dUll Paml· Tot&] famlly Moner and lnoome from 

(dollanJ n. mCOl'U cbonp In F&I"In..fnr.. DOnfarm 
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.01 M' 100 
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Husbands' contributions were a larger share of aggregate nonfarm 
earnings of the type-l famili ... and of types 2 and 3 combined, than 
of types 4 and 5, and 8 and 9, in which·older sons and daughters had 
sizable earnings. Thus, in North Dakota, husbands contributed 
81 percent of the nonfarm earnings of type-l families, 80 percent of 
those of types 2 and 3, and 46 percent of those of types 8 and 9 
(table 52). 

However, the average amounts earned by husbands in type-l 
families who were emploved in nonfarm enterprises &ended to be lOwer 
than average earnings of husbands in other type groups. Age (the 
larger proportion of husbands in type-l famili ... who were 60 or older) 
and family composition (the absenee of older sons and daughtels to 
share responsibility for fann work while the husband earned off the 
farm) may have been factom in this situation. 

[Wld&e !IGIZftIieI' fII1Id5e:s Ibst fDCIade a.b:asbmd aad ... bath DaIfft.bom) -- A ...... -. PatEDbije& cI-rarm .......", "'"'- e.Di:rpderiwdtrom~ ...... - -' scam and family tnM No.. 
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Money Income from Sovrces Other Than &:Imings 

Money receipts from investments, pensions, and gifts were 10 pereent 
of the aggregate income of type-l families in Kansas, a larger pro
portion than for the other type groups. Had such income been 
divided equally among all families of type 1, each would have received 
$99. Average income from these sources was $53 per family, or 5 
percent of aggregate income for types 4 and 5; $46, or 5 percent for 
types 6 and 7. For types 2 and 3, and 8 and 9 average returns were 
smaller; $21, or 2 pereent of totsl moome for the former type groups; 
$30, or 3 percent, for the latter. The high average for the type-l 
grou.p is a1fected by the la.rge receipts of a few families. The data 
are madequate for comparisons of the type groups by income level 
(table 53). 

In North Dakota, income of this sort averaged $21 or less per 
family for esch type group. In the South Dakots-MontsnA-Colorado 
section, average receipts of the type groups were $53 or less per family. 
Families of types 4 and 5 had higher average receipts than did those of 
any other type group. 

Food, Housing, Fuel, and Other Products Fumished the Family by 
the Farm (Eligible, Nonrelief Families) 

Total Nonmone}' Income for Family livin, 

When crops fail, nonmoney income in the form of farm-furnished 
food, housing, fuel, and other products becomes even more important 
to family well-being than in years of normal production. Such non
money contributions of the farm to family living for the period studied 
ranged in value from an average of $442 in the cattle section to $503 
in North Dakota (table 89). Food accounted for two-tbirds or more 
of the totsl value in esch section, as is shown by the following tabu
lation: 

FarlD-'furnished goods: N_ no_ 
AJI. ____ • __ •••••• _. ___ •••••••• $503 

Food. ___ ._ ••• _____ •• ____ ._ 364 
liousing. •••••• __ •••• ______ 121 
Fuel, ice, other. __ ._ •• ____ ._ 18 

Nonmoney income from the farm used for family living' offset net 
losses from the farm enterprise for the grou!? of families WIth incomes 
below $500 in the three sections. As family income increased, the 
value of such nonmoney income rose also but became a smaller 
proportion of totsl income. (For a discussion of the relationship 
between the various components of family income, see Sources of 
Income, p. 96, a.nd table 39.) 

Food Furnished the Family by the Farm 

In_anal (ompa,isons 

The average value of farm·furnished food used by farm families 
was $364 in North Dakota, $318 in the cattle section, and $308 in 
Kausas. This higher value in North Dakota was a consequence of the 
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use of greater quantities of the more expensive foods; boo the prices 
used in this section for determining the value of products been applied 
in the two other sections the average values would have been even 
lower, $304 and $245, respectively.-

Milk, cream, eggs, pork, and other meat produced at home were 
used in !a~er quantity by the North Dakota families thl\Jl by thoee in 
the two other sections. Kansa.s fllJlJilies ranked fitst. however. in 
quantities of poultry used and thoee of South Dakota, Montana. and 
Colore.do ranked first in the value of fruits and vegetables other thar 
potatoes furnished by the farm (table 54). 

TABt.1I 54.-P'ARM-:J'U"RNtSRED rooD~ p.,.centaqtJ oJ /amiliu having, CUJsrGg4 quan-
tity, and a ... ,.,. mlue of 'ood ho ..... l"oduc:ed lor lamilrl ..... ' bt/1rIl'. 01 prod..." 
Pial ... and Mou"""" larm .m ...... 19S5-S8 

IWhite nooreltof familiGl that iuclude a husbud and wll&. both native-born] 

, 
Kamas Sooth Dakota-MOD-Norc.b DBjl:ota tana-Colomdo 

Fnml· F'fI,ml· Fnml· 
Typo of product U .. A .... JIM ... - U", ....... b'lvtng ........ havinG Avt'f· bavlng ........ 

Iann· - ." !ann· ... ... 'arm· ... ... 
!U<. QU!1Q' ...... fur- ...... value I .u .... QuaD- nl:.lo' 

nl"hl'd m, .... '" "" n"'''' tlty 

.ood 'ood rood 
._-----------------------~ --

Pwm'" -. /'!eT(tnt n.uaN 
_. -,\.nr rOOtl .•. ... .. -. _.- ... - 'OIl --_ ... ... 'OIl . ... -... 30S • 00 -----_. ... --------hUlk .. _. _ ....... - .00 ' '"" " .. .... M .. · "'" 6. 

('1'1'ftlQ .••• .... '- .. .. 1122 ,., ., • II< ,. .. '7& .. 
F.~ .. ......... __ .. .. .... ,. os t liS '" .. • u., .. 
P<luIUy~:~_ .. __ .. 00 . " " .. ." .. ... '54 .. 
"OI'IL .••. ___ . ___ . _____ 0. .. 4492 .. .. 

• 327 •• .. .... .. 
Other mflllL. _______ .. _. .. f ~lll ., .. • ,II! •• M · "" .. 
p()tt\t.\X'e \II ... II .. •• s " '3) 11 Otht\f ¥~~-t8l;1~~~:::=:: .. ........ so 47 -.-.-.-- ,. , . -....... .. 
Frutt! .•••. _ •..• ___ ••• _. .7 ._-_ .... 2 • -.----.- (0) 27 ... _.- ., 1 
Othot·.~_. -...... .... .. ------ .. s M - •• 0 __ -. (0) ." _._._--- • 

The value of farm-furnished food increased as income rose, ranging 
from I\Jl n varage of $314 for North Dakota fllJlJilies below the $500-
income line to $492 for those at the level $3.000 or more. For Kansas 
families in these two income classes, average values of food from the 
farm increased from $245 to $443.i. for families in the cattle section. 
from $221 to $445 (table 55). This increase reflected the use of 
largor quantities of a number of fooda rather the.n of only one or two. 
For example. North Dakota families at the lower end of the income 
scale used an average of 275 ga.llons of milk; those at the upper end, 
393 gallons. Similarly, the quantities of cream. eggs, poul~, pork. 
other meat. and potatoes used by the more well-to-ao families were 

I Prkretc u!ll'd 10 'htl enluatl6n or many rood producU ftmllshed. the- ramu, by the fum wen b~bor III 
MpQ\an&Uuw hi UUI au. tour StarftJltUdhd In the 1'\\Ilioa(&able 111). BOW'e~,.lnce Moutanaprovlded 
only on.-t{'toth of the MnteUel tebedw. .obtained tn thCI ~Ide _llOD, UleI8 hllllU' I)Z"iee;i d.td Dot. 
CN'At.lyaltt'C{ the I'IgUl'efcJrue~ .-.lu.(t{bonlf'o-produN't! rood tottbe~ u.wbOle. 'tb6e 'II'1!n!:DG 
lU{lb marked dln.>l'\"DCN to avt\np 1'1Ilno 01 (arm-turnisMod food amODe ..etiODS" orrtm1ld I.D "&.be Paaik 
..... 100. &w;! po. 'IV for adbtuadoo of prooadurea UIrd lDdt'lmninUlc valueoflBfm.tunllsbed rood. 
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from one-third greater to more than double those used by the low
income group (table 94). 

At comparable income levels the North Dakota families tended to 
use larger quantities of food from the farm than families in the two 
other sections and thus to have higher nonmoney income from this 
source. Doubtless the larger average size of families in the North 
Dakota section was a factor in their greater food consumption. 

Size 01 Ho ... hold and Value 01 Fa .... FurnisJ..d Food 

The larger average size of households of families in the higher-income 
classes was undoube~ one of the reasons why the value of home
produced food incr as income rose. However, this was not the 
only factor, as evidenced by the comparative increases in size of 
family and value of food consumed. For example, in the Kansas 
section the average number of household members in families in the 
$0-$499 income class was 4.04; in the highest income class $3,000 or 
over, 5.37. This was an increase of 33 'percent in size of household 
as compared with an increase of 81 percent in value of farm-furnished 
food used by the households of families at these two income extremes 
(table 55). 

TABLE S5.-FARIl-ruBNlSBBD rooD AND SIZE 0"1 HOUSEHOLD! Aeerage"u of 
"""'ehold, """'090 ",,!ue of far.,..furni8Md food, and perunmg. of lola! family 
income derived from JaTm-fu~hed food, by inoome. Plaim and Mountain farm 
.ectiom, 1936-!J8 

[Wh1te oonrellef ramIlles that Include a hasband. and wile. both native-borD] 

North Dakota Xan ... South Dskote-MontaDa-
00"",",. 

Farm·fUflo J'arm.far- l'ann.fur. 
FamiJy·IDOODlC class. .. -. -, .... ...... Qishedlood "V"" ni<l;hedfood 

(dollars:) - age ag. ""'. per- 0«-..... ..... .... ..... IO". Por-

..!':.. ....... ..... ..!':.. A .... ...t- oe< A ... • .. ... .... oif:. .... 
of~. ho ..... ...- oM:. hold' value hold' ..... hold ' val". ...... oomo.t oome' 

N.m- l)nJ,. h· - l)nJ,. ]><T. N .... Dot- ..... 
"" - .,., 

"" .... ,,," "" .. .. ..... 
Allinoome classes .• ____ . ____ u • ... .. H. 308 31 .. .. 31S z; 

Net losseI._. ____ • _______ .... "'" (') U. 333 (.) •. II! 'T;! (.) 
Net mcollu!B ____________ .... ... .. .... ... :IS .. .. 31 • .. 

()-.4tID ______ ••• _______ '.81 at. 'OS .... "45 ,. .,. :m .. -_ ............ ~OS "" .. .... lIS( .. .... 21' M I,fXIO-l,4D9 __________ ~,. aN .. . ... 331 ,. .." "'" ,. 
1.300-1,M __________ 5.1.4 ... Z1 4.41 322 ,. .. ,. ,.. .. 
2,000-2,W9. _ •• ______ ~ .. 51. 22 .. ,. ... 16 .... 400 11 
3.000 or OV6f'. _____ .• _ 

~'" ... II '.37 .,. II ~ .. .,. 10 

I Year-equlvalent pel'lOtll. Includes In addition to famDy members tbe followlng! Roomers and/or 
boarders. tI&kt balp for household or farm (lffurnisbed both ll'P"iDJ' qulr1eG aDdfooc1).1ourists aud traDs1eDtt. 
and overnlght gueats. 800 OIOiBUY. Year~uivaloDt: Peroon. 

• A veragf!8 are basild on tile number ot f&mUles In -each class (table S9)_ 
.. Percentages are bMcd on tM I\v«ag(!: total family Inoome in each clasa (table 39). 
f PercontagOl not computed wh6n base 11 negative. 

A more precise measure of the relative value of home-produced food 
consumed at different income levels is provided by the computation 
of average value per meal per food-expenditure unit. This takes into 
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account the age and activity of household members and, in addition~ 
meals furnished to farm or household help who were not members of 
the household. (See footnote 26, p. 81, and Glossary, Food-Expendi
ture Unit, for method of computation.) Theee figures indicate clearly 
that value of home-produced food per family member was greater 
among the well-f.o.do than among the low-inoome groups (table 93). 

The food-expenditure unit also provides & more precJS8 method of 
comparing value of farm-furnished food in relation to family size in 
the three sections. Thus in North Dakota, the average value of such 
food per meal per food-expenditure unit was $0.0628, slightly lower 
than the averages for the two other aections, which were $0.0638 in 
Kansas and $0.0640 in the cattle sectiOn. The use of the North 
Dakote prices would have lowered the values in the two other sections 
slightly. Hence. an individual in a North Dakota farm faInily may 
have {ared 88 well or a little better with respect to home-produced 
food than a farm family member in Kansas or in the renge-cattle 
counties despite the larger families in the former section. 

F"",,·Fumishecl Food Used by families of Each T_Group 

The use of home-produced food by families in the various type 
groups followed patterns similar to those noted in the Pacific region. 
At comparable income leve1e qua.ntities used by households of large 
families tended to exceed those used bv the small families. At most 
income leve1e in which there were sufficient cases to compare averages. 
amounts used by families of types 6 and 7 were considerably greeter 
than amounts used by the hUsband-wife families of type 1. In the 
cattle section, families of types 6 and 7 used more potatoes tha.n those 
of type 1 at all but ODe income level and more pork and eggs at all 
except two 1eve1e; among families classified in the three income 
intervals below $1,500, they used more than twiCe as much Inilk 88 
the type-l families (table 94). 

Fanillies of types 2 and 3 a.nd types .. and 5 tended to be in an 
intermediate poeition between the small type-l families and the 
larger families of types 6 and 7. Average quantities of home-produced 
food used by types .. and 5 usually were greater tha.n those used by 
f!'Jnilies of types 2 a.nd 3. which were somewhat smeller in average -. Although large families used pater total amounts of home-pro-
duced food. the email families used more per person. Ranked by 
average value of farm-furnished food per food-expenditure unit, the 
four familv-type groups appear in an order which is the reverse of 
that note<! With respect to total quantities per familv. That is, 
type-1 families ranked highest at most income levels; then types 2 
and 3, types .. and 5, and types 6 and 7, in the order named. The 
inerease in qua.ntities of farm-furnished food used as families grew 
larger ...... not 80 great as was the inaease in number of persons to 
be fed (table 93). 

farm-fumi>hed Housing 

Tha estimated value of a vear's oooupancy of the farm dwelling 
made a substantial contribution to family income. Estimates were 
basNl upon rep\aceme-nt value, age of dwelling, and ..... te of d .. precia-
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.tion. (For procedures followed see Glossary, Income, Fa.rm Family: 
Occupancy of Fa.rm Dwelling.) . 

Housing values reported by families in Kansns nnd North Dakota 
were higher than those reported by families in the range-cattle section 
at comp!lIable income levels. Thus in the income class $500-$999, 
the average value of the housing of families in the three sections was 
$128, $112, and $67, respectively. When oll income classes were 
combined, the three sections ranked in the same order (table 56). 

The 9uolity of housing in Kansas and North Dakota was superior 
to that m the cattle section, according to data from the study of family 
consumption. The average number of rooms was greater and allll"gl'J> 
proportion of the families 10 had centro.! heating, electricity, and 
modem sanitary facilities in their dwellings, as is shown below: 

KfJfUfU IJ1'Id' Soulli ~ 
)t",u. D4J:ota Motttofttl-

crmWfnad CrJt",1Ido 
Item: _> (pnuo" 

Kitchen sink with drain __ •••• __________ 49 34 
Running water ________________________ 26 21 
Indoor flush toilet _____________________ HI 8 
Electricity ____________________________ 20 13 
Central furnace ______________________ • 21 7 
Averagenumberofroomsinlivingquarters.. 6.27 5.06 

The more well-to-do families occupied better homes than those 
with low income, as would be expected. Average value of housing 
of North Dakota families with incomes of $3,000 or more was $200; 
of those with incomes 'below $500, $94. At similar income levels, 
averages for families in the Kansas section were $227 and $117; in the 
cattle section, $169 and $66. 

FBDIilies of type 1 and of types 4 and 5 tended to vie with each other 
for first or second rank when family-type groups at the same income 
level in the cattle· section were compared with respect to average 
value of housing. These groups include a l!ll"g!'r proportion of older 
fBDIilies than do types 2 and 3 or types 6 and 7, and hence probably a 
larger proportion of owners. It will be recalled that values of dwellings 
tended to be greater on owned than on rented farms. A similar 
tendency, though less consistent, was noted in ranking of family-type 
groups in North Dakota. In Kansas types 4 and 5 ranked above -the 
others at income levels below $2,000 (table 56). 

Farm-Furnished F .... I and Other Producls 

Fuel, wool, and other nonfood products provided by the f!lIm 
were of greater value to f8.lDilies in the range-cattle section than to 
those in the two sections farther east. The use of these products in
creased slightly from low- to high-income levels. Relatively few 
fBDIilies in KansllS reported their use. Approximately one-half of the 
North Dakota group had some income from this source, compared 
with a little more than two-thirds of those in the South Dakota
Montana-Colorado section (table 57). 
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TAB'" 56.-7.t.RM'-7t1'RNIBBD HOUSING: Aoer~ .,Glue of occupancy 0/ family 
dweUing,· btl j4mily trIP. and income. Ploim and Mountain farm uctiOfU, 
19S1i-86 

""hlte nonreHertamillal that ludade. husband and wife, both natlvo4Jom} 

P'amU,·Jnoom& eta. ~ 1 ='1 =11 =:1 r:;:l An I Fam''''1 -II Yamll" Famll, 
(dollnrs) andS and a and 1 types lype 1 t=a t::::64 

1.=7& 

NORTH DAKOTA KANSAS 

~n lnoome elIao!. _ •• "$Ull .". SUI ,,,. 1110 Iltl 1128 $142 ,.03 $136 
= = . 

Not IC*IOI __ ••• 4 •• m • 00 100 .. 11. m .. .. ... .2. 
Nel1Doomet •• _ •. .28 .20 1" '''' lIt '48 130 1 .. U" 137 

0-490._. ______ .. .. '17 .. .0< 117 .. .Of 1M , .. 
100-9lI0 •. "_H 11. II. ,0< '21 .00 '28 ... 128 , .. '0' 1,000-1,499. ___ 14. 'M , .. 1&7 .36 167 ••• 128 182 131 
1.~1.00(L __ '40 ... ..t II. ... .... 137 1m '08 " . 2.~2,WD. __ • ... .. "" ... '61 ... ••• ... .. . .21 
8.000 or 0\'01_. "" -----.. " .,. ... a .. "" ... ._------ 114 26' 

SOUTH DAKOTA-MONTANA--COLORADO 

Fumlly YamlIY - Famll7 
All\nlOl 'Jl)O • 

.",...2 &"1)9' types. _. _. _. 
AU ___ .................................. . .. .. 7. ... 7< 

• •• '" n .OS 113 .. .. 7. '02 ,. Net l~_ .. _ •. _ ._. _______ .... ________ . _____ .•.• 
Nat tDoomeI...~~ .•••• w ___ .w_ •• _.w ___ ww _________ ._ 

-G-4DO. ___ • _______ •• _ • ______________ • _____ • _._ .. 52 •• .. 71 fIIlfl-WD _ 0 _______ • _. ______________________ •••• 111 .. .. ,. os 
l,~I."IKL ______ . ______________ . _______ . ___ _ 

D7 , .. •• '00 75 
l,~t.099 _________ . ____________________ . ___ _ .. , .. .. .. 70 1,(WI)-2.M. ______ .• ______________________ •• 0_ 

'26 17" ,ao !l' .. 3.000 or OYIf _____________________________ • __ _ , .. "'" .. li7 14. 

I AYOm" at(! bu.4 GIl the Dumber or fftmlll. tn eaeb oIaa All flmU1et fi'enlal: ad ownen) bnd .. 1 
DotUI1OD81lnoomo Irom houa1q. See GlOllU'7.lntlome. :ranD. hmllr. Ocetljlal1aT of Farm Dwelling. 

TADLII 61.-J'ARII-J'UBNlSBJm J'11SL, lew, AND OTBBB PllODUCT8! percentaqe D/ 
familiae AaPi", !arm-!urnwMd Ju~l, iee:! or ~"er prod"". and atJmIge value 
r#pM1od I by ;_ Pia, ... and Mou_ f- _10m, 198_ 

IWhlte noDf'llllof blUes that tno!ud&. hWlbaDd ud wlf .. both tlaUve-bGml 
. 

NorchDUoia a: ..... Scmtb DlIokota-
Montaaa-Cakorado 

F.mlly-ID ..... elMo (<IoIlort) FRmDtes Famlll .. .....0 ... ....... ..- having .,.,·ru ... " ...... ......... A ....... mm· .... A ...... 
_04 ..... ...... ...,. nlshed ...". 

nonfood lIOn .... aonlood _ .... -- --- - - ""'u" - --IJI __ .... 
_ .. _-- -.--.-.----_. ., .. ,. • .. .. 

Net ~ .. ____ • _____ •• _ ..• __ • ______ •• .. .. 12 • .. .. 'Net loO)Dttll ________________ • _______ ._ 
b IS .. • .. .. ---0-411. ________ ._. _. _____ • ____ ~_._ 
11 U III • .. Z7 1IJI)-iOI ••• _______ •••• 00. _______ ••• _ 50 .. to • .. 13 l,tXlI).-l.4ot. _ ... _______ • _________ •. .. .. .8 • .. <II l,!\IlI)o. t.m. ___ .. __ .. ___ . __ ._ •. __ . 8> .. 7 • OJ "" 1.(loa-2,IKIO. __ • _., .••• ____ • ____ • _ .• .. 27 10 • .. .. a.CIOG«oOver'. __ • ___ • ___ .0_. ___ • __ . .. 01 .. II 77 .. 

l hehJd. DmlIOod ~ _lib .. tobaeeo. fIlttaa. ...... ratben.. .&~ aDd JIII!!l"CID1aps an 
~ .. U. uumbtot of r:.mm. to ..... (table 18). 

851 ID .. 
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Appendix A. Condensed Table Tilles and Legends for Figures 

Text Tables, Pacific: Farms 

"ABH SJICl'IOJl'8 STUDIED 
Tabla: No. Pap 

1. Type of farm_________________________________________________ 12 
2. Tenure, size, and value of operated farms________________________ 13 3. Size of farm__________________________________________________ 15 

:J'AIOLT meoKS 

4. Family income: Number of families and percentage distribution_ ___ 21 
5. Sources of family income_______________________________________ 25 
6. Net family and net f&nll income________________________________ 30 
7. Nonfarm money ineome ___ .. ___________________________________ 35 
8. Nonfarm money earnings______________________________________ 37 
9. Family members having nonfarm money earnings_________________ 38 

10. ,Earners by emount of earnings and weeks of employment: * • • 
Oregon farm BeetloD_________________________________________ 40 

11. Nonfarm earners and their earnings, by occupation________________ 41 
12. Nonfarm money ineome other than earninI!B-_____________________ 44 

DB8C1lIP1'ION' 01' w.uu:LD!18 AND 01' THEm JlOUSBHOLDS 

13. Size of family_________________________________________________ 46 
14. Age of husbands aDd of wives__________________________________ 47 '15. Families with members under 16________________________________ 48 
16. Family type: '* '* • distribution, and average size of relief and nonrelief families_____ _____________________ __________________ 57 

11. Age of husbands and of wiv ... : * • * by family type, Oregon and southern California farm sections______________________________ 52 
18. Houeehnld members___________________________________________ 66 

INCOIOI AND I'AIIILY COIlPOSITlON 

19. Age of husbands: * • • byincotne_________________________ 68 
20. Age of husbands in relation to tenure and size of farm: * * * Oregon farm seetlnn..___________ ____________________________ _ _______ 59 

21. Family type and income: * • • Oregon farm seetio"-__________ 61 
22. Family income by age of husbaDd aDd family type________________ 62 
23. Average size of family by type and inoome_______________________ 64 
24. Sour .... of family income: * * • by family type and income, 

Oregon farm zerlioD_________________________________________ 66 
26. Family earners and earnings from nonfarm sources________________ 69 
26. Income: Qu&rtilee_______________ ___ ______________ ______ _____ __ 71 
27. Family type and income: • • • Washington and southern Cali-fomia farm sectiona:_ ___________________________ __ __ ___ __ ____ 13 
26. Sources of family income: * • * by family type and income, Pacifio farm ... oon_________________________________________ 15 
29. Nonfarm money income other than earninI!B-_____________________ 16 

.00.0, HOUSING, :J'UBLt AND OTOB. PBODt1CT8 :J'UBNISHBD TH& .AllILY BY 
'r1lZ :rA.BII. 

30. Farm.-furniflhed food.. .. _________ ___ ________________ __________ _ __ 78 
31. Farm"umished food and size of household_______________________ 80 
32. Value of farm-furoished food per meal___________________________ 82 
33. Farm-furnished housing________________________________________ 83-
34. Farm-furnished fuel and other nonfood products__________________ 84 

126 
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T.xt Tables, Plains and Mountain F_ 
J'ABJ( 8I1CTI0N8 8TUJ)IaJ) 

Tablt No. P.-
35. Type 01 farm_________________________________________________ 91 
36. Tenure. size, and value of operated fanna .. _______________________ 92 
37. Slae 01 farm__________________________________________________ 93 

J'AJ(lLY INCOMB 

88. Family income: Number 01 families and percentage dlstribution____ 95 
39. Sour ... of family inaome_______________________________________ 97 
40. Nonfarm money iocome_______________________________________ 99 
41. Family memben having nonfarm money earninga.________________ 101 
42. Nonfarm earners 8lld their earnings. by oecupatiou________________ 102 
43. Nonfarm m"ney ineome "ther than esrninp_______ _______________ 103 

DB8CIUPTlOH' OP PAItILtlD8 AND OJ' flDIlB BOUBlDBOLDS 
44. Sile "f family ________________________________________________ _ 
45. Aile of husbands and of wives _________________________________ _ 

46. Fa:~~~!f;~;ies~ __ : __ ~~~~:~_~~_~v::~_~_~_~~_~~~ 
47. Age of hu.bands and of wiv .. : * * • by family typ"----------48. Household members.. _________________________________________ _ 

INCOM. AND J'AIIILT COIlPOSITION 
49. Income: Quartil .. ____________________________________________ _ 

50. Family type and income: * • • distribution by income ________ _ 
51. Sources of family income: * • • by f&mily type and income. North Dakota farm aectioD __________________________________ _ 
52 Family earners and earnings from nonfarm aource& _______________ _ 
'03. Nonfarm money income other than earninp _____________________ _ 

roOD, 1I0USUfO, .trBt., AND OTBBR PRODUCTS I'UBNISBD THE PAlI1LT 
BTTB •• AJUI 

105 
105 

106 
110 
111 

114 
11S 

117 
118 
119 

54. Farm-furnished food______ _ _ ___________ _____ __ __ __ ________ _____ 121 
55. Farm-furnished food and ... 01 hoU!ehold_______________________ 122 
06. Farm-furnished housing___________ ______ ____ __ ___ _ _____ _____ ___ 125 
67. Farm-lumiahed fuel, ice, and other produeta.._____________________ 125 

Appendix B Tabla, PaciBc Farms 
68. Sise of family and income 01 farm famili .. in 33 &Dalysia units in 20 St.tos_____________________________________________________ 129 
59~ Tenure. 8iz~ and value of operated farms________________________ 130 
60. Family income or 1088el- from farm. ud nonfarm aoul'eee___________ 133 
61. Family Income or 1_ from f .... m and nonfarm 10urcea, by net farm inoome....______ _ _______ ____ _________ ____________________ 136 
62. Gross and net farm inaome_____________________________________ 1311 63. Sou""",01 nonfarm money earninp_____________________________ 142 
t\4. Nonfarm earners and theirearninp_____________________________ 148 
66. Nonfarm money ineome other than eaminp______________________ 150 
66. Change In value of cropoatored and Iivestock_____________________ 152 
67. Sha.erent___________________________________________________ 153 
1\8. Net Ineome and Det I ....... from farming_________________________ 154 
69. Farm operating expenditures___________________________________ 155 
70. Nonmoney income from farm-furnished goods____________________ 159 
11. Average quantiti .. 01 f_-lurnished food________________________ 160 
72. Family type: • • .. d.i8tribu1.ion~ and average aize of families__ _ 161 
73. Family membenl 16 or older_________ ___ _ __ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ ___ _ 162 
74. ComposiUon of f&mill ... of each type __________________ . _ ____ ___ _ 162 
75. Family income and family type_________________________________ 1&4 
76. Membenl of household not in eeonomic family____________________ 166 
17. Age of huobands and '" wiV08__________________________________ 169 
18. A&e of husbands by ten ..... &Ild by'" 01 Cann___________________ 176 
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Table No. 
Appendix B Tables, Plains and Mountain Fa ..... 

'19. Net 1_: Pacific and Plains and Mountain farm sectiODB ________ _ 
80. Net family and net fann income _______________________________ _ 
81. Tecure, size, and value of operated farms _______________________ _ 
82.. Family income or losses from farm. and nonfarm aoureea __________ _ 
83. Family income or loss .. from farm and nonfarm so_ by net 

farm income .. _____ .. ________________________ .. ____________ .. __ _ 
84. Gross and net farm income ____________________________________ _ 
85. Sourcez of noufarm money earnings ____________________________ _ 
86. Nonfarm earnem and their earniDgs ____________________________ _ 
87. Net income and net losses from farming ________________________ _ 
88. Nonfarm money income other than earnings _______________ .. -.. ____ _ 
-89. Nonmoney income from farm-furnished goods ___________________ _ 
90. Sources of family income: * • • by family type and inco.me, 

Plains and Mountain farm sections __________________________ _ 
91. Nonfarm money earnings _____________________________________ _ 
92. Farm operating expenditures __________________________________ _ 
93. Value of farm-furnished food _ meal __________________________ _ 
94. Average quantities of farm-furnished foo<l.. ______________________ _ 
95. Change in value uf crops stored and Jiveztock.. ___________________ _ 96. Sharerent __________________________________________________ _ 

97. Family type: -* • .. distn1rutfon. and average size of families __ 
98. Average size of family by type and income ______________________ _ 
99. Family membero 16 or older ___________________________________ _ 

100. Composition uf families of each type ___________________________ _ 
101. Family income and family type.. _____________________________ • __ 
102. Members of household Dot in economic la.mily ___________________ _ 
103. Age of hushands and of wives __________________ • ____ • _________ _ 
104. Age of husbands by tenure and by size of farm __________________ _ 

Appendix C Tobles 
105. ConzumptioD sample __________________________________ • ______ _ 
106. Cities and villages .tudied • .. .. by groups used in analysis uf 

iD~edata_ ______________________________________________ _ 

107. Farm counties studied .. .. .. chief type of farming _________ .. _ 
108. Number of cities, villages, and fann counties ztudied by uufls for 

analysis of income and consumption sample d&tL. ______________ _ 
109 Summary of collection: .. .. .. schedules tabul&ted ___________ _ 
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Appendix B. Tables 
All money averagee have been rounded to the n ......... t do\lar. In tables giving 

the hTeak...<fown of a total, it b.u been necessary in some C88eB to raise or lower one 
of the rounded components by II. in order to he"e the sum of the various items 
comprising the total agree with the lota.i. In 8 few C&se8t therefore, diaerepancies 
of $1 may OCCUl' between averlll!eB lIB given on dilIerent tables. 
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TABLE 59.-'l"SI!ftJBJ!I, 8IZ., AND VALUlI OP OP.UTBl) J'ARMS: Number oj owning and "enting /amiliu, average number oj acres in. operaterJ ...... 
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State, nllel Its.tWl, and tamO,·lnoome Fam!- Ownen l ola88 (dol1an:) " .. Ownln, lLenting All Renters' Fa...,. FBrnLI FBrnLI Farms all or All All 
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TAlU& &9.-TBNURII, 81lB, AND VALUS 01" OPJIIl\ATBJ> PAnKS: Number oj owning and ranting IlJmili~, overo,4 ftumb"" of acre.s in op.raud 
Jarma, and a ..... g • .. I ... oj Jarm land and building., bU relieJ .la/ue and in .. ".., PacijiG Jarm .. ctionl, 19S6--86-Continued 

IWbite f.mlU .. that lnolude a hUl'be.n4 p4 tri&, bolb u..U ..... bornJ 

hm1Utt- A vwap a_lo tarDll opomted. by '- A vamle' vahlO of tnrm land I 
an4 buJldl1ll8 l 

A vorap' va.lue I)f !{t.mlly 
dwelUna: 
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TABUI 6O.-I'Aun.y INCOM. o.a t.o881118 no .. I'AaM AlfI) lfONPABK BotmdllS: NumlHw of /amilu. ,lUi"", nit ~ tiM Mnma1Utf incom. 
or 14ua from farm and 'rom tlM'Ilarm aour"" and fJNflJfe Gmount ,mel pltcmtag, O/'neomI deriped from .pu;iJied .our",,' by income and 
~y lamily t!/Pf. P~ji.e la'", .~. 1986-38 ~'"l 

[WbIto ....".u.f _"" ,bat b>clade. b .. band .. d .dle. both lIIII ... borD) 

>II 
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TABLB 6O.-F.\IIILY tNCOMR OR LOSS!J8 nOM J"ARM AND NONPARH 80UBOIIIS: Numb~,. ollamiliea receitJing tNt mOMY and nonmon(ty incom. ~ 
or loaBu jromf(JTtn and from nonfarm, 'ourCQ, and (jf}$rag' amolUll 11M perC6ntags 0/ income derived from .pecifled ,aurcu,. by income find ,,-
by,.milv typ', Paoijio '.r1/l ."" ..... , 1986-S8-Continued . 

(WhIte non .. n,r .... 11100 tha'lnclud, • huahand and wll'D. both natlve·bom) ~ 

PamW. bavlns- A vera.., {Doom. or l~ I Pcroontuge distribution ora"era,' 
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U .. n,' mone, net monoy .,' money money typo family Income money Non· Incomo moner Non- 10&808 tncome All Non- of JO$S&j All Non~ income 

Income l Farm rarm Cram losses • Farm rarm trom 
orl~ SOUl ... Farm ram (rom 00.,... Farm rarm nom 

"""'" tum' ,.,,'''''' rarm· .,,"',.. tUtUl l IOuroe. farm I 
(II (') (3) (I) (0) (8) (7) (8) -('~ (10) (11) (I') (13) (11) (10) (16) (11) (18) (10) 

OB.OON Numbu Numblt Nnmru, Numlm Num6., NumOtr Numb« Numb" Numbn DoUo" Dolla" Dol14u Doll",. DollGn Pfr(lmt P"efml Pfr~ Pucllnt 
.1.11 tYPM •••• ~ •• ~~~~~.n. ....h!!!. -1J!L 1.418 ~ ~ 116 3<lS 6 .. 1,430 8113 "" 840 677 00 36 '0 

=if ===m= = -1,600 07 m = = = Net la.ell f •••• _____ • ---;0 -. --,- --10- 10 0 0 _UIl -l,62J 
Net incomes ___ .w.'. I. TI8 1,tHtl 1, C18 1,171'1 1,7M 00 863 6 r--T 1,443 ." 610 "I 676 ·····60' :=E. .. ···li· •• .. ··(0 

1H24J) •••••••••• .. I 2 
6Y 

21 -tr --1-' 8 --m -::...-~ --.. --W 
$260-1<90 ••••.••• 120 88 ,. 118 84 00 2 388 .. -21 '6 3M -----4S- -----22- ..... ij. ...... ij &5OO-I74V •• _.u_. ... ... '" 163 236 17 63 I 7 626 28' 13( 113 .58 .,'O·".'IL ...... ... :183 236 208 281 6 63 1 I 871 123 m 184 14. '0 27 .. II 
11,oo1)-fl ,hSI.._ •• 26' ... ... 181 !?;\ ~ I. I 8 1,117 816 3<, 271 00. 66 81 .. .. 
$1,260--S1,49'L. __ :Ill ... 1611 1" .8 I I 1,366 828 ... 388 """ 61 .. 28 .D 
'1.5OO-t1.7'~L ••. 184 183 181 111 100 1 23 • • 1.619 1.020 6.1'1 .93 ... 63 '0 .. 87 
11,7tJ0.41,OO9u." 126 126 107 81> 1" • 18 0 8 1881 1,2M)7 891> "'" ... <l8 37 ,I S. 
t2,()OO..I2.lW:Qu •• _ 00 84 81 •• 00 • 19 0 0 2:116 1,412 m "" 843 10 '7 .. 30 
12,200-$2,499 •• ___ 69 iI8 66 ao .. 1 , 0 0 2,362 I .... 1,147 "I 771 6' •• 10 as 
$2,601)--$2:, m_ •. __ .. 62 66 ao .. • 8 0 • ",no 1.788 1,1:12 ... 048 .. II .. 811 
a:s,(l()()..43,lI'99 ••• u 77 " <l8 00 77 1 0 1 0 J,4" 2, '20 1.111 109 I,02i 70 •• " 80 
$4.(I(lI).-f4.W\)._".~ 19 18 18 8 19 1 1 0 0 ~200 2. U18 ~"o M. 1,372 68 M 13 ao ".000 or oVefu •• 22 20 ., 

" 22 ===W • 0 0 '1.462 ~ ~ 1.63tt 8,176 67 38 21 41 
Type 1.~.wn.~.~~ .... """'r.f -.;;r 

= 
,., -W 1011 ---. ===m= ~ .., -m -W =m ~ 38 -.,... 10 

Typea:l and 3 .• ~~ ••• 31<1 an ..,. .22 II .. I • 1,456 838 180 376 II:lO ., 31 18 .. 
Types 4, and tL •••.. Ole ... 008 m 813 II In 2 6 I .... 043 6I!, 381 611 61 811 .. a. 
Types 6 and 7 ••••••• "'" 192 1M m lOT 8 46 0 8 1.699 921 6T7 341 61. 18 a • .. .. 
T)"p(!I8 and O~.~WMWM " " .. 110 18 0 7 0 0 2, 188 1, aN 81>1 003 '" os --!!. .. 811 

C4woaKU. CIK'tB. ... L = - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
AlI.YJIOI •••••••••••••••• ~ 2M 230 102 2M Hi 38 o • 1.787 1,3M m 893 t22; 78 .. .. II ---=-=====-=--- - --- - --N.t.ro.es' .. n".~~.~ 3 01 0 , 8 3 3 o 0 -800 -1.16& -I, ooa 808 aM 

I:.:.:.::::tt: 
·····iii· I ..... ;r ... miiij N,t.1noomea •••• ~~.. ., -..!!!..~~~-4 --!!.. o • ~-!:..!!.~ 888 I'" _ .........• __ . . I I 2 6 t 4 --0--0- lfS8 -171'l -198 -W8'ii" .... ·00· ·····ii· ..... !ii .....•• <0 ......-........ 14 1311 012 1 a o 2 to6 24. 131 107 161 



......., .......... 111 .. 201 It ,. I a 0 , 0 ... 373 176 19i 2lt) .. .. !3 88 .,...-.....•.. H 36 31 '" .. 2 • 0 
, 2 863 .,' 334 '84 ... eo .. " 40 

,1,IDHl,Z49 _ •. _ .. .. " .. " 1 • 0 0 ~132 .... ... 303 ." 71 .. ., .. 11 ..... '1 ......... .. .. :III .. lJI) I • • • t: 907 7U '" ... 72 .. 18 .. 
1.fiXH:1.74Q ••••• .. .. lH 11 ,. 0 2 • • 1.~6 ... ... ... 70 68 18 .. 

'1, 1t.O-SJ .OW. ____ lH lH 23 " lH • 1 0 • 1.862 ~"" l,HMl .... 332 82 82 .. 18 
t2.o»-S'l,24D ••••• I. H 11 11 U 0 • • 0 2, III 1, 610 882 ". "I 7. .. .. '" fi·,..,. ... ' .. ····· I' " " • I' 0 0 • 0 un ~ ... I .... ... .10 83 '" 14 17 

.Il1C>-I2 ......... " 13 0 I. 13 0 • 0 0 ~7" ~"'" '" 1. iII7 .,. sa 36 '" IT f!.r0H3 ......... Oil 18 18 12 Oil 1 I 0 0 ..... ~S24 1,800 834 .... '1 114 '" 19 
,l)'»-tI.~_.~ __ 9 9 9 • o 0 • 0 • ~ ... .... 7 t~ .... 82'/ 82 III 13 18 

~orf1'1f1'.u_ • 7 7 • • I 1 0 t ... Ul. ... I,,," Bl 77 • 19 
1'11>01 .............. TO ~ r, •• ==rf==r ---w ---. I~ • l;iiQ --;;o:i7" "'7 ~ ""'ffl' ;; ~ 

-y ===r. 
TJ'P8I had a.~_ .• __ .. 81 .. • • • 1 1,761 1 .... 1,121 lHl .03 If 23 
T"* f ... 4 6u~ ..•. 88 82 73 .1 88 • " 0 0 ~I" I .... I .... lI39 ... 73 .. '" ZI 
':1"'71* 81Uld 1H~"*'. .. .. ,. I • lJI) I • • I I .... 1,"58 ~I" 334 ... 81 .. 19 I. 
1'7 ....... 19 ....... 11 I. • • 11 I • • 0 ~030 ' .... 087 "8 ... 7. .. ., .. ..................... ~ = 

b';:~=t ... D'".u.,. ....... w~ ..... ~u I, ~~ "" m I~ • I,,,, ~ 94.l ": ~ ~ ~ " E Net lo.et'u ......... __ ==rt --as ---. = , ... 1~:: 77' "" N"tooom •• ~ •• ____ 1.080 l,tN3 1M3 I--$.. 1,0'76 17 237 • • I~ 1,001 697 301 82 I~ .. 18 -.......... .. '" I. .. .. .. .. I I ' .. -21S -3111 "" 865 AO .. ·." .. ~~.~.~ .~~ww·~w _ .. ~~.w.~ ....,. ............ 12 .. .. .. 71 8 80 2 I 39. 125 -36 161 "17 .... ·82· '----iii" --'--89" ...... ;a 
~~ .•...... lit IH OIl .. .. • :18 • • ... ... 151 0<& 2<. 
~--.-.-.- 101 101 70 011 100 0 .. 0 I ... 0:11 240 381 202 70 27 43 ,. 

1,.c.m..tl.:M9 ••••• •• OIl 70 eo •• 0 I. S 0 1. J'17 8211 '" 401 "2 73 37 .. 27 .2W-tl.4W. ___ ... ... 78 81 106 I :18 I 1,37& t, (H1 43, 606 83. " ., .. .. 
l,NJO-Il,7.f1IL ••• .. .. 06 .. Sf I II 0 • 1.~2 I.m )OJ 576 3!5 78 " 36 22 '1,7ro-.'I.UW. ___ sa .. OS .. .. I 17 • 0 1.8.\0 1.495 708 '1f{/ 3&1 SO 38 .. to .. a"· .. ··· OIl OIl .. " ., 0 8 • 0 2, 107 ~~ .. 0 708 'OIl 8. .. 38 18 

fI2. "fIO_n •• 61 ., .. ao 61 • 8 • • ~"7 ... 1.012 865 .. 42 43 15 
t2.6ID-f2.fIW ••••. .. .. 70 " 78 0 • • 1 2, 71'1 ~3f1 1,386 gOO 2'. 86 01 .. .. .. ,""'"", ........ so so 77 M .. 0 • 0 I) 3, «, 3,014, 1,881 1,133 <20 OIl .. 33 .. ... -......... .. .. ao :18 .. 0 • • o 4,"30 3.983 ~". I, ,()t m 110 1!2 38 I. 
$6,000 or "vet _Oh .. .. 58 .. I • o 8.196 -!&!L ..... ~ -1!!L ., 7[ ., • ~ :~ 1'11>0 L ............ ==jj'j'fl ",----m- -.:IT ==m" .. ., ---. 21~ l,36T" =siT -.., ---am 8' "I~ 18 T,...:I an(J low ••• __ 223 fl3 log 103 222 I. M 

'1'y,*" an41._~.u. t04 380 317 ... '''' 1 81 
~8and1 ..... ~. 8D 81 .. 00 M so 29 T 8andG. __ " •. _ 2-d 24 19 ,. .. 7 

... otoaary,lneoJDl, P'arm PamU" 
• Onl, l.mlllM bavln, poelUve. '* Income ftom tbe lloeelOed IIOUJ'ce &to Included fn this 

IlIGtlon. I 'amll, 10 Or~on that reported IGI'O totar family inoomo .. excluded (rom 
eoluwQl3 and 1. 1 f.mlly 10 WublQccoo,:2 to Oregon,end I in oonlnll Caillomla Cbu 
"DOtted r..ero oet ($t1I'I mooey lnonme .na ti.tclod~ from oolumWl • IUld 8. 

'J'amJllct whole term and otber bu!in_ upel)ftl imd lones excooded larm a04 otber 
IDOD~ income. t;h~ r.wUng in • net moU81 lou. 

'Net OODmooo, form I~ 00C1lI' "boo doereues lD lIveltoet owned or 10 crOPtiltored 
1JI&weeo tiM beJtnnlD' and HId oIlbe report ,.ear exceed Ute roUowirq': Valae otlarm 

I I ~OO) 1 .... 1101 , .. lOG SO .. .. til • 2 2, 181 1,814 1,~ ... 37 • 83 61 32 17 • o 2,180 1,7.' 9., .,. 80 30 .. '" • o 2, 218 1,810 ... 8711 '110 82 42 .. 18 

product.e o:aed by tbe (atoll, and of houstug l'omishe4 by tbe tam phlS tnerGUe$ dUM, 
tbe report ,ear In crops lltored or 10 Uveatoell: owned. 

• Averages 8I'l!' based OD tbe total nomber of 'amlUes 10 each clas! (column f). Entries 
10 tbU sectwo may be; posiUve (lnaome) or nopUve (lQt8OO,). A negaUv6 (lou) entrJ II 
Indicated b, • minus ,Ign. 

I P(!rOODb(l:OIII are b8.$ed on tbe aVen&1(l3 Det tamU, income for oaeh cJaa. (column 11). 
:P(V'(:I;lotagO dJ.8tribuCloDl have not boon computed tor fam.Ules in -.of claas in which tbe 
a~en.ge income trom any $OU1'Ctl wu nesatl'fl'8. 

, "or dJlCribuSkm of Cbese WDUiel by 1IU1\0UQt. or Dot lOIICII8 toO tabJe 7Q. 
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TABLII 6l.-YAM'lL" tNCOKB OR LoseKS 'PBOM lI'ARII AND NONPAaM SOtrRCIl8, BY NlIIT J'ARU INCOM~: Num'bsr DJ lamili" recriuinf11U~ money 
and ncmmotuy income or 10"68 from farm and Irom nonfarm IDurcu, and ausragB amount rBCIIII8d from each ,ouree, by net farm sneame,· 
PMific IGrm ''''''''''''' /986-86-Continued . 

[White DonNUer tam1l1el thatlnclude a buabtwd and wlI'e. both nattl'e-bornI 

F ... w.o havIDs- InOODle or Joaee: • 

S\.att M,4:net farm·b::wome dau Net money In- NetXlO1lo Pamlliel come from 1-(dollan) Total net mone, 
money Income 

Locome' from Nonterm Farm 
IO""'" farm" 

Ul (2) (3) (I) (S) (0) 

I--- ----
Cl.lD'O~t IOtrrJlEIUf N._ N._ Nllml¥r Num"" Numb" 
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IBM O.QSMIJ1'.lnoome Farm J'amll1: 'arm Jneomo, Net. 
f Only famtllt'l hftying J>O!Iltlvo nct lneome I'I'Om the IPl'clfied llOurco are tnclt~ded In 

tbtll atcUQn. 1 family In OroflOD that reported fA'ro toW ,smUr Income., e:xcludl'c1 
from eolumne3 and 7. 1 romJly In WlllIhlngtaDj 210 Oro!lOD, and in central Oalilornla, 
that nP91cl'd ltI'O 110t rarw Income at .. OlciudeQ nom column •• and 8. 

• See Glossary, Income, F61m PamU,: Farm Nanmoney income, Net. 
t FIUtlUICIrI: wbOllC flUm and otber buJfnlf'!S exr.~ e.nd 10S$(11, exoeedod tarm Md otb", 

mOlt"" tncome. lbUJ PlUIUn& in • net money (Ia. ' 

---'-

Net mODay la.el Net bOn- Net money tnoomo Of louu Net Don-
ftom- Total net ftom- mooey Total DDt money IILIUUy lnoome money I ..... 

\ooW' froID Incom, or lossel 
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""""" 
Farm ",ur", farm' 

(1) (8) (8) (10) (11) (IJ) (13) (Ill (14) 

------ - ---- ------
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2 , 0 0 1. (197 1,5M 1,198 8111l '31 
0 0 0 0 ..... 1,981 1,610 '" RM 
0 0 0 0 2,3" l,OM 1.870 ... .311 
0 0 0 0 U8' 2,'" 1,037 628 110 
0 0 0 , s,"'" .. 90 • ..... .98 387 
0 0 0 0 8,824 8,S" a,Q2lI m '30 
0 0 0 0 t,161 4,,",, 8,826 ... 501 
0 0 0 • 9,8&3 ..... 8, .... 0 40' ... 

I Net nODmOney (MID 1O'J5M occnr when df\O'l'OUeJ In livestock ownl'd or In eropa stQl'(!d 
between the t)l.!-glnnlnlt aM end of the toJlort YOOr tneoed the following: Value ot farm 
praduoy Ulled bJ' the tawny and of hOWD" fUrllbhod by the tarm phil iDO(W9O, during 
tho J'(Iport year 10 crops stored or In IIv09tool\: ownlld. 

• Avcr8~t'.s IlI'f) based on thE' total DllInbet' 01 tl\mlllM to Mob cJass (t'ltJlumo 2). Entries 
In tbl!l ~Uoo may bo positive (income) or Il8aaUve OQ81i!8). A neaatlve 0051) enLry II 
JndlcaWd bf a millUS 1I1~n. 

, Average bUIld 00 rewer than a ClIIIU. 



T ABLIC 62.-08061 ..urn MItT FARU IHCO ... : Number 01 familia rllceitJi"ll ,roat larm fJU'fMtI and Mf'lmotU'y ineomc from &pt.clfied .000rCfl', 
(UlffrGf' amounll rlUiHdt 4HT1lg.larm fJptJralinq ezpendiluru, and OHrrJfl net Jarm inconu. bu iftC01M.1 Pacific Jat'fIl JUlitml, 1935-86 

(I) (2) 

8ff tootootet at end of table. 

[Wb'1oe DODhUef tamw. ,bat 1ncIude a bUlbar.ld and wile. both uattve-bom1 

(3) 

Famllt. bavlng-

A.A.A. 
ben .. .to 
• Dd 

ren .. 11 

(4) 

Other 
o>W" .. 

(61 (al 

A Veraj'9 4 tlet 
Aver- farm income a 

Nonmonayfncomelrnm- age' 
farm 

Tobl 1---,---,--..... --+--.---...,.----1 Oolll' 1--,---
moI18)' Prod- l'i.t In- stlog a 1 A A A f1J:ptlld· 
:::~ AU :,' ben".,· Otb A.ll r~ reor )tum MontY MOD' 

montY farm fita fJl'l SOUl'«III nisbed lo~ (mon- aod 

(7) 

IOUI'CIIII prod. and SO\J.1'<le5 (nee.) by stored .Y) M& .y' 
u.cCl rcmtalt l "'rlU to eDd l1\'e- money 

fam1ly •• ~I 

(8) (I) (10) (11) (12) (la) (14) (16) (l7) 



TABLE 62 -GRO •• ""'D Nm ~AR" INcO .... : Numb ... oJ famili .. re"';";nv g, ... larm mollOl/ and nonmollOl/ .""" ... fro". '1'ecijied .0 .. ' .... .. .,.g, a""",nII r ..... ed. a_ago farm .".,olinv "'Psnditur ... and ....... ag. no! JaNfl inc:o .... 1>¥ .nco .... ' Pacijic/arm .eel.onl. 19S6-S~
Continued 

(WhIte nonrellet ramrues that Include 8 hllf,band and wire. both na&lv .. bom) 

FIlm .... bavlna- A vetale ' JI'OII rarm incomt 
AveMge 4net' 

OrOSI rarm mODe, A .... farm lnoome I 
M'oll8ylnoomi rrom- Nonmonel' lnoome trom- age' inCOme Cto.ID.- .. , .. 

Netto· 
State and tamDy.lncome ~ Faml~ ....... or Tom) 

.".,. 
(dolJan) 11 .. decroase money Prod· Net taR aUng 

SaJ. A.A.A. In"'~ and SaJ, A.A.A. u,lo ......or oxpeod 
MODQY • r bane· ,tor DOD- .r bon .. An fur. dl,lcnIW$o itlll'8l 

OU>or An Other (mooo and Mon· !ann Olo » and live- moner • $our(161 lar .. n .. lourQ61 Disbed In oror 
pr.d- and IDOl'" .- 1'rod. and louroeal (n,') b, .toro 01) Don· er' 
nota rontal.- uota rental" Iormto and lIvo- tIloaey 

ramU;Y. ltock' 

(1) (2) (3) (.) (6) (B) (1) (8) (8) (10) (11) (12) (18) (Ie) (13) (10) (II) - 1----------
OlllOO~ 

AU Income clastet ••••• : •••••••••••••• 
Number Numb". Numb", Mlt1I6er Numb" Dallor. .Dollar, DolkJt'1J DolllJr. Dollar. DOUfJr' DoUar. Dollar. DollarlJ DoUnr. DoUfJr. 

1,788 1,7M ... "8 1Ia ~008 1,431 1,3S9 ~ .. !11 '" 8.\ .27 I,OIH ... 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ = ~ = = = ~ = = = -Net losses .~~.*~~.~.~ .. ~un~~~~~~ 10 I. I • oJ ~ ... 1,7St 1,60(3 8 183 m 813 8.\' 3'ar: -978 -11 600 

Net inC()mu ••••••• ~ ••••• ~ •••••• __ 1,778 1.114 116. 189 ~OO. I .... 1.888 I! 24 676 .93 83 1.003 610 

4)-2-t9. ~.~~ ~~ .~~~.~.~ •• ~.~ ••• ~~ " 'I • 1 II 1,714 1. :ISO ~~ f--;o • ... . .. --j-a 
l~~ 1<0 -20 • 

201).400 ....................... 1:10 1:10 6 6 8' ." ,8.\ 178 • , 8M 800 ,. 813 -Ol 
6()G..749 ." •••• ~~~ •••• ~*.M~.4~4. 24' 23' 11 19 83 ... 600 637 B 8aa 864 -116 a .. .,. 18j 
7~ .~._. __ ~ ______ • __ ~ •• _ •• ... 287 23 28 100 1,205 7.1 738 • 18 «8 .aa 10 628 BTl ... 
1.(l())..1.249* ••••• ~ ••••• ~ •• ~""". 116' ..7 .. .. '06 l,,-403 gQl 001 10 18 IlO2 181 .. 047 ... . .. 
1.2.'I().J,.99 •• ~ ••• ~ ••••••••••• w. 204 "" .. 19 83 t~ ~'" 1,218 ~ 

,. 
"8 ... 83 811 978 «0 

1.MXl-l, 7"0.~ .. __ ." ..... ~_ ..... ~ •• 164 164 33 " 12 l,-4M 1.391) B8 690 "'I &8 .'" I. "'" .'" 1.11l1)-1.999.~ ~h ... ___ •• ~_. __ •• 116 116 23 17 611 ~230 1,646 1.801 .. 01 ... M7 17 947 1.2ll3 ODD 
2.1)))-2,2-49" •••••• ~ •••••••••••• Be Be 28 " •• ~ ... I.m l,8H 80 28 .. 3 67& B8 ~I" I. '" m 
2.25G-2. 490 •• ~ .~~~.~ ~.~~ •• ~~~ •• 611 .. 10 0 23 •• 338 ~ ... 2, 492 28 .9 ". 641 '''' 1,412 1,921 1.1.7 
2,~:.I.W9 •• _ ••• _. __ ••••• _. __ • 64 64 " • 8. ' 8,1)Q2 ~ ... ~ ... .. .. ..8 ... 81. I .... ~O'/O 1,lft 
3.000-a.m .................... " 77 28 I. .. 4,1(1) ~08' 3,91" II 1'1 I .... CIl8 8M 2,371 ~736 J,111 
•• tlC.O-4,M ••••• ~ •••• ~~ •••• w. w. I. .. • I " ~7B8 " .. 4, 81S1 8' n 1.:ml 03 • 734 ~031 a. 731 :J,36ft 
5,.000 OJ' over.u •• ~ .. w __ .~~ ••••• .. .. • a 18 11.664 ,ISS ,28' ,.1 .. 8,170 .00 ~..., 3,1011 ~0\lIl :J, 747 - ~ ~ = = - - ~ = -



~,,::=::·:~·····n .. 27 0' i. "" 2.~ 2. 713 .. ., .,. mt:i~ ~lE .:set ..... ~~~w.u.~~~ ... ,,_.,~._~. _! ~ ,3 0 k~ i.W i.W • ~ ;16> ... 0' :::'l;'lVIi -=u;;a 
)..., IDeomeI ...... ~ ........... n._.. 2tI6 2156 0' ~"'" I ~ '26 IN ... $'!9 84 1, '1fI3 ~'28~ 

0-240. _. ______ • _______________ --. --.---I --!i- ---. ~ "Ta67 ~." ---no I---'ii" -au -"'---0 ~ ... 146 -u~8 
~IIO. ____ ... ___ ._ •••• _. __ ._ 14 14 • 1 7 ~201 ~ .. o "'" 17 7 ,., 181 -20 D03 298 131 
1(l()o-74V ........ 

n 
...... _. _____ • ,., 26 2 • 7 ~ ... 822 ,., • 3.\ ... 2'W: -lil fW(!. 4M l,G 

1J1O..M ••• _ ••• h ...... ,. .... ___ H 17 a1 I 4 10 1.834 L .... ~ .. , I 41 ... """ M L'SS 6'l11 334 
1,~1.:ug_ •.• _______ .. ____ • __ • 20 2Q • 1 • 2,'33 L"" L,M .. " au 274 GO 1., 3(K 

829 "" J,2.'1).I.M ..• __ ,, ____ ........... ao 10 • 2 , 2,3.\3 Ufl Loa' .. II ... 327 W 1,222 1,131 145 
L6O(J..I.7d ....... ___ ••••• ____ .. 2G lI!IS • 1 • 2,821 .... I U" .. • ... 3&1 33 L'" 1, 138 ~2 
1.16()..I,M ••. ________ ••• ______ " :Ii • • • a. ... a.m 8,232 • ,. 332 337 -6 ~ 150 1, 498 l,lM 
2,O"»-2,2.f9_ •••• ____ 

u 
______ ••• 14 ta • • • .. "" ..... 2, oliO' .. 0 60' 381 114 1,. 681 ~... 8M 

2,Z,')(1-2,4W •••••••••••••••• __ •• 1% 13 , • 0 tm " ... a. ". '0 181 '10 oliO 0 1.~8 2,'" Li138 
~,m .... ~~~~*.~~*".~~~~. 13 13 , 1 2 :.,,,. ...'" .. '$ ." ... .. L607 1.«6 971 
.,()(l()...3'1iIQ!QI.~H~ •• ~ __ ~~.~"*_... 10 20 , , 8 6,'33 .... , ..... " 30 ... 378 281 2, 572 2,.$1.iO 1,800 
4.Of~.M.................... CI' e • • 1 8,"" 7 • .,., 7.631 .. 411 871 .504 323 4. gog .......... 
.,000 or .,.. ... uu.*_ •••• **..... 8 8 , • I ' .. ,.. ... 2t2 14. WI II 1$1 I .... G68 888 Il. 017 7. iSl Go 225 

= -C4.tUoaN". JOtrl'Im •• 
AU lDoom.e cl&IteI_ •••••••• __ ••• _ •••• _ I. 11t1 J.I08 \I , .. .. 3.2'18 ~ .... am • .. ... .21 •• 1. 913 ~.,. ... 

!fit r....t. ~ .. ~.~.~~."*~.~*.*~~**~~ ,.~ -.. I~ 7 • ""'l';'IliIT ~ -cm ; ::: ~ 26' .7 "'ftiif 7- -778 
3&, ~ 88 I .... ~OOI Nt .. itloom ....... _~*~ •• ~ •• **.~.~~ 1.074 III .. 3,26' 

0- Jtg _ • _ ••• _ •••••• _. _____ • _. __ .. 48 0 • • I.m 
aoo-fW ....................... 7Il " I , • tm 6Q()-7.g ....... ~. ~ ......... u •• " w .. III> , 8 • 7~ ......... ~.u~.~ .. ~ .. ~ .. 101 10' 0 7 • 1.7.0 
lh~I.24t ... ~.~ .. __ ...• _ ..... 02 81 0 I« • 1,98' 
1.~1.4W.~"*~~~~*~~~~_**.~~. 100 "" • 8 1 ..... 
1.li()()..1.1~g ......... ~ .. ~** w~ ••• w .. II 0 I. 10 .. ... 
~l::km:: :::: ::::::::::: === 

.. $I 0 e 6 .. ... .. .. I IJI • a, 112 
2.2-60-2.41l9 .• n *~ •• ~ •• _ ~_ ••• ___ e' 61 0 7 • '.311.5 

:::tl:::::::::: ::::::: ::::: ,.. 
'" 1 II & 3,088 

60 80 2 11 • ..... 
•• 000000000.m ...•...•. ~ .• _ ... ~ •.• a. a. I 8 1 &,098 
tI.Ql:l or over , ••• * ••• u ......... '" '" 

, 7 • ta, ... 

J In wins dllta In (1010mb' 3, 8, 7, 8. O. 12, 14. ta, ed 17 It Ibould be nlQU!:J:nbered that 
tbo method (,), baDdl!ol purchuct or 8IIlee of llvettoek and rernltant cl:a.an&'elill value of 
IIvllIt.ock owned rna, b,a." lotroduoed (lata from tran.rae\IoQJ which C'UStomarn,. aft) not 
d.urd.fted under theM IDoome hCAdin,.. Sae GioIaBrJ'. IneoDlt, F.Il'Pl i'tUDUy: Crops 
Stored and Llvestoct: Owned, Nil" Cbange. 

• hwJudet all mODey payment. (coapt 101UlS) reoelved from *be Oovumnent cmder tho 
Ifrleultural·reeoyery procnun • 

• TbIJlociudl!l net lDoornerrom work otf tbeopetated farm tbat In"f'ol'Ved both tbelabor 
01 fann tllmU, membeR awl lb, UI8 of the faIDllJ'" work ,tock. macbioerf. or otber 
flN1D Qqulpmeot. 

'A.m." •• re baed on tht DUmbH of fIm1ljOlilD eeeh cIuI (cohmm2). 

2,'" 
QO'/ 8!l6 0 II ... ... ~ ~ ~ --=iiii 
GtMI .. , , • 261 '00 77 1,002 :13' -3ft 

L'" ~23. I' .. .. , 23Il 15 1,143 31>6 '" L4il1 1,'" 0 '8 26' ... e 1.247 "" ... 
I, .'" '.630 0 .. 602 .., '0 1,255 ,:III ill 
.. 0'1. 2.'" 0 " ... "8 " 1.63.\ 770 .. , .. ,., .. "" 0 " ... 8" .. I .... I.'" 10' 
2,'80 ,,'48 0 17 3M 311 .. 1,472 1. 012 7t>l 
2,803 2,108 4 91 36. 350 10 '.863 I .... ... 
3,000 2"S'i:l: • '48 3'\.' ". .. 2, 010 ~". .00 
3,312 3,'07 6 110 "6 860 16 ~.., 1, 761 1,38.1 ..... .. ... 8 '" 

.., ... .. U48 2, 310 1,881 
tl,H5 tI, 132 0 13 .53 'f4 • ~866 ~131 ,,2'18 
,~'"" ,,, ... 6 118 7 .. ... loa 0.317 7,011 8,'" I 
• e~ Oloteal"1. Ineome Farm FamDy! Farm Income. Oross. 
'lucluda; tbe value or bousing. rood. fuclJ.lmd olber products famished by the farm for I 

tamU,. use. Boo OlOYary, Ino:>tne, Farm Jr1Ul'liJ1: Form. Produ.ow Used by Famlly.e.nd 
Oooopancy ot Farm Dwelling. 

, A net decree.e 1$1odieated b, a. minD' lip. ",8 
I Etltrle. In tbll aection may be postttve (Income) or neraUve (1nsses). A. negPoUvo <oq 

110M) entry l81ndJeated. by .. minus aign. Bee OIoa9t1. Income. l1um ll'amU1:P'arm 
boome, Net. 

I Ne~ fanQ ntODe}f lnoome II obtained by ded.uetlDa: tarm oPCl'Q.tlng expondltul'M from ~ 
&roo money income {rom t6l1llJllB. ~ 

It .uo or lllfll. r-



TABLII 63.-s0URCEB 01' N'ONJl'ARU MONEY IIABNlNG8: Number of /amilie. receiving tut moMV ,arning'from source. other than the op6raled: 
jarm, and -ago mI mornoy l/<Jffl;fI//' r"";l'<d irMII .aoIo .aU."". by ia",ily typo and ' .... fIII. PacifI,D 1_ •• cUom. 1986--86 

[WhIte nonteJlet famUl811 that inclUde" bwbaud and wire. both natlve.born) 

lI'am1JlM having net nonfarm. mone,. earnings from t- Average' net nonfarm. MonDY ee.mlnp pet ramo, from-

IndivIdual camera 

I 
a; lndJvldual88l'DDrI L 

;; 
t! g!! State. tamily t(for: bd lDoome rtaas Other! 10 or Other'll lUl~ 00 O&ben 16 or Otbel'!l UD- a .!Ian) Qldor dar 16 ~ 

older dc.r 10 1! 1 ~ .. l! .. ~ I ~li § 

I r ~" .II Ii I J J I -! J BU J ~ ~ ,!! ~ ~ Bi~ ~ ~ ! ~ III '" 0 :;j ~ III 0 
(1) (0) (3) (4) (8) (e) (7) (8) (8) (10) (11) -- (IJ) (13) (14) (18) (10) (17) (18) (18) (20) ('II) ( .. ) -------------------------------------

WAJ.RIlfOroll No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. ,0(11. ~.. Dol. Dol. l)(Il. J>~. Dol. Dol. Dol. D(lt. 
AU 1",..··· ... •• ..................... ·.·1 607 818 308 "1 08 .. ., c......! • .. 1 OS, "'0... U :II) 6 (I) (I) a (.) =-========-1---: =-====== ____ ===_ 

NetlO!lSli!ll .•• ~~~~ •• ___ ~ •• _~~~_~_~.~_. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ........ ~ ..................... 'M'_ •• " ..... M., ............. . 

!'I.llneom .......................... ~ 818 ~ 2<11 08 .. 17 ~ • .. r2- 080 >TO:H<I U ~ 8 (.) (I) 3 (I) 

1H99 ••• __ ._.~n~ ___ ._ .. h.d~... 63 17 ~ 12 1 8 0 I 0 8 0 so 2ft 24 1 1 0 <I) 0 f o. 
GOO-9IML~ .. .,. .. _. _____ •• ~_. ____ . 211 Sf, 71 9 12 " 0 0 ,. 0 loa 103 87 f 10 2 0 0 2 
1.000-1.400 .• _ •••••••••• ________ •• 204 Q(I 96 81 10 11 , 1 2 .6 I 2f4 3>U lUI) 10 11 1 (4) (4) a 
1.600--I,m ........ _._. __ •• H..... 110 62 :g ~ : 10 8 0 0 .. 0 "87 463 417 6 28 12 0 0 f, 
2,~m ....... _~h •• ~._ ••• _... 00 .u 18 8 1 0 2 0 GOO 801 488 31 68 28 loa 

(I) 

tOOOOi'Qver .. _ .. _ .... _ ••• __ ~._~_ 29 9 " It 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 &90 890 6.10 0 MOO 0 0 
===========--=='*=~-======~--==-=-!'ttmn,&ypel ... m_ .... __ .... ___ n. 2!:.~~~2..:::::':fm-. ::.::.:.::.::::.:.:~ __ 1 ~~~~.:.:..:.:.::.:.:.:.:..:..:..:..:.:.::.:=.:.:.: __ 8 (I) 

o 
o 
o 

N'etlolSOt. __ ••• h ___ ._. ____ •• __ • 0 0 0 0 0 •• ___ • __ on. _ .... _., •••••• 0 0 ........ '._ ....... ,, __ ._ ._ ••• ___ ••• ___ ..... _ ••• _ .~ .... ~_ .• _ 
:NeUD4'OJDIlI ____ .. ,._ •• _ •• ___ •••• 101 M tIO 66 11 _.~ ... ___ MO. ·h __ •• ____ • It 1 lGO 181 139 18 ••••• _ ....... _ .. _. ...... 8 (f) 

0-&00 .--•••••••••• -- ••• -..... 26 & " I--;- -.-== ==::: == .-0-M :1\ 20 0 ...... __ ._ ... ___ .. ::: --. 
aQ)..999 .••• -- ...... - .. --•• ~.. so 28 2'1 26 f . __ ._. ______ . _____ ._____ I 0 71 1!18 6& S '. ____ .......... _. __ •• _. S 
1.(J()()·1,490._ ...... __ ...... _... 44 14 1: 12 8 • _____ ._ ••••• _0 ___ """ 0 1 130 180 11& 1( •• ~ •••• ~._ ••• _.~.. ...... ,0 
1.500-1,m .• __ ••• _. __ •• ~ ... _.. :n 10 • 0 2 "~~ •••• '_ ••• ~_ •• _ •••• ~.. J 0 40& 897 8M 8:1 .~ •••• d .......... ~~.n. 
:I.()())-2.m ...... ~._ •••• ~~~... 17 8 f, \I H. ___ "_.H • ___ ...... " 0 0 4iU ",OJ 8M tOft ..... __ •• ~ ••••• ___ .~...... 0 

(I) 

o 
o 

a,OOOorover •••••• ~ ..... __ .... • 1 I 1,i-.! ...... ___ ... _. __ .. ' __ M.' ... __ • 0 1I1B 515 515 0 .M ____ ....... "._ .. __ '_"I-.!. 
~--=---=;-.- -=-=-== --=~~~-,--

o 
o 
o 

.. 
'" ~'" 

I 





TAltLJIII 63.-s0UBCBS 01' NONlf'.U:ur MONET leARNINGS: Numb". 0/ JamiliM Tfc.iving net montt/ Barning, from. 'DUreea oth". than the operated t-l 

farm, and awrage tWl monetl earnings r6uioed from eac/l 'OU'", by family typtJ and income, Pacific farm .ecUom, 19S6-88-Continued tf:,: 

8"'''' ,,",,11, typo, and In ..... cIaroII 
(dolwa) 

[WhIte uonreUef lamlUu tbllt lDnInde It bwban4 and wife, both nathe-bora] 

PamOlee bavlor Det Donfarm money earninp from '- Averap I net nonfarm mODey eamlnp per ramu,. from-

Ind.lyl(l~ ~en 

I 
.... 

Individual earnen L 
.. .:. . .., ." 1;.9 ~. 

Otben18ar OLben Qll- ·s O&borsUIor Otben un- 8~ 
older dar 16 s older de\" 16 Ii! I Ii 1.1 I - lij I J • 

J 
~j I ~ J f ! ! l!! I I ] g~ I ~ 

,!!.Il 
Ii' ~ ~ f ! •• Ell 

0 
(I) 

oaaoolf-conUnue4 

~ 00 ro ro ro m ro _ ~ M ~ ~ M ~ ~ M (ro ~ ~ ~ ~ 
--------1-1----------------_1 __ 

---------------------1'liliiii'_1._ .................. ~~~2,!I..~I~ ===~ __ I ~~~r--!!. __ 1 === __ ' (~ 
MetIOlll8l _____ .. ___ ... __________ 6 2 2 0 2 ___ .. __ .... _._ •• ________ ._w 0 0 18 III 0 18 __ .••• ___ • ________ u._.. 0 0 

Net l.nQ)meI·~~""'·'''''''''''''''·'I~ ~2!:..2!!.. ~~ =:.: :':'::'::1:::::: ~ __ 1 ..2!:'~.2!. 2-__ 1 .:.::::::::.::.::.:':::'::': __ , ~) 
HQO .... __ ..... ~~ ...... _ ..... ~._. 89 82 32 80 12 •• ~.~ ••• _ •.•••• _ ... u____ 0 0 .. 7 .. ., 85 12 _.. 0 0 
t.oo-O\J9.~ •••••••• _ •••••• _. __ • 187 89 82 74 31 '1 •••• _. n"~_~ n._.. 11 0 106 100 S7 18 --(4). :.:.: •••• ,.':. : •••• : •••• :.:. :.:.:.:.:.:. • 0 l'OOO-J ... " •• ___ ..... _n __ ....... log .5 f2 89 15 t1 ..... _ ... _.~_. '~H__ 0: 0 '14 ~ t82 24 " 0 
1.llfX.).-1.99IJ._ .... ____ ........ __ &8 iO 17 12 6 ."'._" ... ~~~_ •• M... ....... 2 1 261 26li 197 68 .... _ ... _ .~ ••• _ ._.~ __ •• __ •• 2: (.) 
rOlJ>-.2·990·············· .. ·--· ~ 1.. 1: 11 6 ~ •••••• _ ....... __ ._ •••••• 1 0 608 GOG &3( 12 ~~ ..... ~. __ . ___ ...... ~.... a 0 
,oooorOy&t~ •• __ •• _ •••• _. ___ I. __ .....:.:. • 1 ___ ._. _"" _____ u •• ____ "_ I) 0 719 719 6f1 78 __ "_A ••• " _____ •• "" _. ___ " 0 0 

I~-=~~= - ~=_==~_~=_ hmJ1ft'pal2ant1a ..... _~_ •• _~ .... _. 896 :11M :m :.l)\) 06 _.n· .•. _.__ 14 17 18 6 802 2D8 269 ~ ........ ....... 2 1 8 1 

I"";" 1-= - '-'--'1-'--1--:+-:+-::-11--:: Net 1*".--._.-. ____ • ______ .___ a 8 3 8 0 _~'___ ______ 0 0 0 0 133 J33 133 I) ... " ___ ...... ~ 0 0 0 0 
Net1nOOQl8l··· ___ " __ ... ·" __ ..... ··I~~_ 231,~ n M d •••• _ ..... _~ 14 17 18 6 803 209 270 20 ._. ___ ........ :I J 8 1 

I~- '''''-'--- 1--;:--1-;;-H9IJ ....... u •••••••••••••••• ~. :xl U 10 8 4 .... ____ ~"U'. t) 1 8 0 ISO .<1 84 10 ___ • __ .o_ •• _. 0 (I) 1) 
ft00...009 •••••• _ ••• __ ••••.•• __ • 112 87 66 &I 24 ~ __ •• __ ... ___ 8 <I 6 0 149 146 128 III ..... __ ....... _ a 1 8 
J,~1.4gg.~._. ___ • ___ .n_~._ U8 '16 r.I 63 :l) •••••• ....... 0 1 , 4 m toll :m 17 uuu ....... :I :iJ I 
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• laclud .. all pv$Ow who had I!IU'I'llnll from an oaeupatlou other tban Opefttkm 01 th. 
tamU, farm tb., did not lDvolf8 Ute WIll 01 ,be ,amUy', work stook. m&Cbloeryt or othor 
tan\] IQulp.ment. Botb .,lroUural and non&«rietiltural earntnp are 'DelUOed. See 
00louary-J Inooma, Farm Pamlly: MolMIl' IDoome FrOID Bouroee Otber TbaD tbe 

( 
pl'rawa rum, "'1'etapI 8lW bued 011 tho t.otal dwn_ 01 tamlllea 10. uch clau 

cultlJDD 2). 

• Averages are bued on the OO~POn4in1 Dumber of persoQllu each cIaas that received 
J),Oarllrm ea:minp (oolumnS4-10l, 

t Tbe total IlOnfBrnl earnings of an Individual are allocated to tbe occupational rronp 
10 .,.bleb wucla.'ISed tbework trom wblchhenoe1ved tbelargut proponlonof blall6fD:1.oga. 

• Averqe based on rewar than 3 <!6SC8, 



TABU 65.-NONPAJUI MONEY lNCOIIB QlmBB mAN' l'JAR.NINQa: Num;b6f' oj la.mili" receitt!ng non/arm. motU!y inci)me other lho.n "minga Irem """" 
.petijitd 'O'Urcear and averag6 amount rect''JtI6d, by lnOOm6, Pacific farm sectiona, 1986 ..... 86 8 

(White Ilomellel tamlUe/li that lnl.'llude a buaband and wile, both natl~born) 

J'amll1el tecelvlna: 1l0ntarID money lnoome otber than A verase I noutarm mone, Inoome other than earnlngl earn1nga: (rom- , received lrom-

e .... and famll.·tn ... m. 01 .. (010_) Faml~ Rao' Pen· Rent Pen~ u.. from In..,. a10'!:l. Gitto from rn"'" .Ions, 01l1li An, ealand Prod .. ... loren .... Other All &Stand Prod .. .ntlUi~ foroUflo Other lOur .. Prop. dlvl. (net) 1 ties, rent $Ources ~uroeal prop. dlvl· (net) 1 ties. rent ..""'" 'M deDda ben&- ... arty 
denda bellO- ... (net) 

6" (net) 6,. 
(I) (2) (') (4) (6) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (It) (II!) (1') --- ------W.I.JBll(Q"fON Number N.""", Number Nu.mbtr Nvmbfr Numbtt Number Numb". DoUI11. DoUGr. DoUll" I DolI.~. 1JoU(J" DoUGr. DoUar. AU fneome claIIes. ___ ••• __ ........... _ ••• __ •• ___ ••• 

~ 21' i!9 
~ 8 28 31 8 .8 7 20 21 8 1 ~ = = = ~ ~ Net _ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 0 J 0 0 0 0 0 ---~~68~ .. ···T -----26- · .... T ..... ji" ..... "8" ······ .. i 

N fit lnCOD:lel .• _u, ________ • ____________________ 
097 21. 1.1 8 28 81 8 

O-'W •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 10 2 0 r---;- 0 r---o 0 0 • 0 • 0 0 0 0 2Il<>-I09 .................................... .3 9 0 8 0 1 • 0 11 0 6 0 I • 0 600-140.,, __________________________________ .. 20 • " 0 8 • 0 III • 7 0 8 1 0 7_ ...•..•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 121 36 • .. 1 8 7 • 26 1 11 (.) 10 • 1 ~::t:rJ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 110 26 • 16 0 , 8 1 81 • 7 0 18 • !:! 88 3. 8 .. 0 6 a • 70 9 16 0 'I • 1./lO()-ol.7(9 _____ • _w ___ . _. _. ___________ . _____ 
00 20 • It 0 • • 0 71 19 87 0 It 1 0 

1.7110-1.999 ••• ______________________________ 
00 17 • 10 0 • • I 88 8 II 0 .. (.) • 2.000-2,UU. __ u _________________ • _____ • ____ 

~ I. • I. 0 • 8 1 111 , .. 0 20 ., (.) 2.2W-2,49It. __ u ___ •• ____ • ___ •• __ • _. _____ •• 

10 • 8 I 1 0 0 120 , 48 12 o. 0 0 
2,600-2.990. _0 _____ • _. ___ • _____________ • __ • 

3. I. • 11 0 • 0 0 133 I, 40 0 81 0 0 :::t::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::: 1. 7 1 , I I 1 1 89' .. 163 38 10 117 18 6 , 0 , 0 0 0 0 1. 0 IS 0 0 0 0 6,000 or over •• , ___________ • __ •• _. __ • ______ • 
8 • I 4 0 1 0 0 210 .. 11 • 0 " 0 0 ~ = .. 100. 

AD 1Doo ... _ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1.7t18 414 191 I" « M 52 II 61 20 18 1 18 • I ~ ~ - ~ - i===: Net 10M1'!1. ,, _________________ • _." ___ ~ ••• ~*" _" •• 10 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 11 11 0 0 0 0 0 l; e* IDCODlOI ••• ~ ~u~ ~~ .w ____ •• ______ ._. _____ ._ 1.778 ,I, 189 , .. • M 6. 11 61 20 I. 1 IS • I 0.."9. _. ______ • __ •• ___ • __ • __ •••• ___ •• _ .... _w .1 I 1 0 0 0 0 0 • • 0 0 0 0 0 2Il<>-I ...................................... 120 " , • 0 • , 0 18 3 2 0 8 10 0 600-1 .. "._._~._.d ____ ~ .. ___ ... _.~ .. __ ._._ .. .. , f8 .. 10 0 8 13 0 .. 1 • • 0 11 « 0 '-................................... 288 71 t8 .. 0 6 13 8 .. :10 18 0 0 • (.) 



• ...,...,.2<0 ................................. '$I .. 10 ""' l,l5O--1 .... 1XI .... ~ •••••••••• ~ ••• " •••••••••••• _". .... .. 21 .. 
1 .. '100-1.141 .••••• _ ..•• ____ .. _. 0_""" •••••••• 1M .. 21 I' 
1,7.',lI9U" •• , ••••••• n ................... I,. 38 \3 1< 
2;O'W1-2.24g .•••••• _~ ••••.• _ •••• " ••••••••• _ •• .. 22 • I. 
2,~2A1Ie. __ •••• _ ._w ___ •• _" . ___ ........... .. II 4 • 2,.'!{,(l-2,"""_"' •• __ •• _. _____ .~. __ •••• _ ••• _ ••• .. .. • • '~3.m .. ""." .... ~u •••••••••••• " •••• ~"_ 77 .. II ,. "'"'"' ..................................... II • • , 
6,QU) or oyer ••. _______ ._ ._ ••••••••. " • __ • __ • 22 •• I • 

CAuroaau., aft ... ,t. • 
Alilocome cl..,. ................ _ •.• _______ ..• _ •.. ... G' .. ., 

F==aQ N.t 10lllel. ......... " .......................... 0 • NM ~._*._~._ ... u ••• _ .... _~ •• H .~ •••••• ... 41 .. .. 
ULlro..IW.,lOtl'rBnw 

AU 10C0IbIt C"'-•• dO ............. *~*.". _ •••• ~ ••• 1,lUS ... 188 ... 
Nel ~ ••• _ ••••.• _"*~~. ___ ._._.~~~.~._ •. _. __ .. •• • 4 N., iooor.:a.t. ~.W'"" ••••••• u •• ~ •• ~wo~ •••••• _., 1.080 ... .10 "" 0-010 .•••• : ................................ .. II • 2 

:m..oo .................................... 72 2) 10 • !(IO.-7"O.~ •• " •••••••••• ~.~ •• ~~~ ••• ~~ ••••• , •• .. 2) • , ,_ .................................... 101 ., • III 
J,.ocn..l,UD._ •••••••. _ •••• ~ ••••••••••••••••• .. 3 • 13 21 
1,2.50--1.4W •• M • hM •• _ ~ _ •• ~ •••• *~. ~ n ••• ~., •• 100 33 .. 22 
1.:oo-.l:ltU ..... * •••• M •• M w,"~ ~~ •• ~ •••• " •• , •• .. .. • 17 
1. 1w.-I,M.~ ••• ~ ••••.• ~~~~ .•• ~~~ ••• ~ .•.• ~. sa .. " .. 
2,00CJ...2.241l_~~. __ •••••• _ ••• _ ••.• _ ••••••••• __ 03 ., \6 2) 
2.2fi0-2.4W .•• ••••• M.M •••• • _ •••••••• u •••••• .. 21 • •• 
~:=::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 7~ ., 13 25 .. 113 • 2) 
4,OOI)-4.9!XI .••••••••••• ~. ~ ••••••••••••••• ~ •• so •• • " 6,000 or ov.r •.•.•. ~~ •••• ~ ••.....•......••. _ .. 30 10 3. 

I DON oot Include profttlll from bwllDeII enWpr1seI o'Wtled aDd opera1e4 bt ramUy 
JDemben. 81le ()I~, Proftts. 

r A Vertijll'f 8ffl bILled on tbe number ot remOles III eeeb c1aA (column 2) • 
• Repttllllmta average aet tDcome from 8OUfOOl othM' &baIl earning,) eJ;cludM actual 

boJlneu 10... Bee Olo..",lllcome. Cit, &lui VilJaKe :raIDU:r: Money Income Ftom 
Ol.ber SOUJoeI. 

0 7 7 1 at 18 10 0 10 I (~ 
0 12 • 0 .. n ,. 0 n • 0 • .. • I .. 10 4 I 14 • (.) , 1\ • • OS I. II 1\ ., • , 
0 , • 0 70 II '8 0 36 • 0 
0 • 0 • ., • 12 0 .. • 0 

l~ 
0 0 .. \3 ., 0 0 0 0 • 0 110 .. • 0 .. .. 0 

o 0 0 , 78 08 • 0 0 0 • I • • 2 '62 OS ... • ... 0 •• 

• 10 
," • '02 ., .. • .. ~ •• 

~ ~ 

0 • • I 083 0 • 0 0 0 478 
0 12 10 a •• ., 10 0 .. 7 • 
• ... .. II '78 110 82 • 28 I • S 

0 • 0 0 .. • .. 0 2) 0 0 • a. u 1\ '82 •• N 0 28 12 a 
0 0 • 1 " .. • 0 • • 6 
0 • • 0 46 8. 11 0 n , 0 
0 • I 0 68 lI3 .. 0 ,. • 0 
0 a 2 0 •• .. so 0 .. • 0 
I G 4 • .'" . as 68 • 31 .. 0 
I I • 0 • 61 72 .. .. 8 a 0 
0 • 1 2 'OIl .. .. 0 ,. .. 26 , • 3 , , .. 77 72 • lI3 111 • • • • 0 "II .. 30 (.) • 18 • 0 • 8 0 ... '10 '10 0 .. .. 0 

• • 4 I 218 48 .25 • .. \0 • • • a I 187 ., 
8' 17 •• .. 1 , , • • 89' ... .. •• 22 " • 0 • • • '" .. ... 0 8G 6 9 

, IUiO (lr JeMl. 
• Data IU'e Dot Jbown bylnl'lCtwe bec:e.ulMl of tbe small number or cues. (See table 7.) 
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TABLB 66.-c!IA.NGB IN YAliU111 or CROPS STORED Alfl) LIVBSTOCK: Number 01 
familia Moi1lfl ""II ...t cIumq. bet_ 1M kgi .... i1lfl <md' oM oj 1M report !I_ 
i" oal ... oj crop. _.d for ..lo or oj 1i ... 1D<k ownod, and arleTllII' amount of IUcI> 
cIumge,' by incc>mo, Pacific farm Bediono, 19115-118 

[Wbite non.relfeI' fam:D.t. that I:nc1ade _husband ani wife. both DatIve-110m) w_ 
"","on CaIlfom!o, ... tbem 

_leo A_ Fam.,.. A_ I'- A ...... .. - ........ ...... - amoun • b_ 
amount 

ofL.. ofL.. ofL.. 
Famlly-inooma dut 

(-) 

j 
e 

I ! I I 
c = e 

! J I ! e ! i i G II 0 0 ~ ~ S S c E S ~ • ... '" " '" i :i i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ '" '" '" '" '" '" (1) (2) (3) (<) (6) (3) (l) (6) (9) (10) (11) !l2l (II) 

N •. N •• Dol. Dol. No. No. Dol. Dol. No. No. Dol. -All ....... olaoIoL •••••••• ... ... ... 1M ,n ... til! '111 10 ,. "'" 2M 

Nll'lt 1oMIw.._. ______ • ___ • 0 

---- --iii- < • .,. 
--i;7- < 1 ... ... 

Noli lncomes.. ____ ••• _ ... 1< • ... ... ... .. It ... ... 
0-,"1. __________ • • ... 2M • • 2M .80 • 1 . .... '300 
~------.---- • '0 ... .. .. I. ... '03 • • ... 1M 6(»-748 ____________ .. ,., .. '''' .. .. ... ... • • 1S1 --,iii '160-t99_~ _________ 87 87 n. rn .. .. '38 '32 • • ... 1,000-1,249. _______ 37 .. ... '<3 TO .. " . '73 • • "" '140 
1.250-1,490 __ • _. __ • .. 13 '87 .. 50 .. '80 ". • • ..... . .... 1.6(10-1,149_ ••• ____ •• • 0 . .. ... .. .. m 220 • • ... '.95 l,71iO-l.M ________ IS .. 01. 21 • .. .. 2< • ... • 1 .,. . ... ..................... 111 • 2M 1IlO .. 12 331 .« • • 303 '125 2,2m-J,499. _______ 11 • 3ff1 ... IS 7 ... '13 , , ... .,.. 
2.m-Z.99IL. _____ 7 7 2711 '33 37 • 828 ... , , ... • 77' 
8,000-3,""' •••••••• • • 61. ,.,. .. 7 "'" ." , • 7M ._----.....,...,... ........ , • oro -'-275- 10 • ~ ... 'I" • • .... ---.--4,000 or over ______ • 2 037 .. • .. .,. 3iI3 • o 2.011 --_ ..... 

t Includes Dilly dUferen08l due to Quantity cl1anps; dltferencea in value due to Drlee eIlanp! ueexclu4ed. 
May iDelude changes resulting from pu.rcbases of livestock made to bulld up lwda or from B8las of llveslooek 
which constituted a de.pletlon of berd8. Data Cot contra! CalUornIa fam,llies are oot shown by income 
because of ,be smnll namber 01 CB.'JN. OttlJese. famlUes" tt bsd net increues in crops stored or liTf'.Stock. 17 
had net decreasea. The &vetage net inCll'lU6 was S6N; the averace net decrease, $l8O. See Glosssr7. Ineome. 
Farm Famny: Crops StorM and Livestock Owned Net Change. 

a A \Pef'Bgl!8 are based on the c::orrespoodin&" counts;t ramrue. bavlD& Det ~ or nat decreasas (damna 
2, a. e. 7, 10, and 1l) • 

• A verap based OD fewer than 3 C&S8II. 
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TAB ... 67._1UltJI .ENT: Number of familia rem;"II ""!I ~ land "" ,Aanr"'" bam. .. .. mber npDrli,.. oal .... of ,10M. rml, and oal .... f produclo paid a< 
&\are rml, bv ._. OregoJl /arm ...uon,' 1986-{1/J 

\WhIte ..... liof ... DlIl.Iha' _de .... _ 0D1I-. be'" .. u ....... ) 

P'&mll_ reo u:!J: hmlllel I'.Dti~ 
aD,. of opera 

A_ 
an, of opera ...... farm em • abUe- farm on • abut--..... _- .... nnt basis' -' ...... -. l'amDy.lnooma olaaI 

~ 
of""" Famlly-inooma dasa 01""" - - (doll"'; ........ '"'" ...... 'Dg pald .. 

AD' 
..... ..... All- - ..... or,.., .... 01_ .... ..... pay. ..... ..... 

(I) II) (I) (e (I) (I) ro (8) (9) (lIJ) 

No. N. No. Dol. No. N . No. Dol. .......... -. .. .., . .. ... 14. 1.2Il1H.M ••. 81 .. 31 ... 
=; = 1,.500-1,149_._ .. .. .. ... 

Net~ __ ~ __ .. .. , '" 1.7M-l,M ___ .. .. .. 3 .. 
Het~ ____ "'4 " ... ... 2,~2,M ___ .. ,. .. ... .. ~ ..... , .. • .,. 

0-,.0. _______ • .. • .... 2,fOO-2.WlL. 11 11 11 .,. SI!O-4ue_. ____ ,. I 10 '''' I.OOO-3.9tIL. 16 .. 14 ... 100-7411 ______ .. 12 '" ... 4,{D)-.ot.SIUIt __ , • , . ~..,. 
11iO-9!i18. _____ Il II .. '07 1.000 or 
lJXJIrl.'(L. .. 17 .. .., OVet. ______ • • 'I . ... 
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TAlILlD 68.-NET INCOMII ANJ) NET LOSSES nOM J'ABMIN'G! N'U~ 0/ familia 
Iwviftg net farm income, number having ml farm loBBUt twMage anwuma reported, 
and awraga net farm m.Dmy incMIU or loues, I btl ifll){)1nC, Pacific- farm u.ctioM, 
19S6-88 

[WhUe 1Wnrelle1' families: that lnolude a husband IUld wife, both naUn-hom} 

Netrarm income (money 
and nonmon.ey) 

Net farm 
"",ney 

Net farm Nettann tneome (money money 
Inoom.- and nomDoney) bk:ome' 

}o'amily-Inoome clBIIS 
(dollars) 

(I) 

Fnmlliell 
baving-

i j 
:£ ~ 
(0) (3) 

! 
(&) 

WASHINGTON 

P'smllI .. 
baving-

i J 
;i i 
(8) (3) 

i a 

I ! 
(10) (11) 

OREGON 

No. No. 1JtJl. Det. 1JgJ. Dol. No;, No. Dot. Dol. lktl. Dol. 
Anlncomaclasses._. ____ ~_ 694 S 1.050 12 700 131 1,7M 33 1.1OS 380 'lOB m 

Netlossat •• _________ _ 
Net1ncome1. ________ _ 

0-249. ____________ _ 
260-4119. __________ _ 
600-749. ________ _ 
76O-t100. __________ _ 

1,000-1,249. ____ • __ 
1,260-1 .. tDlL. ____ _ 
I.~1.7t9 _______ _ 
1.750-J,999. ______ _ 
:,OOO-2,24'!l. _____ ." 
2.2:)0-2,499 •• _____ _ 
2.500-2,QIJD._ • ____ _ 
3,000-3,999. ______ _ 
.. 000 .... ,991'- .• ____ _ 
6,000 or O\fill' _____ • 

• ... 
10 .. .. 

121 
IIi 

87 
eo .. .. ... 
ao 
I • • • 

= 

CALIFORNIA., CENTRAL CALIFORNIA, SOUTHERN 

AlltnoomeotasseL..------yl= .. ~I'i===:.=F',:,; ... ;;;,1 749 1,3}t m "08Ii 125 1,610 3M 1,3M 413 

Netlosses.____________ 0 3 ______ I,8M • _____ 1.962 2 .33 '136 ;.~ i:j8f;- m 
Net tnoome!L ___ ~---_I_ .. -I+_-.+','-... -1 234 1.2)1 1M' 981 92 1.6l3 _""'_ 

6-24IL _________ .__ 6 0 U8 ______ '112 275 '2S 16 139 188 15 ... ... 
'lIT ... 
814 ... 
306 ... 
m 

260-49IL__________ 14 0 298 ._____ 221 168 02 10 'l87 121 182 
500-749.___________ 26 0 406 21S 111 110 Il 433 162 29C 
760 .... 99fL __ .... _______ 36 1 701 -iisi- -i4O ~6 &2 9: MO m tI6 
1.000-1,249 _____ .__ 27 2: 898 .gs &72 136 86 ., 816 3M 692 
].250-1,490 ___ .____ 80 0 ],131 ___ MM. S08 '1" 91 15 931 324 m 
1.MO-l,149________ 26 0 1.338 1.0tS '162 74 10 1,224 190 005 
1.7M-I,999________ :H 0 I, i5I8 1 217 • I T8 & I. H7 81 983-
2,OO6-2,24iL ...... ___ 13 1 l.tH3 -isiQ-l:2:1S JiG 91 2: 1.M7 '382 1.OM 
2.250-2.499 .. ______ 12 0 2.,048 ______ 1.637 _.____ 47 .( 1,t93 263 1.4i46 
2,1100-2,999________ 12 1 1,611 '632 1,681 R 78 ] l.m '297 1._ 
3,1XIO-3.00SL______ 20 0 2,650 ___ .... __ 2,013 IW 80 8 2.603 25G 2.lt2 
4.1XKH-,9Q9________ 9 0 3.8i5 3.008 ______ 88 1 2,.818 IUt 2.~ 
t5.000Of 0VGl"______ 8 0 7,721 7,232 1828 18 1 1.U16 '171 ,. 

"" ... 
m 
"17 .... 

I See Glossary. IncoIIl6, Farm Family. 
• A vorsges artl bMGd on the number of ramlHes haviDl' net tnooma trom (armfUl (oolnm'DII 2: and 8,. 
'AveTages Bnt based on the nomber of famines having nat lessee from fanning (oolI1DlDS 3 and 9). 
"Avorages aro based on the oom'IIpondil!ll.Dwnber or 1&milles bavilll net money lDOOIDe or net mODeT 

IOSS63lromfBI'mtng (tabl&~,--columns landS). 
• Average based on reW&UlIlD Bca.ns. 
• Exclude! l1amll7 Chat reported &ern net farm fnoome. 
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TABLB 69.-7ARM OPI:RATlNG BXPBN1)1TUBlIS: Nutnbtr Df Jamiliu reporting e:tpmdi
tvr .. for .".ci/ied ite7na. and alief'. amounts rqorkd, by income. Pacific farm 
_.191J6-3n 

[W1dte nonrtUertamlllea tl!at Include a husband and wife, both Dative-born] 

sta\e and rawly
lnoome cIaat (dol· 
Ian) 

(1) 

I ! j 
(4) (0) ro (8) (8) 

PAMILIES BAVING :FARM OPERATING EXPENDITURES FOR 
SPECiFIED ITEMS 

Ne. No., Nt}. No. No. No. N.. No. No.. No. Nfl, No. No.. 
All income cla!I!I8I.___ m 147 2M a.'UI 282 MG :m 218 T.3 M8 2tI3 111 MO 

Netloaet. ____ ••. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Nat lneom •• _._ 'I~ _ .. _·-I-_· .. _li_ ... ."..I-... __ I-_ ... _If-'m_I_·18..,.,f-m_l---... __ ""'_1_'_'_'4-_""_ 

H4IL. __ •.•. 10 ., 2 10 ,. a a 0 .. 10 2 2 ., 
2Sl)-.4,QI;I •• ____ • 4! 1& & 37 8 a7 8 8 IS 31 II 9 33 
500-741"-. __ •. flO 31 26 82 W 19 30 15 31 81 31 31 64 
7,so..gogg .• ___ •• Bl1 ~ 41 IG! 46 01 41 15 .. 110 48 ~ ., 
}.OOO-I,I(9.... 116 eo 44 log U 116 41 45 39 log "' 16 us 
1.230-1.IIIIL._ 88 47 36 .so 29 e6 H IS 3ft, 81 34 It '1& 
l.!OO-l.749 ••• _ eo 29 26 58 Z1 f1 2IS 11 2S 5G ~ ,. 46 
1.7."'O .... I,m .. __ t;(j r1 18 t8 23 46 25 11 21 U 21 9 36 
2,OOG-t.24iL.. as lD 17 28 20 28 11 11 15 33 18 3. 29 
~2,'OG._.. 2i 16 11 2S lO 22 10 1,( 10 23 7 a 21 
2.MIO-2,M.... so 22 11 !N 18 2B 13 12 17 2D It " 25 
3.000-3,9'IIU. __ . 13 Ii 8 16 ellS a 8 111 10 1 13-
4,(lOO-{,a99 .••. 6.(1. a.5 21 Ii G -I 05 
6,000 OfOV8T.. a 7 3: 8 8 7 a & 6 8 " 1 8 

AVERAGE' EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

See footnote. at end of table. 
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T ABLl'l 69.-1''''''' O..., .... TDfG 1OXPZND1'l'l1BE8: Number '" ftmtUiu rqoning_endi
tur .. 1M rpedjie4 iUmo. t>nd _ago G7IWU1II3 reporl<tl. by income, Pacific farm 
,,_. 19S5-86-Continued 

tWhl&e nomelIeffemllil!l5 u.& IneJDde al:msblDd m4 wife. both DSthe-btKD] 

~! 2 - :;l lo " i: 
~ ~ b ... 

]1 8 li li. -&;l 
Jf § - ~ ~J "I: e! St8.te ad. famlly- 0'2 a c~ §.s 

~! a - • ~ 
,;; ia mcome eM (dol-

l f 
II o- S -", .... ) .s '" s f eli ! 2~ " ::11 c 

s~ 1 ! f 1 IS ! S _A U 
~.!l ;§ .!l II 5 

III m ::! ., .. '" 0 

(1) (2) {3) (4) {3) CO) (7) (8) (OJ (10) (1I) (l2) (13) (If) 

FAMILIES RAVING FARM OPERATING EXPENDITURES FOB 
SPECIFIED ITEMS 

.....,w 
No. N •. N"~ N •. N •• N •• N •• N •. N,. N •• N •. No. AlIlneome clasgeL ___ L"'" I .... '1f6 1.822 610 1.234 ... ,.. 

"'" I .... .... ... 1,185 
Net 1cssaI ________ 10 • • 7 4 • • " • • 4 • • Net; Incomes _____ LTiO .. "'" 743 315 ... 228 ... ,.. .,. 1,518 "" ... 1.'76 

8-2019 _______ c-;;- '4 n .. 6 14 • 12 7 18 12 4 U 260-499 _______ . '" 74 .. .. .. 79 .. .. .., III .. 2ft .. 600-74IL _____ 24. ... III .... .. '50 '07 .. .. '96 .. .. ,.. 
750-999. ______ 

267 "" '" 209 .. "'" '" '00 .. ... "" .. ... 
1,000-1.249 ____ "'" ... '00 , .. III ... 137 .. '" ... ... ., '7 • J,254)-l,tW ___ ,.,. ,.. .. .62 .. '32 1117 .. 70 171 1Il2 III "'" l.soo-l,749 __ ... 1t7 70 ... 74 , .. 'OJ '" 70 , .. 81 .. 13 • 
1.1ro-l.9!KL_ 125 '07 .. .. 0' 17 81 70 .. '05 OJ .. .. 2.000-2,2oW ___ .. 74 III .. .. III 47 .. .. 76 .. •• El 
2.l5O-2.49SL_ .. .. .. .. .. .. 37 .. '" .. J1 .. .. 
2.500-2.'99IL_ .. SO '" 47 J1 .. .. .. .. III .. 17 .. 
1.000-3,9IKt. __ 77 n .. 6' •• .. '" .. .. 74 .. 21 .. 
4.l)OO-4._ •• _. 1. ,t 11 15 ,. ,. 17 .. • '7 .. • .. 
s.ooo or ovet_ ZI .. ,. .. .. " 18 .. II .. 12 • 17 

A VERAGK tI EXPENDITURES rOB SPECIFIED lTElrfB 

Dol. Dol. DoL -. Del. IJo/. -. Dol. Dol. -. IJo/. -. -AUlDcomec1ueles ____ 927 ,.. .. .4. Ie lB .. 51 '" ff1 .. 67 .. 
Net losseL _______ 

3,.474 2.!"" '" 171 '" ... ... 17. .. .. ... •• , .. Net bumIuIl _____ t .. ... .. '41 •• , . .. .. '" ff1 .. .. SO 
<l_m •• ___ 1,&14 ... .68 '83 .. , . II! .. .. so .. 114 71 ........ _-- "" "" .. .. .. 21 .. .. ,. !II .. II .. .500-141) ______ 

51" m '" 7. 11 U '" .. .. .. .. 47 .. 
160-Q9IL _____ • '"'" l2II .. .. • .. •• • ,. .. ... .. .. 
1.001)-1,249. _ 047 '40 .. ... • , . .. 33 ,. 70 .. $I .. 
1.250-1,-499 .... 811 ",. 6. '"' 12 .. 0' .. 27 7. .. 47 50 
1.15t»-1,i49 .. _. flZ1 ... ., u • n 17 33 .. • 71 El n .. 
1.7.50-1.99SL .. ..7 2S7 .. no ,. .. .. .. .. .. '" 

., .. 
2.00I'I-2.249 __ ~ 121 iIOO S7 )OJ '" .. .. 58 .. .. ., .. .. 
2.28O-2.4W ___ 1,411 ... ., , .. 2ft .. .. .. .. ,as .. OJ .. 
2.500-19911.._ I.'" m ., 

"'" .. • 1<7 • 04 " ... 'IB .. 116 ~a.. ___ 
:~ 837 '01 "'" lID .. ... 1M 76 '88 ... .. ... 

4._-1.9"1._ t~ 
, .... 17 ... .. .. .23 '\13 76 ... 'IS ... , .. 

.. orOHl' __ ..... 271 ... .. iii lI07 300 17 3M "'" ... 211 

See footnote. at end of table.. 
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TABLE 69.-FAUli OPER.\TlNG EXPENDITURES: Number oJfamiIiu r~porlingezpendi
tures for specified items, and Q,fJeTag6 amount. reported, by income, Pacific farm 
.eelioM, 193/i-S8-Continucd 

(WhIte nonrellef Fam1Ues that tnclul'fe a hu.!b6Dd and wife. both native-bon!) 

U ! ~ ~ 
~ i! .§ I: ... 

I 
~ . § . S! • 

"'6 " § a - ~ "'~ d State and ramnr~ - ,; " .~ " ';.9 
Iccome o.1ou (dol· ~~ ~ t I 

j ! .- f~ ." .!i .... ) ::a .. f .~ ... ..::! "'. ~lt :g ! 1 -= 
i.e ! J -'" ~8. • ,e ~ 

== 
::l :o! 0 &! .. .:l .. 0 

(I) (2) (3) (') (0) (e) (7) (8J (O) ('0) (11) (12) (13) (14) 

FAMILIES BAVING FARM OPERATING EXPENDITURES 
FOR SPEOIFlED ITEMS 

CAUroaNU, aMtBIlL 
No. N •. N •. N .. No. No. N .. N+~~N" N •. N •. No. 

Alitnoomea!usee ___ ... 21G os '711 .. 160 ..7 176 243 '71 .. , .. 
~tlo .. L. __ ... • • • • • 2 • • • • • ~ • Nei lnoom ... __ ... .,. .. • 14 .. ". ... 1'1& ~O 126 .. , .. 

O-,.g. ___ ... __ • 'a • 'a • , • • I • 
-. • '---; 250-499. ____ •• 1 • 7 10 • 10 , • • " • 1 • t.OO-7.' __ . ___ . .. ,. • 14 • 11 " 17 • 2' 15 7 , . 

150 .... 9il;L . _ . _ . " .. 1< .. .. .. .. ,. ,. 3. ,. 11 .. 
1,(100..1,"\1 ___ • .. 21 .. .. • ,. .. .. .. .. 13 • '7 
1.250-1,40\1 _." .. .. , . .. .. •• 18 .. 13 3. 16 • .. 
1.iIOO-l.NIL • 311 .. • 1. • " 17 .7 • '" • • ,. 
1.7M-I,M .•.• .. .. • 17 • 11 10 18 13 .. .. • 17 
2.Wl-2,2-l9 ...• " n 1 I. • I. • •• • I. • • 12 
2,2f,().2..90 .••• II • • • • • • • • II 8 • 7 
2.MIO-2.,OW •••• IS 11 • • , 10 • • • .. 1 I • 3.000-3.WD .... '" I' 11 • • I. I< ,. 7 .. 11 • 17 
•• 00000.M .•.. • • • • • • • • • • • • , 
a.OOO OUWOf .• • • • • • 7 • 8 • • • • • 

AVERAGE 'EXPENDITURES FOR SPROUIED ITEMS 

D<I. Dol. Do!. Dol. Dol. Dol. D<1. Dol. Dol. Dol. I Dol. Dol. Dol. 
Alllnoom.etaase.s _ .. 1.812 "" .. ... .. 70 115 1 .. 38 1M U6 .. ... 

3;U6 = = = "7.0 Net losse.1: .••..... OM • .. :zoo ... 670 • '" m • 100 
Netlnoom. " ~7lI3 ... • 00 ..., ., .. III ... .. . .. 118 ,. ... 

Q.-24V ••••.••• I.M3 ,.. ,78 ... 1 •• .. '" >to .. ·70 SO 7e 
~!HW._ •..•. "" , .. .. ... • .. 31 ... 8' .. .. .. .,. 
300-7ii ....... ... 7' ,. m 8 16 .. .. • 73 .. " SO 
?!IO-OIiO ••.• _ 1.1M ,... , .. 11. • sa .. .. .. '30 .. I .. lU 
1.000-1.2"9 .••• I .... .., 208 "'" 7 38 78 147 .. B3 113 101 .. 
1.:l.-'>O-!.'W •••• I.Z.!2 ... 137 110 II 07 to J(16 .. '43 !l2 14 "2 !.000-1,149 .•• _ ~ ... 437 ., ... I' 121 .. .46 .. 100 .. 100 '711 
1.1.ID-l,00II .... 2, .'" "6 .. 217 •• '" '28 182 32 '" 121 .. ., . 
2.fXl)-.a,2W ~",n l/JI3 .. ... • .. .. B3 52 ... 133 54 .. 
2,,:15O-2,4W_ . ~"8 ... .. ." 17 .. 8D2 ... .. 113 7f .. ISO 
2,fiOO..-2JIUQ .. i.807 <OIl .. ... 70 iI7 .. .. .. , ... '02 ,. ... 
3,fro-l.W!:! .. un ... 128 OIl .. 108 I" ... 311 ... .. , .. .. , 
... OIlt}-..... 9'N .•. ~ ... ...... • lOS 1 .. II. ... , .. 'I ... 2M • SOD 
a.,OOOuro\"N' . 9.017 ~ ... 100 I" ... ... ... 723 .. ... .... .." 1,7~ 

1 

Sl"(' tootnn-f'M at end ot table. 
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TABLE 69.-:rARM OPJIBA.TDfG ltXPENDlT'UllE8: Number oj /tJ11Hliu reporting expendi
tUTU 1M ~cifotd mfM, and fZPt':rage af1l.Otlf'iU reporid, bu ineome, PaeiJic /Mm 
H<ii<mo, 11/S5-S6-Continued 

IWbltAo.....net_ .... lDcIude. h_ aDd _ he" _"""'I 

h ! - :!! " 
..., 

~ ~ i 8 ~ 
Q : 

:g~ c. . 
&~ e n • "'II .! 0", ,. e ~1 ~i 

Co 
~ g~ ·0 

State and fatnfiy In· E - • • ~ • ,,!;;; ~a - i .s .!l comedass (dollars) .i! ~ .r eli ~= 
-;;; 

-: i '" • i -. ~& ! ~ 1 1 ;; -0 • _A 
:il~ '" a.-o· > Z 2 • .s 5 z ;; :s • 0: .!l .. - .. ... .. 0 " " 0 

nJ (2l (3) (I) (6) (Ol ·m - (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 'H) 

FAMILIES RA VINO FARM OPERA. TING EXPENDlTUBES 
FOR 8PBCInED ITEMS 

.,.,....,.. .. 
SO"""""" N .. N .. N •. N .. N •. N .. No. N •. N •. N •. No. N •. N •. AIllncomeclales: ____ I. ... ... W! n3 ... ... ... 1181 2B1 I."'" ... 1U1 .. "'" 

Net loMaL ______ .. Z1 1 .. 23 21 '" .. • 33 .. • .. 
Net~ ____ I. .... "" , .. .. , ..., ... "" ... ... .."", m 1Dl .. .. , 

3-249 _______ .. .. • .. .. I • '" .. H .. .. • .. 2liO-4"" _______ ... .. .. 53 .. .. 71 23 12 as .. • .. .500-74Q _______ .. .. 13 7. 3' <7 .. .. .. III .. .. .. 16I)..99fil. ______ ,01 .. 11 n ., 
'" .. 57 .. .. .. '" .. 1.000-1. ___ .. .. .. .. .. eo .. .. .. .. .. 7 ... 

l~l.fQlSt __ "" 77 IS 11) .. .. .. 67 .. I.' os 11 ,00 
1.000-1,149 ___ .. .. .. .. .. .. '" .. .. .. .. .. .. 
1.76G-I.fMMt __ .. .. 7 .. .. .. .. .. Z! .. .. • .. 
2.00}.2.~it __ .. 1< • 57 ., 57 ., ... 2! ... 57 • .. 
2.250-7,..{99 ___ $I 43 7 .. '" 33 .. 31 ,. Il ., • '" 2,t.OO-2,99iL __ 79 Of • .. .. HI 43 56 Z! 79 .. • ,. 
3.(Q)....3:,.m ___ so .. .. 31 .. .. .. ., 

'" .. .. • .. 
4.OC(I-f.M __ .. 31 • 22 21 .. .. .. • 54 .. • 34 
.5,0000: 0Rr __ .. 50 I .. .. .. 47 $I 17 .. II • .. 

AVERAGE' EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

Dol. lJoI. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. DoL Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
An Incomeclules ____ I. ... ... .. OlD , .. .. 71 .. Zl 18B ... as ... 

Netlo!Bes ________ g: ... 123 376 taO 21 , .. '33 .. , .. 30t 10' ... Net .l1lCOlDfII. _____ ... .. ... .40 If 70 31 .. 180 2M .. ... 
0.. _________ 1.217 ... 31 01' .. • .. .7 01 'n "0 43 ... 25O-ttIO ____ I. .... , .. '" ,., .. .. ... .. ,. '07 130 12 "'" 600-14~ ______ ,,'43 ... 22 ... .. .. .. .. •• '01 "'" 22 ,.. 
7~998 _______ 1. .. 7 122 '0 , .. ... .. .. 71 23 137 "7 ,S "'. J.«O-l •. HL __ '.256 '62 .. '&1 '01 31 .. 75 17 '33 m '" 311 
1.250-1,4.9'<L __ ..... ... 07 (0' 112 .. 57 .. 21 ,<0 187 .. ,.. 
1.tm-I,140 ____ ..... ... .. 283 ... .. '" .. • • '49 ... .. ... 
1.1S6-J,9Qg __ .. .,. lSI .. , .. .. .. .. .. ,. ... %l1 22 .... 
2.«l'-Uf9. __ ..... ,.. 17 '14 '76 .. '" 70 ., 

"" 311 '" ... 
~2.m __ 7,010 3M 31 ... ,:10 ... .. ., .. , .. .,. .. <77 
2..500-2,WO __ 

~~ 
... 30 '83 ",. .. .. .. , . • 11 ... • .,. 

l,t:0J-3-.M.. ___ f79 ... 341 "" .. n. m .. ... toO .. ... 
4.OOl-4.9IIL __ ..... 8M .. "9 221 .. n '31 , . 35' ... 33 714 
6.000 « 0'91Ir __ .. 317 ..... ,. ... ... 107 ... ..< .. ... 077 ... I."" 
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T A.BLZ 70.-NONJlONBY INCO.& 7ROJlI'AlW-i'tnUlISBBD GOODS: Number 0/ familia 
haoJng farm-furnished fuel or _ _ food protl_. cmd _age """_ ,_me reuived from farm-furnished 110 .... "11. food, cmd fuel cmd olher fIOfIjootl 
products, by income, Pacificfarm .. "' ...... 1985-$6 

{White rumraUef lamDJe& tbat inclwle. a husband and wtte. both native-borD] -
"''' A verap I b0Dm01lOY 

..,,, 
"g ". Average' noDmoney 

II lncome from farm~ DO mcome from farm· "'''' fornisbed prod- ~!1. furnished prod-.......- .., ...... 
n s'" 

~ .!~ ;, 
FamHr typo and Income 8" g" .... ~a 

~g 
~~ 

"" ~~ ~~ .0 

U ~'" .:Ill - .lill ;;e 

t ij f 
",0. 

I j~ ~ 
",0. 

~'" • ~'" 

! <iii =0 ~ '" .. § 
;;j 0 !~ ';j 0 £ 0 .. .. - III .. III .. 

(') (2) (3) (4) (0) (6) (7) (8) (8) (10) (Ill (12) 13) 

WASHINGTON OREGON 

No. N •• Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. No. N •. Dol. Dol. Dol . Dol. All t7J)tI9 _.' ____ ~ ____________ .. , .58 ~ 11' ... 22 . ,.. 1,103 ... 121 '" .. 
=:' ~ Net lcSIBI. _________ .o ___ • • ,. • '" '00 "" " Not lDoomGI _______ • ____ • 09' ... ~ l!2 "3 22 ~ ' .... ... '21 ... .. 

....................... • 0 • ",. .. I ]3% til .. .. ... .. ,7< 27 
C.'iO-Sf9lt ____________ .. II ... 78 '''' 20 ,,.. .. "'" 81 '" , . 
~41L. ___________ OIl .. on 110 ". 23 .. , '38 ... 80 ... 20 1700-1:99II. ___ • ________ '2' .. ... OS , .. 22 ... '86 ... .. ... .. 
'I.COD-ll.~~_ ._ •••••• 110 .. ... .. ,.,. .. 26' 178 ... , .. 3M .. 
II,26t)..$l,411t ••• - ----- .. II 8M '26 .. 0 .. ... 112 ... '21 ... 22 

1,!OO-ll,14it ••. ______ .. SO S7II '21 '" " ,8< 1lI .. , '34 '0' .. 
11,7"1,900. __ •.. __ • ro .. ... .M ... .. ... .. 06' "" ... :is 
I2.QOO-I:2,'J.49. ___ • ___ • •• .. .M '46 , .. .. .. .. "' . ... m 27 
S2,2M-$2,499_ •• _ ••••• •• ,. 

"0 '" 2M .. .. .. 8<, '''' ... 30 
t2,&100-$2, DOD. _ •.•• _ •• SO ,. m , .. .,. .. .. .. II2J! , .. ... 30 ..... :t1:' ............ .. , 623 "" ... , . rr .. ... 207 ... .. 
.. , .DIIU ••••••• ~. • • ... :m ... ,. ,. 14 ... IS. ... " 16.000 or ovor _ •••• _ •• S • ... "'" 

,.. '0 22 ,. ... 3,. ... 42 
= Type 1. __ ._ ... _____ .•• __ ,., '20 ... 110 , .. .. .., 

28' ." 118 '" 22 
TypM 2' and 3 _____ •.•• _. .. , OJ ... '0' , .. ,. ... ... ... 120 ... .. 
T)'J)(lS' and 6 •• ___ .••••• >to , .. 3M 112 '" .. .,. ... ... '23 ." .. 
T~'p080and 7 •• _ •. _. ___ ~ .. .. ... , .. m " 200 110 817 117 '" " Type! 8 ad 9. __ •....•• _ SO .. ... 118 ... .. ,. .. 121 '32 ... .. 

OALIJ'ORNIA, OENTRAL OALIJ'ORNIA, SOUTHERN' 

AD types _____ • _______ ••.••• _ ,.. .. I ... '''I'MI IS 1.115 COO 1m i "'_L .. • = c::==-=, ~i--
Net tOS/llBl ___ •••• ___ . __ •• J I ... 115 22S 17 .. 13126711~ 88 .. 
Net !nOOUHW. ____ ••••• _ ... ... ., ... ~~--2!. ..... 393 323 219 95 • _ ........ _ ..... • • 3« 151 187 6 .. ~ ... I"fu" .... -U 

l'.!-.or,o....fJn8 _ • ___ •••.••• _ Il • 181 111 G7 a 72 29 lQ1) Ii8 S3 II 

==::::::::::::: .. 11 ... .. ,.. , . .. .. """ '27 III " ., '8 "" 126 '70 Ii 101 .. "'" ,., os 12 .,.:::t.,. ..... --- .. .. '0 m .. , .. .. .. • • ... , .. 1lI 12 
'l,~ 1.figQ. __ ••..•• .. , . m , .. , .. I. , .. .. .,. IS' so B 
t,5OO-I-l,74i __ • __ •• -_ .. • ... .,. '32 , .. 23 81' '86 11 • B 

I, 7r0.41,OOO._ ••••.• _ .. .. 337 ... , .. .. os .. all ,.. 10' 8 
S2.()00..41, 24IL ~ _ ••• __ .. I "'" ". m .. .. .. ... '" III 11 
$2.2.~t4Qi •• _ ••• __ • II 1 <I. lSI ... • ., 

" "'" ... 100 • b,6ilI)-J:l,M •• ___ •• ~. " • ... '" , .. 11 110 .. ... .. , .. , 
$S.~m _____ ... _ .. • .,. ... , .. • .. ,. ... ... ,. • U.IX"0-$4,M ••••••••. • • ... ... , .. .. .. • ... ... \XI • -.000(11' over_ •. _ ••• ~ I • .... ... , .. .. .. 18 ... ... .. , 

Typo 1 .. __ •.••.•. ~ .• _ .• _ ,. .. ... F,;o , .. .. m ==t;7!m ... ·ro' • 
~:=~~::~:=::::: .. .. ... '40 ..0 11 223 '" 1.18 :m '0' I ,. .. .. ... , .. ... I 17 ... 181 3U 231 tOO 10 
'J'yPN 4 and 7. __ • ___ ... _ Sl • ... I!, ,... I. .. ~l ttt m 174 12 
Ty~8andV. __ ••• _ •••• II • ... '" 26' II .. · ... _ lOS 12 
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TULIJ 71.-AVERAGE QUAN'I'lTIES OJ' FARH-J'URNIsBlllD roOD: Atlm"tlgS 1 quantitia 
oj specifie4 jooth home-produced j",. jamill! "", by jamilylllP' and ;nc.me, Pacific 
jarm._, 19S6-86 

fWhite nomelfel familiOl that b:Jclade a bnsband and wl~ both native-born] 

Washington 0 ...... 

FnmUy typo I and income 1: s 

I ..... (doIUm) 
8 i a s i I! 
~ Ii i! j ,!! a l! ! ~ 0 

~ ~ d '" .. .. 0 '" .. 
(') (2) (3) (~ (5) (0) (?) (3) (0) (10) (11) (12) (10) 

- --------
Gal. Gal. DoL ND. Lb. Lb. Bu. OaJ. 0.1. Do,. No. Lb. .;\11 t~ ________________ ... ., 1<. .. 117 '22 20 ... '" 135 

NnIGSSel _________ . __ .. -.-.- ----- ---- ---_ . -122" '.7 18 , .. 
Net Incomes _______ 24. '¥1 142 .. Il7 .. ... .., ... -------- -07 0-4.99 __________ 

'83 I • .. .. • 8 .. 1<0 2O . .. liOO-99!L .. ______ 221 .. ... OS .. .00 18 2'. M 113 
1.000-1,490 _____ 24. ,. ". .. 133 1I. :n 2M 41 ." 1,~1.m. ____ 276 .. 16' .. .20 122 20 ... ., m 2,CXl1-2,DW _____ 286 34 1M .. 127 L" .. ... 4 • ... 
8.000orovm' ___ 3<0 .. 226 51 "8 ... .. ... .. ... 

Famtly tfP61 _________ '64 .. 122 .. .. 80 " 1(0 80 ... 
N~t losses _________ 

----- ---- .. -i220 ·-28- --M- 0 ___ - ----- 11" '0 ,09 Net ineomflS _______ '04 '" 80 .. '''' .. '02 -- r-;-;- --Z! 0--49Q. ________ 
137 ,. .. " 50 2' .. .. liOIJ-009 •••• ____ ". 23 '" 24 .. 111 .. .30 " !l7 1,0110-1,490. ____ ..,. 

"" '38 SO '23 9' .9 '03 34 1I5 1.500-1,000 _____ 
'83 •• m .. eo .. 12 , .. .. 'M 2.OIlO-2.m. ____ '8' .. '5 • 20 " , .. .. '9' .. .. 

3,OOOOl' over ___ W 13 '43 .. 228 ... ,. 177 19 110 

Famlly Cypn 2 and '-_ ... 2' ... .. .Of .. 18 ... .., ,>2 
Net lossea _________ _._- . -m- -iOt- --ii- 2" 28 8' Not Inannes ______ ... :n .. 18 2M .. ... 

G-4S1t __________ 
16' .. 76 17 go .. r..- ... as "" ~O()-t""L _____ •• ... H ... 27 88 .. 11 "'" .., , .. 

l,006-1.4!Kl. ____ 237 22 '38 28 OS ... .. 251 .. '22 1,IiI)J-Lm. ____ 2<6 .. ... 20 , .. no 16 2S3 .. , .. 
2,00Q-2,9gIL ____ ... 28 '20 28 ... .. .. ,.., .. '6' 8,000 Of over. __ , .. .. 34' '" 316 .., 11 '¥IS .. '42 

J'amll¥ types, and L_ 206 30 '44 .. '36 131 .. .. , .. ,<1 
Net 10SSGl _______ -.--- ---_. . ---- ----- .. _.- --.-- .. __ . ' 0' '0 •• Ne& iDcomeL ______ 

206 .. ... .. ... .., 
22 267 .. '(1 

~---------- ". ,s UIl 23 ... .. .. '97 32 "0 51:11J..i191J_. ______ 
226 .. 13l 23 OS '03 22 233 36 ll< 

1,000-1,4911'. ____ 267 32 '36 .. ... '16 ,t ,.. .. 130 
l,~1.m. ____ ... 27 ... '" ... '20 .. """ 58 , .. 
2,00G--2.9119 _____ ... '" ... .. 14' '83 23 ,., 51 , .. 
8.000 or over __ 330 51 226 SO '20 ... .. 3.' ." '30 

ramOJ types G and 7 __ m SO 187 '" 14. ... .. 380 .. 181 
Net 1011e1 ___ ~ _____ 

----- ----- --.-- -_ .. - T ____ ----- .,.. -to ... Net Incomes ______ • OM .. "" ··as' 140 ... .. 380 .. ... 
1)-490 __________ ... ao ... 20 200 ... .. 200 • sa 61.'I0-095I: ___ M. ___ 371 ao 1M .. go ... .. 337 .. '60 1.000-1.490 _____ 288 .8 '00 28 163 .'" 28 as, .. ". l,l'iOO-l,SIW. ____ ... 0lI 231 .. .. ... 20 .,. .. "'" 2,ooo--2,SIW _____ ... 50 '00 .. '04 ... .. 372 .. ... 
8,000 or over. __ ... ... 228 .. ... ... .. ... 72 ... 

FamllyIfpeoS .. dt .. ... 80 ... .. 177 , .. .. . .. 50 , .. 
I A V8T8«M ate baled on tbe number o1lamfUee in each elass (table 81. column 2). 
t For description of tamUy types:see OIasler7. :Family Type. 
I A vuace based on ie'Mlr tb.m a cu& 

.. ',& .. .. .. 1811 

22 III .. 1<, .. '110 .. 209 
'0 ... .. ... 
28 1ll .. 0 
28 '12 .. .. 
27 97 
32 • 63 .. . , 
SO 182 
M 100 .. '67 .. 12 .. '68 ,. 14. .. " . 
'" .78 .. , .. .. 172 .. 171 .. 1 .. 

•• '0 
so , .. 
28 '70 .. '66 ,. 21M .. "" .. 254 

'" 180 .. 303 

'13' 20' .. ... .. '02 .. 11>, .. 2M •• ... .. ... .. "" .. ... 

i 
§ a 

= ~ '" 0 .. 
(I') (.5) 

U. Bu. lI' la 

82 • 
'" 13 ., , . 
'" 

,. , .. .. 
'" .. 
IfiB ,. 
227 16 .. • 

OS • .. • .. • .. • .. , . .. , . .. '0 .. • 
lI. n .. T 
111 n .. ,. .. 11 

OS 11 
1I8 11 
.48 11 
:m 13 

'IB .. 
'0 -s 
US .. 
78 .. .. .. 

,0< .. 
137 .. , .. " ". 11 

.75 .. ... ... 
170 .. 
•• , . 

'0'1 .. 
"13 .. , .. 20 
218 ,& 
fl • .. 
"" .. 
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TADLB 72.-J'AJIILT TYPB: NUmOM1 percml4ge ditlribution, OM anra~ .iN oj 
lamili,., by familylllP' and "'1,", .I6luo, Padfic/_ oe&l''''''' 19_6 

[White rrunmes that include!' a husband and wile, both 118ttve-bornl 

Stote end family 
typel No. All 

= = 
1. 113 100 

37lI 34 
'OIl 10 

'" ,. 
801 77 

"" • .. • .. • 23 ro' • 

= 
U8 
1" 
atl2 ao. .... u. 
&20 
7." 
U. 
0.61 

Aver... ""'. .... 
und.,. .... 

.,. 
'--rOO" 

"00 .2Il 
1.82 .. ,. .... .... 

AvM'_ ... .-
""" ,. '" 
older .. 

... 
---[~-

US 
---i"oo' 

&36 
u • 

All 

'OIl 
37 
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18 
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'00 .. • I .. 
18 • I. • • 
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'''00 

Aver
a .. ""'. .. .. 
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16 or 
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".-_ .... .-._----
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uo 
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TuLlO 73.-.. AlIILY ""KBlI:BB ,. OR OLI>1:R: A_ I ... ,,,,,- o! family membn. o! 
rpeciji<l1. .. lal;"""h,,, to husband rmd wi!_ in r""f rmd DDMel .. , ,amiliu, by _ 
rmd !amill/lype, Paciji<;!anra oed;""", 19S5-S8 

(WhIte.famfUes that fnclude. busband and wife. boUI utive-bomJ 

.All mem.ber8 Sons and - Otherre1al.f:ves PetMDSDot da_ 
..wed 8",,,, __ 

type No. ..... .. or ,..20 "or 1&-.. .... IM11 "or 1 .... "or oIdar ...... ...... ...... older 

(l) 00 ($) (<) (6) (6) (7) (II) (9) ClO) ell} 

w ............ 

I~ Nu~ iNa!"", N.,!,~ f.v~-N ...... - Hum"" Nftmber Numbtr 
....... clJled i>POL. 1." .... 1." •. 00 .... ..06 ~) ('J 

4.. ____________ ... .20 .04 • 12 ... • 1 • ... . .. .. .. 'a .. 5 ______________ 1..11 ... 1.36 ... ... • 1 • . .. . .. .., 
'1 _______________ 1.11 .J< 1." ... ... ... ... ... . .. ... 8 _______________ .... . .. 2.91 .'r1 ... ... .00 .1' . .. .00 1L _____________ 2.3, ... .... .OS ... .00 .Ii .OS . .. .00 

OUOOII 

""~\ypOL. ~'!. ... 1.22 .11 .00 • J< . .. .rr; ('J . .. 
f _______________ .... ... .S< • 13 ... • 16 ... .m .. , ('J 1 ______________ 1.43 ... Las .rr; ... • 17 . .. .m . .. .. , 1 _____________ 1.151 .10 1." • OS ... ... ... ... .., .OJ 8 _______________ 

"62 ... .... • 31 ... ... ... . .. . .. ... ........... _ .... U8 .31 .. ., • 17 ... .m .07 .07 .00 ... 
......,BRIA. 

<>.BllTUL 

A1'-... ....... 1.31 ... U6 • 10 .00 . m ... ... ... . .. 
C .•. _ •.....•.. ... ... ... .11 .00 • 00 . .. ... . .. . .. fL _________ _____ I." ... 1.3. ... . .. ... ... . I • . .. ... 7 _______________ 

'.76 .11 1.76 ... ... • 11 ... ... . .. .00 8. ______________ .... ... 2.78 ... ... .00 .n .00 .00 ... iL ____________ '<'00 .... ..... '.00 '.00 '.00 '." '.00 '.00 '.00 

c.uJJ'OlLlfJ'A, '0_ 
AI1_",-__ "'1 ... US . .11 ... ... .OS .m .00 .0' 

4.~ ____ •• __ . ___ . 
1." ... .... .11 .00 ... ... ... .00 .., -5 _______________ I." ... 1.19 ... .00 • 20 .... .. , .00 .00 7 _______________ 1." ... 1." ... .00 .. , ... .m .00 .00 8.. ______________ '.00 ... .... .21 .00 .1' ... ... .00 .00 .. _--------- .... . .. .... ... .00 .00 .00 .00 .00 .00 
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TARLJI 74.--CC>MP08ITION or J'AMlLIIIB OP BAClf TTPB: Number and perctntage 
di.tn.miMl of rdilf and """rdi.llami/i •• wilAi" <a<A family j1lP<. by ""mil.,. of 
_mbor ... "d.,. 16 and 16 or older. PacificfaNn __ .19_11 

[White famillea; tbat fDelode $ busban4 and wtfe, both natf'l18-bDl'Dl 

FlUnl1y 7rE: And: OOlI1po11Jttlon (If Penom: t Waohlng- 0 ..... CalUornla, C81lforDia. 
'luniUu nolu4od to eeeb type I ton oentlal soulbern 

(!) 00 (3) (<) (51 (8) (7) (8) (9) (10) 

--,-- 1--
No_ ""- 1'<1. No. 1'<1. No. Pd. No. M. 

Type I: Bwband MId wlteonly.~_. ___ . • 211 100 ... lOll 80 'OIl ... '00 Type:iil: 1 (lhlld under 1111.. ______________ • 100 100 ... 'OIl .. lOll 113 100 Type 8: 2cblldreD. UIldetlO _________ •• __ • 81! 100 IB8 100 .. 100 II. 100 
= = T7P6 f~ 1 'P8I"SOIl 10 or older with 01 

WUJlout 1 01-_ person,. ~_ ot ap. - "00- ____ 0 ________ • __________ • ____ .or' 200 100 ... 100 .. 100 ... 100 
CombmationO-L.u ___________ . ____ • 1 .. 31 ... ., .. 37 J52 .. CombiDlLtlan &-2. •• _____ ••• __ . ____ ._ • ., ,. I.' " 10 .. .. .. 
Combina~0I1l_1. _______ • _______ ._._ • •• .. ". .. 1& .. .. " = Tyr;;: 5:- 1 ebtld under 13, J penon Ie or 

o or, and. 1 or J others, regardless of 
00 100 (') 819_ • _______ ••• _.-. --- ----. --.----.-- ."'. 100 I .. .. , .. 100 

CombtnatlGn 1-1... ___ .. __ F ••• _ ••• • .. .. .. 
.. 8 ~ Z1 .. 

COlubhuIUon 1-3 •• ___ .• ______ -_._._. • • • .. IS I • • Combination "'1. ____ ' •• ____ -- _ -__ ._ • .. 31 .. 
'" 7 

.. ., 
Combination .. 2 __ • _______ . -- .. --.- • ,. .. '" W 

17 I. 
CombinaUon 3-l.. - .---- ----... -.- • " 14 .. 16 

~ = 
'r}'pe e: lor' ahlldrnn under HL_ ---- aor. .. 100 " . 100 .. 100 

.- CambllUl.tton 3--0 .. __ , ___ • • 17 .. .. .. .. 13 ComblnaUon H_. __ . ___ ._+ •• __ •• _._ • 17 .. .. 
• 17 

18 '" 
TyJ'lEl 'f; 1 -chIld undl'f IS and -4 01' & 

70f8 .. 100 100 (0) olhem.1'Cprd.less of a![e ____ . --_._-- 114 8 .. (') 

Comblnntlon 1-4 ___ •••. __ 7 • ---. 3 • I ~) • 
~ 

OombhmUon 1-6. ___ • ______ ---_. S • • • • • • Combtnat.lon 2-8 .. __ .. .. -..... 7 ,. 
'" • S I 

ID 

3 
Combttll\Uon 1-4 _____ - --- S 2 • • • • I 
CombjnaUon 1-:L .• __ • _. ___ .. - --- 7 • ,0 I. 17 • • Combioatlon 3-3 _________ .--. 8 I • 11 I. , I 

~ CombtnaUon 4-1 ____ • ______ . 1 • IS .. IS I , 
C-ombtl18Uon 4--2 _________ ._ ---_._-- • • I. 7 • , PI 3 
ComhtQl\tlon 1-0 ____ . __ . ___ .. ... 1 • 1. ., .. , 

~j 
8 !!l C.ombinatlon 6-1 __ • ___ . _ •• _ S I • 1 • • • Combina.tIoD. U ____ ___ . + ___ • -___ ••• S • S • • • I (0) 

= = -T7P& s: 'or' pertOns 1601' oldv. _ - •. __ .... .. 100 .. 100 • (.) .. '00 
Cornb1D11.tlonH. _________ • ___ F. • to .. .. 13 • !~ J8 81 
CombluaUont).-f, .• ___ . ____ -. __ ._--- • • fI I. !1 • • .. 

= = = 
Typo I: AU r.mwe.- not incluMti fa 
l)·ptll~. ______ • ___________ .. __ R_.~'_ 7 ormoN " (') .. 100 • (') • (') 

ComhtnatianH. ______ ._ 
- - --_.--- , • 

I 
• 7 • ~) • !!I 0ombtUl\Uon u.. __ ._._._ S • • • • • Comb1rut.tlon ~7 or motel __ . ~~:: ~~~ ~~ i_more 0 , • • 

m 

I 

~ 
Cwnbinat10n 10041 Of more_. ___ . _____ .ot ...... • 0 • 1 • C"ornblnaUon Hormnft ___ . ____ ._. • or ...... • 1 • • I 
Combination H ormore. _______ .•• 't or mont • • • • • ComblnllUcn H Of' D1Ol1I. _. _. __ .• __ • or more • • It • • CorublonUon H or mora __ • __ •• _ ••• D or mont 0 ,. .. I 

~ 
, 

ComblDatfun &-1 ormOl'O •• _. ____ • __ Dormore • • 17 • • Comblaalion' or ruoro-(I or mort __ Oermon • ,. .. • • (') 
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TABLE 75.-:rAMlLY INCOME AND :J'AMILY Tum: Number of Jammu oj apecijUd tllpn 
ami _ago ""mb<r of penons 'PBr family, by inroms, PlUifo> ffJf'm .BCti<mB, 
I9S6-S11 

Pamllies ot type l- ...... ...... A_· ••• Stata aud tamDy-lnCOJne eIau PO""'" ... ... 
(dol18ra) ,r,:. 0<="" ........ 

undl!'t 16 or 
.... 7 1 2 3 • • • 7 8 • .... older" UyU 

(1) (2) (3) (') (0) (0) ('I) (8) (') (10) (11) (12) (13) (I') 

W.uBDfO'l'ON 
N •. 't":; No. N •. N • . N. . N • . N. .No. N .. N •• N .. N .. Allmcomeclasaet ______________ 697 .. .. 17< '" 47 37 22 • UI 1.00 0. 71 

Net lotses ___ • ________ 0 _____ 

0 0 0 • • • • 0 0 0 ---i-n- ---[ocl -----:7i Net 1noomel ______________ 
•• 7 " .. .. ... .. '7 37 22 • Q-2tO. __________________ 

10 • • • 0 • , • • • 2.70 .70 -----:.2 25&-4951 ________________ .. 10 • • 11 , 1 1 1 • .... .4' liOG-7.t9. ". ____ • _________ .. .. • • .. ~ 1 • • • .. " .S7 . .. 150-099. ________________ 
121 .. 1. • .. • 1. • • 1 '.&l 1.00 .01 

1.00G-1,249. ___ " _______ no 37 II .. '" " • • • 1 '.73 1.15 .57 1,250-1,499 _____________ .. 17 7 13 .., 13 0 • • 1 .... 1.10 .S< 
'l.500-1,7t9 __ ,. ___________ .. .. 10 • 13 1 • • 2 • 3.37 LOO . .., 
] .75()-l,9IML .. _________ ._ .. • • • .. • • • 1 1 U. 1.28 .S< 2.000-2,249 ______________ .. • • • 11 • 1 • 1 1 .... 1." .97 
2,250-2,.491t __ • ____ • ____ .. • • • • • • 1 ~ 0 U8 .1l2 ... lJ.500-2,m _____________ •• 0 • • • • 2 3 • 1 .... 1." 1.03 3,000-3,999 ____________ 

1. • 1 , • • • • 1 • .. ,. ... 1." .......................... • • • • 1 • 2 • 1 • . ... 1.67 '.67 6.000 or over , _________ • , 0 1 '~ 1 2 1 • 4.87 1.38 1." 
0 ...... 

Alilnoome cla8sea ______________ I,'" Wl 22. 176 ... 113 103 97 SO '7 
..,. 1.03 .m 

Net losses. _________________ fro • • 1 1 0 1 • • • .... .SO .1. Net lnoomes ___ • ___________ 1.778 ... 218 176 .. 173 102 • 7 3D 37 .... 1.03 .n 
0-'249. __ • _____ • ____ • ___ 

21 11 • 1 2 1 • • 0 0 2.61 ... ... 2SO-49IL ________________ 
'20 "Ill • • ,. • I • I • 2." .SO .71 

.5O~74j} ___________ ._. __ • 24. 102 .. " .. 13 .. • 1 I ~,. .73 ." 
~-.-----------.-- ... .. •• .. S< .. 1 • I< • 2 US .07 .6Il 1.000-1,249 ____________ ,.., .. 36 " .. 71 20 .. 8 7 3." 1.16 .n 
1,250-1.499 ____________ • ... '" 71 21 .. .. I. ,. f • .. .. 1.00 . .. 
1,MO-1,74tL ___________ 184 .. 21 1. .. 71 12 10 • 7 "'.14 1.30 .83 1,'150-1.999 _____________ 

125 ,. •• n I_ I_ 8 t. 0 • 4.18 1." .82 
2.000-2,249_. __________ 86 .. I' 7 .. 7 8 • 1 1 "00 1.23 .7' 2.2ro-2, 49IL ____________ .- lD 0 • .. • • • 1 • 4.37 1.15 1.20 
t.500-2.099 ____________ 

5' 0 • 3 .. • 2 • • 2 .... .97 .... 8.000-3.999. _____________ 
77 11 • • .. .. • • • • U7 1.36 LID 

4.0D0-4.tMKt_. ___________ I. 3 1 • • • • 1 • • 4.19 1.37 .M 5.000 or ovu l ._. ______ .. 

1m 
• • 2 I .... 1.23 1." 

c.a.twOlLNL\.~ CKNTRAL 

All iDoome cI~_._. _________ ... .. • • • .... ... .M 
Net losses __________________ • • 0 1 • • g I • .... 1.00 .33 Net InooIDaS.. __ • ___________ ... 74 3J .24 I..:'. • 2 .... ... . .. 

9-249. ___________ • ______ 
S I 1 0 1 0 1 • 1 • .... 1.00 .SO 250-409 ____ ~ ___________ 

" 1 • , • 0 • • • • •. 07 .86 .2l 
6OD-74g.. __ .~ ____________ 

"" 
,. • • • 1 1 1 1 • .... .79 ."" '15O-iH1!1. ______ • ____ • ____ 

87 " • • ,. 1 • • 0 • .... .70 .32 
1.000-1.240 ______________ .. • • • • • • 1 , I .... I." .<8 
1.2IiO-l,499 __________ • __ .. 11 • • • 0 • • • • . ... ... .47 
1.500-1.749 .. ______ .•• ___ .. • • • • • 0 • 1 • "'8 1.16 ... 
1.130-1,000 ______________ 

24 • • • • • • 1 • • I." 1." .70 l.00D-2.2<4L _____________ 

" • • 1 • • • • • 1 3.82 ... .93 
2.230-2,499 _________ •• ~_ 

" • , • • • , • • • 1.42 ... ... 
2.500-~M.._. __________ IS 1 1 • 0 • , 2 • • .... t." Ll6 :s.,ooo-a,m ____________ .. • • • • • • • • • 3.00 1.05 ... 
4.000-4.M..._. _. ______ •• • • • , • 1 0 • I • .... ... . .. &.000 or over' ________ • • =:!..I=!. ::!,~~ • • .... I." .,. 

See footnot.at end oftabte. 
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T ABL& 75.-FAMIt.T INCOMII A.ND I'AIflLY TYPB: Numb". DJ !amaio of qecijieil t1lPN 
and a~ag8 1Ltun1n:r 01 perstmt per Jamily. bU incomt:, Pacific farm .edionl', 
19S6-86-Continued 

[Wblte DOtlI'8lIef ramilles that. ioelude a. husband and .. lie. both native-boral 

Families of type l_ A_ Av.,. Av.,. ... ... ... 
State and 'AmUy-JnCOInt ulus ...... ' .."... .."... 

(dollaR) per und ... 16 or 
Any I • • • • e 7 • • lam· IOU older It 

Uy" 

(1) (') (3) (4) (') (6) (7) (8) (0) (W) (11) (12) (l2) (1<J 

I- i----
C'\LffOaNI~ 80UTlBBW r.:. ~. N •. N •. N .. N •. N •• N •. N. NO. N .. N •• N •. 

AU Inoome o1ll1SfJ1 .•••• ___ ••• _ •• 1,116 m 10. lit 03 .. .. • .... ~70 .... 
= = = Not 103S61._ ••. ___ . ___ . ____ .. 17 • • ~ 1 • 0 1 • 3.06 .71 .37 NeUncomOl ___ . ______ . _. __ I,OSO ... '00 It. It,, .. .. '" • a.39 .70 . .. 

0-240 .• ____ .' __ • _____ • __ « 2' • • • , • I 1 0 . ... ... . ., 
~oo. ______ . ___ .. _ ..... _ 72 eo , • 11 • • , • • '.m ... ... 
liOO-14i!L •••• ______ • ___ ._ •• .. IS • ,. 2 • 1 1 • 3.'97 ••• ... 71\0-999 •• ,. _____ • ___ • ___ 1m 3. I> • .. • 2 , • I .... . ,. ... 1,000-1.2(0 ___ . ______ . ___ •• .. • 7 .. 10 • • • 3.42 . .. ... 
1.23G-l ... W._ ••••.••••••• '06 .. 11 • .. " 

, , • • 3.16 .'r.I ••• 1.MlO-l,149 ••..••• ~ •••• o. M 21 1 I. 11 ,. • , • , 8.61 .W ... 
1.13~1,{i\XL_ .• __ • __ . 83 2' 10 I. OG • • 2 • 0 .... 1." ••• 2.600-2,2.9 .............. .. .. 7 '2 .. 12 , , • • .... • 00 . .. 
2.~!l-2 •• 99._ .•... __ •• '._ " • • 1 11 7 • • • • 3." 1.10 .16 
2,500-J.Ir09 ••.••• _._. _ •• _ 70 .. • 11 21 • • • • I .... .SO ... 
a.ooo-3.IXXL_ ••• _ •• _ •• ___ .. ,. I> 10 'Z/ • • • • • .... ... .11> 
4.Oilo ..... m •••• ___ • ______ .. • • • .. 1 • • • 0 8.73 • S> . .. 
5.000 orover l .. _. __ . __ . .. .. • • , . • • • • • 8.6. ... . .. 

I Fol' description of t.mU1 tn'IeB MIll Oloaar, FamUy Type. 
I Y_NlQUI'VD1rult pemms. Slight dlacrepanrloS may OOOUt b&hreen column 12 MId the amoonto'btaJMd 

by addlna 2,00 {hul'band aDd .Ua} to tbesum of columns 11 and 14. Tbesed1scnpe,nclesnsult h'om dUJer
tmces 10 the Dmbods of comPIlUna aV6f81HlS tor 6U members and. Col' pet'!IODS under 16 or 13 or older. See 
OJosmry. Y8Il1'-O(tuh,uent Porson. tor d««:riptton of methods used in oomPtltilJ&,. AVGlSIQS are hued on 
the number otfamtltea to _cb e1aa (column I). 

I JnciudM husband and wlhl. 
t Er:cludtlS husband and wife. 
" ~ Income rlIported. betWGIID 17.600 and JIO.otlG. 
'~85t income tep01'1.tid. ootween '10.000 and 115,000. 
f LaJ1[8llt income reported, between $ili.OOO and $3),000. 
'WfCGIl. Income reported. over _.000. 



TABLE 76 -MEldBEas OF 1I0USBBOL» NOT IN' ECONOMIC FAMILY: Number oJ Jam'&1w 1w.fling p~rlJoni in the hou,ehold who were not members 0/ 
the ";""mic family, and a,.,.ag. numb.,. .I'uch norifamily m.mb.", btl ,dul./at",. by i_, and bulamilll /lIpO, Pacific larm .. ction., 
1986-fJ6 

(White tamfllea that toclude a bwbJod 804 wife. both natl".born) 

.Pammu having.ln tho household nonlamllJ' momben A vel'8£" uonIamJ.l, members t 

Occupying 1'OOme OJlllOntmnsJent bull ~ 
II Ocwpyl;ns roomB on. nont:ranslca.t bula I ~ ~ 

SAte. relief .tatuI, ramUy.lnotlDl8 i1i!' !i t Paid heJp i S til 
e ~ Paid belp ~ 1 cle.u, and fain,lly type n t, i a- " ] "." ~ ~ :Sl "2j e.g OJ e.g OJ Ii ~i! 1 t I 1l" 
~1 i i J J ~e I ! I • II] J ! j .. 

~ ~:l] .g-o 0 = :l :l ~.~ ~ • < '" ill .. .. 0 m 0 ill .. 0 

Cl) ('I) (a) (') (5) (.) (1) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (18) (II) (18) (19) (10) (lI1) (22) --------- - ------- '--- ----------
...... aJlfOto" N .... N .... N .... Hum· N ..... N .... N .... N .... N.,.. N.".. Num_ N .... N_ N .... N .... N .... Nu .... N .... N .... N .... Num· 

." ." ." ." ... ." ." ." ." '" ." 'ff ." '" ." '" b" '" ." Itr ." AU tatnnltII.._ ... i .•• _______ . _____ " " __ 830 810 .. 0 • =:!! I 2. 102 .0 I 321 0." 0.7< 0.97 0.87 t1.oo 0.'. O.G. ------ ·0.06 0." = = = = = = I = = = = = = F==:Os ReUef fJUn.lllu ____ •• __ • ~ •••• ~ •••• ~ " •• 133 30 , 0 I 0 I , 0 0 29 .09 .11 ····:i1' '.12 ii'O() 
J.02 J.16 

N onrell6f taadUu... ••.. .. ..•..•. .• . 697 , .. 186 9 16 1-2. 2' 100 D I 192 •• 7 .1'11 .1>2 •• 0 .70 .***~~ '06 ~ Income clft.Mle8: 
N8tl~ .•.••••••••••.•.... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ":if ~·:7G" ····:0,- ":ill" ~ ··:io· .. ~~.". .~.~~ . ...... ..... ~ 
Ne~ J.qoom"" •• ~.R .~~~. '.0." '0'1 'fIO 186 G 16 I 22 100 0 I~ .70 •• MW_R '06 .16 --------.......................... .. 17 0 I a 0 I I 0 o " .40 1.17 1.26 L3G 11.00 I .... -_ .... 

Toe~ 
.1' 1500-'999 . . ~ ••• ~ ••••• ~. w~ 21l I'll 31 6 • 0 • 22 0 I 50 .37 .M 1.09 .02 ii:oo· l.lO ... ~w •••• .14 

'1,000-11 , .. 09 •••••• ~.~ ••• " ... 81 .6 I • 1 • 27 0 0 119 •• 0 .06 '1.00 .G5 .79 .1>'/ ..... ~ .16 
'1,600-11,999 . ... ~"" *~ w ••• 110 .. 0'/ I • 0 • IG 0 0 .. .37 .54 11.00 1.00 -.--_. .16 .... ------ ~.--** .1< 12.000-12.9911. ______ .. _. __ .0 • 0 2 • I I 0 , 2. 0 0 22 .08 .91 '1.00 '1.38 . ~ .... ... 

• •• ..--'~ .~.--- .IG 13.000 or OV&t.n ....... ~. 2. 13 12 0 0 0 2 II 0 0 5 1.27 1.81 • ~ww •••• W,~W •• . ~~ ... 1,611 1.81 ."~ ... ""~~ .. .10 
FamJIli!fr.~~.~~: .. ~".~.~.~ .. ,.1 84 <5 6 • 0 • 8. 0 0 M .G2 .• 0 1. 20 1.42 •• G .80 ~ ..... . ~--.. ... Types 2 and 8 .• _. __ ••• " __ ~ •• 162 6'1 .. 1 2 1 3 .. 0 • .. .38 ••• 11.00 1,16 ii:oo- .30 .. , ..-.-. ---.-. .12 Types" and tl.._ .. ~~ ...•.••• ... GO •• 1 0 0 , aO 0 0 M ." ... '1.00 .87 w •• ~ •• . 3' . .. .IS 

TYP4NIB anti 7 •••••••••• ~.~ •• 84 2U 13 0 0 0 1 12 0 1 lU .36 . 1S7 u ..... ~ _. __ ••• ~ ... ~~ '.02 .62 :::::: "\'oi" .15 
TYP8118IU1dQ..~ •••••••••• u ~~=:! 2' 8 0 0 2 0 0 " .4'1 .'13 1.3& .81 .... __ _ • __ .. ~ ~. __ .~ .~.~.~ .06 -- ======-= ===:::0;>.======= 

... 
en 

'" ~ 



I 
,1.948 

Jit!Heft>\mlll'- •••• " .... ,.. ': I'!O 
Swrehellamlll..... . I, m 

... ... ... 
200 
7. 

1= 
AUfImIIWI •.•..•••• _ . _I 281 

__ ml" N oarellet IAmllJ •• N • • ••• , • ::atW 

Jpmme('~ 
N fit loe&eIII ••• • ••• .. ... • 
Nel tnc:cnnet..... ..•. •.• _ 

10-1499 ..... _ ..... __ ... 19 
....................... 82 
It,(l(lf}-*J,~90 .......... ~.: IW 
• 1.II()(\-tI.OOO· ____ ···• ____ 1 '" 
12.(XJ()-.I2,IJOIL ••.••.•.• __ ao 
13.000 or over............ a1 

Fom.J!ii,n~ ~~: ..... , ..... , 70 
Typee 2 and I._. __ •••.• ~ __ •• ft3 
TYJlf\IIC .'1113............... 88 
'J'yf)t.fl" and 7.~ •.•••• *' ... ~. at 
TyPel8 and Ith_~ .. ~~ .. ____ 11 

Bee footbotH at end of table. 

1,'" 118! 27~t±1 to ml!~!I,(" ... 
10 I'I-¥. I • 8Ll~~ .17 CIA 401 2'7 te I 811 287 5 0 DUO .M 

I--
I .~ 0 0 0 

• 0 0 I • .37 
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I 7 118 28 • (I 8 • 14. M 28 6 • • a I. " 

, 0 ~I 0 a I. 8 I 0 0 0 
0 0 8 • , o 2 0 0 6 2 2 • 0 

~ ------= -



TABLB 77.-.1.0" OF HUSBANDS AND OP WIVE.: Number of husbands and ./wive. in .pee/fled ago group., by roli./.t.tUl and by family type .... 
, and incom" Pacific/arm aection., 19S6-$O-Continued ;.j;;! 

State. ftlUet tlltattlJ, fllmllr-Illoome Pam!· 
claas, and fam,1Jy tnlt liell· -(1) (2) (3) 

- ---
CA.UJOJl.Jru,. IOtrm:a&N 

Num./.)e'f Number 
.IJl1amWeoo •••••••••••••..•••••••••• 1,150 28 

~ ~ 
Belief tanalltM •• ~ ___ ~_ n ____ ••• _. _ •• .. 0 
Nonreller �amWeoo •••••••••••••••••• 1.116 28 ------Income c1.useI; 

Net l()9S131 •••• n •••• __ •••••• 36 0 Net iDcom_. ________ • ___ ._ 1,080 28 ------
t:UiC:::::::::::: .. 0 

72 I 1601).-$'74.9 __________ •••• _ 00 0 
$760-_ •.•••.•••.••••• 101 • Il'e:Jl,2iI)-.~ ..•..• ~ .. .. • II, 1."W ..... ~H •••• 108 3 
II. 1.149.~_. __ ... _ .. 84 8 
'1, 76O-fl.9i'IIJMW~~ __ ~". ~ •. 83 1 
$2.(I(l()w.$2,:UO_~ •• _._~ •• " o. 8 
t2,2lJO..$2.4!Xt __ ""._ •••. _ 61 8 12,600-$2,090. __ •• __ • __ •. 79 • S3,IX>O-$3,WIt.u ••••••••• .. 6 ... ,~,91:1!?.~ .. w_ ••••• " 0 
16,000 or over ._ •••••.• ~. 60 0 

Family-typo fJ'QuPS: 
.Famlly type L •••.••••••••• 873 IS ------Ntil_ ............. 17 0 

Ne~ lnromll!.~~._ ...... 868 18 ---.,... ............... 67 1 ......-........... 611 2 
11.00J-0fJ,4a!L ••. _ .. 76 • 

[White IQm1l1ea that Include & bUJba.Dd. and wile, botb natlve-bo'm) 

Hu.sbandl of age t- WlvOlI or age '-

.,. or 3f)-ag ,(HO II<h\9 IlO-64 6Hg older' 20-211 311-30 ,(HO IIH>O -(') (5) (6) (7) (8) (9l (10) (11) (1') (13) (14) ---------------------------------
Numb" Numlm' Numbl!r Numbw Numhtr Number Number Numb". Numbtr Numb." NumJltr 

1'7 ." '1' 138 100 116 •• "'. .u ... 108 ---= ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 8 8 16 8 • • 1 • I. 17 7 
I" 318 2118 130 o. 11. 48 23< sa, 278 101 ------------------- ------- ---
• 6 • 8 a • 0 8 6 12 • 1 .. 311 280 1 .. .. 108 f8 ... ... ... 97 --- ------------------------1 9 8 8 10 S 0 6 8 11 8 • 6 16 16 10 28 , 8 10 28 17 
8 .. 211 8 1. n I 18 23 .. 8 
& " '" " 11 7 6 I, 33 .. l' 11 28 :17 18 6 8 • 18 81 23 8 1. 28 :17 • 8 12 6 :iii 2< :17 7 

I' .. 13 I' 6 6 9 21 :17 16 8 
18 ,. 

'1 10 • 7 6 23 .. 18 6 • :iii :17 13 T 6 • '1 :III .. • 7 1. I. • 1 8 8 1. 17 11 a 11 30 23 a 8 • 8 18 " IT • 18 .. 32 • 4 , 7 .. 31 Ii I • 10 .. 2 2 4 0 • 11 • I 6 18 18 • • 6 0 18 .. 16 7 = = = = == ==== 
11 68 .7 88 60 87 13 23 77 109 118 ---------------------------------0 2 • 8 0 2 0 0 • 0 8 
II 64 \13 60 69 66 18 28 73 108 66 -, 6 11 )6 1 • 10 I • 7 1* 18 
0 11 I. • 1.8 16 2 • I. I. II • II .. 10 S .. 8 7 16 .. 11 

06-60 

(1.) 

---
Nomh" .. 
~ 

I 
e8 ---, 
" ---
8 
7 l' 6 
4 
6 
1 , 
6 
0 • 0 
1 
1 

= 

" ---• 40 

13 
13 
6 

70" 
older • 

(16) 

--
N~mbtt 

.7 

0 
67 ---
• 66 ---, 

10 
6 
8 
8 
9 
2 • 1 • 1 
8 
2 
8 

= .. ---
1 

U 

II • 10 

.. 
en 

S" 



""'!fl, ........... II 4 

l~~' a 

• o~ • l' 13 3 Z 3 c,_ . __ ~ .. ~~ .. ,. 2 21'.118 10 • • 0 .. ,., • 4 , 
13.000 qr 09'11' ••• _ ••• .. • 2 6 18 e ... T 2 • " II 0 1 • 

'amJIJJ".21D4Iu .. , .. """ a 17 80 ShQ , 
• :II 

112 eo 21 • 0 1 
r-' -

Net la.es .•.• __ .•...... • 0 2 ,00 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 
Net.1De01:11t1 •••••.••••• 210 ., 71 I 78 36 12 0 , :II .08 eo 21 , 0 I - ........... .. 0 • • 2 a • • , 4 , 2 • 0 0 ...,. ............... fO 0 8 " .0 I 2 0 3 10 •• T 2 • 0 

.1~1,4Ot ...••.. , .. 2 13 II 8 0 I 0 • to • • 0 • 0 

.1"""" .... _ ...... .. • .. .. • , I 0 • ,., 10 0 0 0 0 12_ ............ .. • 1. ,., • , 0 • • .. II I 0 0 • 13.000 or 0Ta' ••••••• l1li • .. II 8 • 0 0 • 21 I. 0 0 0 0 
~ ~ 

:ramOJ tJl*" lJ)d •• u •••• ... 2 2 • ao .41 1111 28 .. 0 .. '00 1!2 33 10 •• 
Net I~._ ••• "_ ••• _ ••• • 0 I 0 a 0 • • 0 1 I • I 0 1 
Net lDoo.wlll~.~ ........ ". , 20 1211 I" 1111 iI6 38 • '" '60 127 8. II IS 

• .,.. .. 1.. ........... 211 0 0 • II a • 8 0 0 0 • 9 2 8 
- ••• ,1... ........ rr 0 • 21 '17 • • • I 8 211 '17 • • • t1,ooo-tl,M"H'" , 7fl • • ,. 10 10 I • 1 If .. ,., 3 • 2 
t::t:l' ..... · .... .. 0 • ,. 11 1 • • 3 • iI6 IJI • 0 I 

.1199 •••••••• .. , , .. .. 8 • • I 8 •• ... • • , 
taP» or cnoer _. __ ... ,. 0 I iI6 .. • T • 0 1 31 30 • I 2 

~ - ~ .. 
l'emU., typtW (I And '7.. ••••• .. , .. to 13 4 0 0 • eo .. , 0 

• .0 
N~ 10I8BI .••••.••••••.. • 0 2 I 1 • • 0 0 3 , 0 0 of---;; 
Nellaoom •• ~ •••••• ~ •• " 

, .. to .. • 0 0 , .. 28 • • 0 0 .................... • 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 0 3 1 1 0 • 0 -, ............. 8 0 • • 0 0 0 0 0 • 2 0 0 0 0 
.1.iJOO..tI.400 ........ " 0 , 8 I • 0 0 I 10 3 0 0 0 • $1.wo-tJ.9P9 ••••• _ o. '" 0 • D I I • 0 , 13 • I 0 0 0 
tl,flOO-Sl.W9 •. _ .••.. '" 0 • • ~ 1 0 • , 8 0 2 0 0 0 
$3.000 or OV,,", ••••• , 18 I • II 3 I 0 0 1 1 • I 0 0 0 

~ ~ ~ - - ~ - = Family .YPf'I 8 IDd fL ••••• 21 0 0 3 8 1 a 3 0 0 0 11 • I 0 

I Tbll ts thfl Mme .. the total number of hUltbtu::ld" and of wlv., .Inoe all t'AUlOiM In· 
clnded 10 thla alurltooOt.loed both hUibUld and w:lte, 

• Thll etcludee 2 wbUdJ In Iouthem calUol'Dlil .. ho were ander 20 'Years of age.. 

4 Thllelcludes 2 wives In WuhtDlfoon, 81n Or(l~on, and 2m l!(Ioth~m CallCornIa who 
were und~r 20 :vean of sae. Also excluaed are 2 wlvas to southern CalltomIA who did 
not report ap. Both were In families la the Jncome clus $2,00>-$2,990. 

I Of 'be bu.baDdt In tbLs group·U 10 Wublortoo, 80 to Orelon J& In ceotral Ce1lfornle. 
IIlId U 10 lOuthllfD California were In tbe.,o cluJ 70.-74; 1110 Wuh!Qgwo, 6710 Oregon. 
• ID OfotraJ Calltofnlal .od 5J In lOuUiem CIilllOl13la .... ta 76 or oldor. 

'Otthe wlvee: In tblagrQup 13 In WNbln~n,3310 OregonJS.ln central California, and 
37 In tl()utbem CalJfomla wer(! In ,be age claai 10-7.. 810 washington, 20 lu Oregon, 
2 In emlral Oalllornia and 20 In tou«bern CalJlomla were 75 or older. 
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TABLE 78.-AGB OP BUSlJAND& BY TENlJlUI AND BY SUZ OY' "ARM: N",m.1J<r '" h ... -
bands in 3pecijied age groupsJ 011 tenure and by riB of farm, Pacific farm sectiona,l 
19_6 

,WhIte mmrelfel ramru. that 1nch14e a husband and wHet both Dative-born] 

Faroi-
Rusbandaol ap-

state. tenure. and me of farm J (aores) lhs' 
Under ..... ....., ...... ...... "'or 

'" 0 ..... 

(I) (J) (3) C<) (II) CO) (7) (lI) 
1-. 

W~O'fOIf Nu"," ,...",. No ... N ..... N .... N .... Nu ... 
1m .... ." .... 1m 1m ." All fIlmlllas.. ______________________________ • __ .., •• .61 171 ... "0 •• 

_orou"", Ow!ling ramnIet. ___________________ ... .. .. ... 18'1 '13 .. Renting famUles 1 ____________________ .. •• 13 .. ,. • 0 
SIz6.of-farm groups: Fawer tban a _________________________ , 0 • 0 I 0 • 3-111. _______________________________ , .. 8 23 .. ... • • I< 

liO--fg--------------------------------- ... 23 •• .. .. /J'1 2t 8>-99. ______ • _______________________ 
171 • .. .. .. '" '" 100-174:.. _____ • _____ • ____ • ____________ .. • • ,. • 7 • 176-269. _____________________ 0 _____ 

13 • 1 • • • I 
~ 1-__________________ • ______ , 0 • I • • 0 

e&LDOJtNU. CENTRAL 

AU tamllIea. •• _ •••••••••••••• _ ••••••••••••••• ... •• .. •• .. .. .. 
Teng::r:;i:nofes ' .... _______________ .. 231 11 as .. .. 37 .. R8ntlng families '. ________ ...... __ .. _____ as • .. 12 • • 0 
She-ot-farm gro~ Fewer than 3. ___________________ • ___ • Q 0 • I , I 3--UL _______________________ ._. ____ 'O_ 

M • 7 .7 •• • • :210-49 ________ • _____________________ ... .. • 17 .. IB .. • 60419. _______________________ .. _______ .. .. • • " I. S • l00-17f... ______ .. _____________________ .... .. • • • 7 • • 176-259.. •• ___ .. ________________________ 
I. I • • • • 0 ~99 _______ ... _. __ • ________________ 
I. • • • • • I 

~---------------.. ------------- IS • • • • , • 1.0IJ0-4,,9U9' ..... _. _____________ • _______ 
II I • • 1 • • 

c.A.tIJ"OBNIA. SOVUBax 

All....-. __ ................ _ ............ 1-lli SO ... ... ... ... 112 

T ..... """'l:,;, Owulng Dies , _____ 0 _____________ • ..... .. ... ... ... 231 1D8 Renting tamllles 1 ___ •• ______ • ________ .. • 11 .7 I. • • 81Je.of..farm groups:: Fewer Chan 3--______________________ .. 0 • • • • • ~11J_ .. ________________ ...... ___ .. _________ 
726 .. .. "'" 191 ". .. 511)..19 _________________________________ 

"'" • .. DB .. .. .. 60-99. ________________________________ .. I • " 'D 11 • 190-17"-_____________________________ 
23 I • • • • • 17h-2.5D _____________________________ 

" 0 • • • • • 2!!IO-f.1I9. ___________________________ • ,. 0 • • 1 • 1 _ ........ _ ........ _._ ........ _. ,. • • I 1 • I 
1.~. ___ --____ ._ -__________ ---. S 1 0 I • 1 0 

t See table 20 for data to1' Orecon- • 
t Includes total farm aeqaga reprdless of the- U2I8 or land. ududiDg only timber groW'D rot ~ 

aa1e and frne publk1 range. 
, Tbls l! the same as 1be total nnmber or hDBbaDda. alnee aD. famJl1et inclnded In this study eootalned 

both husband and wife. 
t Famnles that owned any Dart or tho operated farm at any Ume during the report year • 
• FamUtas that rented an of the operated farm lhrotllhout the report; year • 
• The largesi acreare reported ren in tbJa clasl. 
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TABLa 79.-.... 1' L088 .... Number and p.,<6ftIa{fo dillribuli"" of Jamil; .. _ liad 
flO 'POiitiWl net family income,1 bv ml 10,"" Pat:iji.a aM Plaina And Mou.ntain 
JarfA uctioMJ 19!J5-Se 

[WhIte DODI'eliet fImWeI \bat laolude .. huBband and wlft., both uative-borD.) 

Net-to. 01I\I1II ColI· California. South Datot. 
0.-- :=.!!l North Dak-ola l<aDsu Montana·(l~ 

(doIlan) 1OU1h .... ..... 
(') (2) 00 (4) (0) (0) (1) (8) (8) (10) (l') 

~"t.' - ~t' -, "''' Nvm!f ~ NO""'" ~~ An D8L-Joa fllmIllet:l • .00 10' 100 30 
I-N ___________ • , 1. .. 81 .. 19 .. 1 .. 
2~. ___ . __ .. • , 7 .. .. .. 12 30 • '7 500-148: ________ • 0 8 • ,. •• • 12 • .3 TW-9ClIL ________ 1 0 • 11 11 II • • • ,. 
I,OOO-l.'Nlt ___ •• • • • • • • • • • 1. 
1.~1.f9ll. __ ._ • • • • • • 1 • • 1 l,li(X)-!.74Qi ______ • • • • • • 1 • • 0 
1.1~J.m ______ • 1 • 0 , , 0 0 , • 2,OOlorovlr ___ • , 0 • 0 • • • • • 17 

1 FamlUel 'll'hosefarm &nd otber boalneM UpflDI6!I and Joaes ueeeded: farm and other Income, Uuu NSUlt
fnz in a nat loSI or "neptJvelnc:ome." There were DO net-loss famUle.s in WasblDgt.an. 

f Median net loues W~ as folwWl: Oregon. ~i aoutbem California., S23O; Nortb Dakota., S38S; Xansas. 
$302; South Dakota-MOll&&na-Colorado., t68IL Alediana not oompo&ed for eentml OaUfunua becau3e of 
the &maD. number of alIaS. 

TABLB SO.-NJD'l' rAM:fLY AND NET "AllM INCOMB! NumOsr aM percentage tlittribu
MS.. bv i....",.. oj fomi/iM clauijiea b" famil" j""" ... and bJI "'" farm i ......... 

• Pla."" and MOVNai" farm uchOMt 19tJ6-StJ 

lWhUe D01lftllel famllfes that Include. btuballd Uld w~ both IWlv.oom] 

North Dn. rammea ltaD_1aml1lu classlfled South DM.:ota-Montan&-
claasUIed bJ'- by- Colontdo tam1Uea cIassi· ."by-

In ........... (dallan) 
TotalDet Netratm .... taI .... 

Net ""'" 
ToW net Net""" ramo,. t&o ........ tamtly tn.. ........ [amUy iD- ....... . ..... - ..... ' "" ... , 

(l) (J) (J) (4) (0) (J) (1) (0) (Il) (.0) (ll) (It) (l3) 

No. Pd. No. Pd. No. Pd. No. Pd. No. Pd. No. Pd. 
AUtneome ......... ___ ... '00 OM '00 ... '00 ... '00 ... '00 "" '00 

Nllt t..: .... _. _____ ." '01 11 '00 .. .. 7 .. • SO • .. • Not 1noomea.. _____ •• _ ... 81 ... .. tEl .. ... .. "" .. ,.. .. 
--&-M. _. __ .0. __ ._._ .. • .. • .. • .. • .. • .. • lJ5O-49ft. ______ •. __ ... .. , .. .7 .. .. .. 'e .. 12 , .. , . 

&00-7411' ____ •..•• ___ ,., .. .78 .. .. Ii .. 'e lie .. 139 Ie '1aJ..M... ___ . _ • ___ '38 •• ... '" .. •• .. ,. 130 '7 ''''' IS 4 __ 1.,.0. _____ .• .00 .. .. ,. T.! .. 55 • III M ... .. l,!Iro-l.-tw. __ . ____ .. 7 .. 7 is • .. • .. • 50 7 
1.&»--1,749. _ .. ___ 0 .. • .. • .. • '11 • .. • .. • J.7.",o-1.M. _______ I< • II • II • 17 • .. • .. • 2.(0)-t.:Hi. ___ • ___ •• • 17 • It • ,. • .. • 17 • :a.2ro-2,4W. _______ • • • 1 • 0 • • 1 .. • .. 2 2,500-2. __ ._ .. __ .. 1 .. , II • •• S .. • .. • I.tD)...I,M. _ 0""_' 11 , • 1 'e I .. • .. • .. • ,roo"-4 .. " •.• _ .• _ • ('). • t'l • • ('), 1 (') • I • 1 ,,*WOHr_. ____ 0 • • • • l7 • .. • 



TA.BLE 81.-TZNl1UJ SUB, AND VALl1J1 OJ' OPERATED J'ARUS: Number oj owning and rtrnling !omiliea, OfJiffQ{jf number oj Berea itt operated .... 
lar"", a"d -CJ{/' 0.1 .... , farm land a..a building., bV reli., .tat", and in .. m., Pia.", and Mournain 'arm •• ctio ... , 1986-SU ~ 

StaUl, relief .tat"") and family·income 
ela&s \4olJan) 

(') 

(White 'mUles that mcbtdb Q. hUlba.nd and wife, both naU.,..bom] 

Ownlni "or put or 
r ..... 

(3) 

Renting 
all or rarm AU ..... 

Owners' 

..I.e ... 
owned 

A_ 
•• t 

owned 

Rant~ 
erst (no 

hmd 
owned) 

Aver.,. • value or 1M'Ul 
land and buildings , 

AU 
I.,... 

........ 
.r 

.wn", 
Far ... 

0' I'0Il"" 

A V6l'8(&' valua of f&mlll' 
d~eillng 

AU 
tum. 

FarDlI l'arma 
of of 

owncn reuterl 

(16) (8) (.) (6) (') (7) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 114) 
---------�--�-----1--1--1--·1--1-----__ 

)lOafS DAKOTA Number Number Number An" ACT'. An''' A.U" ..4..,.1' DoUa,. Doll(Jr. DoRa" Dolla,., Dollar, Dol'ar. 
An (ar:oiUel.~~ •• ~ •••• ~~_ ••••••••• ~~.~ ••••••. _ 1,108 626 681.'--i'~30:=1=-~ .. ~7+-8::!'~'+,,=;';::":;+-_='~16~1. U.l93 12. 300 10.108 1,190,=..;;1';,;4;;;18;'10==0;;83; 

~-=====I" ~==~===F 
lteUet'amW ....... _~.~_ •• ~ •••••• __ ••• _.. 172 40 132 332 343 233 109 329 1.169 1.884. 0,061 938 1.1411 876 
NonteUe((amJllea. __ ._.~~_~ ....... ~~ ....... __ 03<_ <86 ... 1 __ '::48::'1 __ '::66:..~_..:3::17+_..:18::8_1 4.40 11.931 U. 76, ~1_'::',::"'::'+":'::"":':;"'I-....::',.:OI::6 

Net loaee.u.~.~ ... ~~~~ •• ~~ .•.. ~~.~._ 101 72 29 667 671 394 117 56B 16.329 16. &31 14.814 I, iSl 1,:148 948 
"Net Inoom61 •• _~~._ •••• _ •• _._ ••••. -~. __ 833:::"1-_'::1.:.3 '1---='.:"':-1-_':'''::- __ 436:':':"1---=80<':::"1---=13::'+_.::48::.2 _II,..' _61_8'1-...,'~,-2:::7_71 1_10.:.,_'611_1_1.;.' "'_"1 __ '_' '_67 1. 0lI) 

()..24D •••• ~ •• _ ••• _.~ •••••• _~ •• ~ •••• 88 82 86 445 616 2.W 2liG 38t 10.113 11.2'74 9.080 810 9tiO eso 
2I!()..499 •••••••• ~~._.~ •••• ~~_~..... HI 70 71 381 332 D M asg &,374 1),193 9.',~". 1.009 1,224 79ft 
1IOO-7D ................ _.......... 191 03 98 393 873 m M flO 9.938 10,491 1,083 1.»f 940 
750-999 .•••• ¥~H.H.~~~~ ••••••• "". 138 70 68 394 413 261 152 814 IO.CICl8 10.603 0,294 1.230 1,400 900 

!:il:i!t:::::::::::::::::::: '5 ~ ~ m m in m m !~~i l~m !!:L~ i:i! !:ffi !i!!! 
1.730-1.ggg¥ •••• ~ ••••• ~.~~.~.~ ••• ~ ~ 11,1 UJ !~ 63 •• '1 ,838,. 1,',3

6 
4'r.1 !!.6,"110 Il1,795 1.3,.676 1.626 "'60800II .. t 380

IOO 2,.OOf>..:.t.:ug •• ~~ •••••••••• n....... 18 """"",.. 762..... ::n,6Jil lH,450 1,718 
2.25()...2.49ILh ..... ~~.wW.~~.~ •. ~. 9 6 4 656 626 626 0 Mn It. 761 A~:: J&, GIS() 2,316 8:~:U7 1. 326 

t~:=::::::::::::::::::::::: 11 : : = t M: 23~ '=: ~:ggg 21.025 .~:~ ~:~~ ~~ • tM~ 
... 000-..999 ••••••••••• _........... 3 II 1 1.761 '1,332 '1,182 1160 '"IUO 38,893 '28,~O '60,000 ~667 '8,600 11,000 
.6.000atover~.~.~ ...... ~.~."" ••• , ~1=o_.;O,I=_~04.;;;-;; .. ;; .. ;;;.;;.~ ~~ .... _ .... w~ •• ___ •••• ¥ ••••••• w ••••••• _ ••• _ •• ~. __ •••••••• __ •••••• __ •• _ •••• 

KAlla .... 
AUtamlll ••••• u~u .... ~ ........ ___ • ___ ~ .. n.. 69& 438 269 W'I 642 ,US 22t 494 16,400 17.886 13,021 1,4M ,-,,:,,;;IJ8O;:;'I-,;,~,()601~ 

Relief tamnlel ..•••••.••• _ •• ~_ •. __ •• _ .. _... 91 36 r-------~~ «0 tal 341 140 416 10,132 11,948 9,109 1.003 I, &26 7(B ---I =======:::1 ===============-::::=F 
NonreIJellamm8l ••••••••• ~ ... _ ....... _ •• _... 698 401 ~.~ ... ~ .. 2& 232 &19 11,421 1S,4OS 1_'_~_."_,-'-'.-"'-,,-I-,.-oa-,--~-17. 

.. 
'" ~ .. 



N',!!t~.w •..••• ""'~'.' "~~"'''''K11 34 l' m 1.048 81.'1 .33 eo.'J 2I),II1I3l.3)4 10.&58 l,lM J..tfIO -N~ inootDel .. _ .•• __ ._. . .w ••• _.w &57 381 100 tIM COO t07 218 614 17,220 lS,1J8 LS. 2f!O 1.&1 1;139 1,187 
~--I~~I~--I~~II--~ 

0-91.. •••.•••..•.•..•.••• __ .• " ag 34 15 619 W M3 lOS en 17.312 1&,783 H:A~~ 1.228 I,m 1,147 

=:::::~::~_::::~'" .. :::.:::i :;, = = m ::' ~ ~¥ :!: It:: :::~ U.CM8 t:~ t= m 
760-WL _. 0" ••••• _" ___ ...... '" 08 63 , 35 668 819 ~ 2".N 474 15, 5S4 1~, 201 U. ol32 1,3Zl 1,429 1. 111 
l,{.ffl-I,Jfi ..• -o .... ,.,,_ • ••• 12 61 21 610 628 Ml '78 483 13,.071 "'.075 I,!'!!! 1,600 1.858 1,400 
l.2.'Wl-l.MI ................. u 0.. 53 36 18 e.'i3 711 4:70 m .HI ~.()62 20,1t3 ,",'_ l,!I9J 1.87{1 1,3M 
I.J'iOO-l.7t~L._._ ...•. __ "'"" __ .". 32 18 '4 6SO 5-18 338 210 552 17.~ H.4M 210,130 1,5'".3 1,67e 1,304: 
... 1M>-1.M ..•.•....•..• " .. ,.,.. 22 14 8 &14 660 .a2 128 710 10,0134 18,1H7 23.786 1,844 ~033 !.~ 
"00()4,249 •.•.•.•• ~ " ........... 19 14 .& 1.002 1,11i 813 29U IlflII3", :10,930 iHc.M4 11,01)0 2,758 2,619 .. 
2.1'1O-2,400 •••.• u.. .'... to (I .. 8117 680 4l1l'i 1\)f ~.6M ~.726 23,648 2,870 3,911 1,300 
2.:"lOO-'2.m ....... _." ••• _ .•• -.. 13 1:1 t 737 746 62.S 220 640 23,911 2:l.&70 '4(1,000 1,892 1,633 '5,000 
3.M')-3.09V ••••• ~._ •.•••. _ •••• _... 15 13 2 ~9 8M 470 898 I'T*) 29,411 30,435 '2a,SOO 2,115 2,21<6 '1.000 
4)JJI')-4,M, .••••• ,............... 2 2 0 '636 'eas '395 ItlO · .. ·;800' '24.&.50 ':M.6IiO .••••••.• '7,(((1 ''I,:SOO ... HijOO 
a.OOOorover •• '" ........... ~ .••• ~ 4 ~~ 1.114 1,01" ~==-==~I=."".~7"' .. ~r-='=.;".OOO,,;,I=..;'; ... .;;;..01 ~= 

IOI11'D D.l&en"'IIOQ.llf.l-eor.o.UH) I 

Allt.mUIel~ •••.•.•.•••.••• , •.•••...• u •••• '. t,W ,1-=:.~'.~I=_~ ... ~_='I81=4=~go=1 '1==:"';;1=~"~4 448 7.0691 7,488 '1=",~~7';;~;'I==';;"';;S=:==;,,'*';;. 
R811f1f,.m"IeI"_ .. _ .••• ~~ .•..••.•.•...••• ~ JM UK 613 667 421 140 =====::'"===;:=::=I~ a,3UI fir." &4lI ~ 
NonreU.,famll_ .• H.~.~, .. " ... _~" .. ,._. 8'24

1
_....;. ... "._1-_:;''''=-1._" ... :;::. 957 fJ2,5 1321--'''"' ...... 1 8,200 SoUl 7,2IM 967 1195 808 

NdIMlkt!* ••••.•••.• __ •.• __ .•.•••.•.. ao 28 2 3,421 -.:: • .:. ... ::..I-,.~.:.;:I7:+-: .. -:'-:"'::- 'M4 12..563 t3.116 ",000 1.~ 1,!.~ '300 
Nec.lneo~ ..•• _._ .•.•••... _ .••••• ,. 7Vf __ ... ....;.+_-'I.:."..:.I __ ::"::'.I_-: .... :::-I--: ... ::..II_-:263::-~_::. ... ::.1 s,oas 8.210 7.3M .. ..11 81. 

o-M_ .•••.•.•••.•.•••...••• " .••• 44 30 8 on 138 M4 1M 293 ~ oat) 1.9M 2. 21M) 118 824 2<11 
2.*(H9fL ........... _............. 00 72 7T 368 401 325 82 26.l 6,819 6.161,1 4,,886 700 1fft 676 
1iOO-7ofIL ___ ••••.••••• ___ • __ •• ___ 116 iI8 18 eao !!2 C91 239 4(13, 5,01* li.OO'J 6,462 688 874 632 
7t!1HIOIL •• 0'''.'' ......... J,.'IW 102 87 !i66 UiJ. 871 :175 335 6.672 &,MS 4,022 747 1M na 
1.1Q)-1.2oI1I ....•••........•.• IllS 85 80 7513 1161 8M :lI7 tro '.1C" 1.483 8.llO2 983 1,00 80:1 
1.2".H,4911... .•........ . .•.• MI 67 UI 748 '1W M.S 714 WI 8, 144 8.344 7,112 1, 1~ 1, ... 1lr.! 1,140 
1.Il00-1.7411.. •.•... __ •....•• _ ._ 46 86 II 831 9158 602 864 895 7,sro 7,400 g,a23 92Q 812 
1.7llO--1.1XKI ........... u.~".u.... 41 3& 6 hO 876 6'¥1 3U 468 8,230 8.809 •• 060 982 1.016 '40 
2.001·>-:1,2+11 •••.• _ •.•••••••.••••• "' 20 23 e NO 803 643 tOO 1S1 10.741 (1.200 10,30'1 1,315 l.tte 1,683 
2.2.'10-2.4911 .•... _ ..•.•..• _........ 23 111 t 789 852 632 320 4go ll,ll3O 10.1174 14,750 1,0173 1,643 ll~ 

~:~t=:::::::~:· :::::"::::: :: ~ ~ 1,~ I.:: ~ ;: :~ tt~1 H:~~ :t~~ tr: ~:~ 16711 
•• I'l00--4.111111. ...• _....... ... . _. 8 IJ 2' 3,324 t, au 2. 324 1,081 • 3&1 In. 435 16, o.M '11,575 1, nf 1,800 • 1. 175 
ti,flXI or OYM' •• ••••••••• _...... .• 11 15 2' 2, 1»8 2. "53 2. 405 t8 • 286 20,218 I 31,313 • 13, 600 2. 931 a. 1H I 4.030 

I A hmllt .. ols.w'ld d,n 0..-010« temUy lilt owned any we of the operated farm for 
I1nr par~ ot 'ho report YO&r. A reo Un, family reoted all of the farm operat.od tbroughollt 
'ho Yl!It.r. Thare wet(! no famllw In tho !lD.mplOll that operated any port at tholr larmt 
ron~ft8ll. or that 1000t tttoir tarOll durlnR tbe roport YOM' tbroultb mortR8!O roroolomro. 

• Jnclud .. total rarmacmea-e m«atdIOll8of tbe UHO(1and, e.t.clud1D; OD y tlmbor (p'own 
tor oomm.rolaltale and free publlo ranlO. 

• A "orq. ani baled on tbt numbot' of lamQI. ,bat- -reported on aartI operated, acres 
owned. and ACJ'(!I RIoted. 

'Avemgee an) bBlleC1 00 Dumber 01 owuGta thac. mported both totalacffJI operaUd lind 
1I0rea: owued. 

• A'Iur&g(IIJ are based on Dumber 01 rooters tbat I"()pofte(1 total,croI ronted. 
• A V(ltoln.t IUO bued on DDmbM' of OWl"l,. or reoter'l 'bat reported total value 01 'arm 

land and bulldtuIJII. lucludmg famO), dweUln8. 
'lnolud61 value 01 'smUy dwelling . 
• ~""v.,rq:o baled on fewer tbaol casea. 



TAULB 82.-J'AHILY INCOMlt OR LOSSES nOM !'Any AND NONPA8}d: SOURCES: NumP,(W 0/ Jamiliu rueiving nst money and nonmoney income 
In' lo8INf Jrom farm ancl Jrom ft(JnJarm 3OUrD81, and awage amount and Plrcsntag. oj income dfritl.d./rom BPecifi«d. fOUTCS.,1 by income and 
"" Jamilu typ., Pia,,,, aM M.untain Jarm ... ,t""" 1955-88 

(White DOnreliet familles that Include a husband and witt, both nstlve.borDl 

FamilIes bt.vlng- AveralO income or loases' P8I'oontag<l dfliltrlbutlon ot 8Vot. 
age Det tamily loooma I 

St&t&.ramu.r.Jn",me Fam~ Net money In· N.t Not monoy Net Total Net money Inoome or N.t Net mOney moome Net ClAss, lUI. lamllr 1Ieo Total oomafrom&- DOQ' Total losses from- non. ••• lossutrom- non· I1<>m-
nOD~ 

type .. , money .ot money tamO, mODOY 
mODOY Income money 

Non" Income mODOY Non- 10ss01 lnoome Non· or10SS63 Non· inooIDe lnoome i 
Farm I.rm from Ioooos • 

Farm larm lrom or AIl Farm 101m lrom AIl Farm rarm trom .. "' ... tarIl).I ..""'" (arm I I ..... """'" $I)"'''' IIInn "" ... " .. "''''' larm 
(I) (2) (a) (') (6) (0) (7) (8) (0) (10) (11) (I') (13) (If) (lO) (16) (17) (18) 0') 1-------------------------I-------_oam D.lICOI.l 

Nu""'" Numln Numbtr Nu ..... Numbtr NlJ,mbe, Numbtr Numlin Numbe, DoUor. Dol/ou Dolla" Dollar' DoUG" P-"r.cnl 1'n' .... Ptrunt PIf'(:,nI AII.fpeII ••••••••••••.••• Ill< 8M 80' 33. 01. 300 332 12 •• 163 ,m 14. 61 666 " 19 8 
~ NetlO8el' ••••• ~ •• ~. ~ 101 0 0 .. II< 101 101 2 , -487 -931 -l1li.\ M «< Net lnooDlel.~.~ •••• 833 Ilk 60' 300 . sua 190 .. , 10 I. 016 M' 2116 60 &70 ·····38· ····~iiw ·····T ~-·-·-62 

~ii:::::::: 08 • , .. 63 •• 61 0 • 120 -299 33. 33 "" .~ .. " .. ~ .¥¥¥~~ •• ... ~--.. . ~ .... ~-"I 08 69 •• W T.I 82 , 0 369 -61 -80 ,. .'" ·····24· --~~~ir ••••• "1" ..... ";e ~140 .•• ~ •• u 101 I'. 139 " .80 ,. .. a • 0" " . 107 .. m t71lO-$WIt •• _ •••• _ 133 ... U8 .. 131 16 20 • 1 86G 205 202 ,. 671 .. 20 • 6G .1.OOI,Hl.~9 .•••. 10. 1 .. 100 .0 106 6 8 0 • l,lOli m <48 M .93 ,. '0 • .. JI.~I ..... ".". .. • 1 68 .. • • 3 • I 2 1,368 130 "0 120 03Il 68 « • .. 1, 1,749_ •.•. .. •• .. ,. •• 0 0 0 2 1,618 91. . .. 9. 100 67 •• • .. ,1.100-*I,991L •• _ .. .. .. • .. 0 0 0 0 1.11>3 .. 0 ... 106 8M 63 ,7 • <1 $2,00)...1.249 ••••• 18 18 1. 8 18 0 0 0 0 2,047 1.000 ',{K2 &7 .,. 63 60 • " ., ................ • • • • • 0 0 0 0 "'68 1. "'" 1,07. 102 '.002 .. .& 6 .. ·~lM-c·9\lII····" 10 10 • 6 10 0 1 0 0 ..... 1,339 1.26 • " 1,46'1 '8 .. , 63 13.000- .000 ••. w~ II II Ul , 10 0 I 0 I a. '16 ..... 1.672 87' 1,189 M 6. " •• ... -.. , ........ 8 I 8 I 8 0 0 0 0 "14t 8,33. .. "'. 633 161 8ll e. I. 18 1.5.000 or over •••• • 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 0 . ~ .. -.. ~ ... ~~ .. ~ .... ~ ... ". __ ... . .... ~~ . ........ .... ~ .. -- ..... _ .. ... ~ .... 
'l7pe L ............ 128 .. 110 .. 126 .. 33 • 8 ... 168 I" .. • M .. 20 • 76 fipea 2 and 8"_.~ ••. 33. 181 In 7. ... '" ,7 8 , 631 301 ..,1 '" II2Q 87 81 • 03 TY,*Und L ••••• 301 202 100 120 ... I .. '" 8 8 11>3 2IlIl ITO .... 696 80 .. 9 70 TrlJel6 and 7 ."~ ••. 2" 127 122 70 200 811 110 0 8 ... 1 .. 67 68 1167 18 10 • 8' 'I',pee 8 and 0 •• __ • __ •• 30 28 .. 68 20 33 1 1 697 -II -86 7< 0011 .. -~.--- ",. __ .. . ..... -.. --.""w; •• - I 



W.lJG"" .All ,,,,. .... _____ ......... . 

Net IOIiIeI " ......... .. 
,N" !ncoW(lt.~. >wow ................ '2M--t-t,, __ ._._. 

lIi»-t1·"L •. WNW_ ., ............. . 
11..oo>-1I.24t'. __ • 
$1,':ZW-tIAW. __ 
'1 • .Q)..'1.14IL ... .. 
'1.7!().·'I.DOO ... .. 
tl.(WX)--t2.24L •. 
12.2W--12,"W. _, .. 
h,lXI).':I.Mu •• 
.. ,000. .. ,,.. •••• 
J4,OOB-It.M ..... 
$5,000 or OV(!f ••• 

T, .. L ........... __ . 
TyPal hod L ..•. 
TVpes 4 and a ... ~," 
TYJ*hhdL .. . 
T,,,* 8 aDd i .... _ .. 

'0,,", DU·or ....... o .. 
""",,,oeoW .. PO 

AU ,,.,.. •••••••••••••.. 

N~tJ~' ....... . 
Net lncomel __ ._._. _ •......... 

J26G.. •• w ...• "". 
1l.ro-"40 .• ___ .. . , ............ . 
11,rm-'l,249 _ •• 
'l,2!)(>-'I,4W ..... 
'l.fIOO..'I.1.V .••. 
Il.7ro-tl.VIID .••. 
12,001)-12,241,1. 0_' 

.2,2.5()....2 •• !XL •• 
'2,1500-12,000 ..... 
ta.()(lI)...t3.m._ •• 
.. ,000. .. , ...... . 
1.&..000 fir onr ... .. 

I ... / MO 4/1' ,.../ ... / 08~L.!. .. • • "GUR'" ' .. , ... <&I 2&1 133 53 100 • .. .. .. 
.. 36 2<n · .. ., .. oUSC3138 0 

80 n ,. 3V84 113 0 .. ", .. 4015160 
72 72 .. 34 rI 0 7 0 
/l1I ~ <II .. 60 • 4 • a. .. :Ill 17 ., • • • .. 211 .. II .. • 1 • 1. •• .. II " • 1 0 •• '0 • • •• 0 1 • ,. ,. 

" • " • • • •• 16 ,. • " 0 0 • • • • • • • • 1 • • • • & • • • 
116 101 .. .. "'" " 23 • 12& , .. .. .. II. ,. .. • ..,. • 1IlI .68 I" 190 «0 '" • 10& 86 n 31> '03 21 23 • .~ 31> '" •• 41 • 8 • ~ 

... ". ... ... 703 ,. • a1 • 
30 17 17 8 10[[ 13 • 79< 731 .,. 33. ... II '18 a .. 21) 2< 18 '" " lO) I .. 78 .. " .. 2' 31 • 110 'III ", .. .. u .. 1 

139 133 '34 .. ... • ,. 0 
11. m . "' 3 • .. • U I .. 67 68 .. ., 2 • • •• .. .. 211 .. • 3 • " .. 38 I. 38 , 3 • 20 :Ill .. 1 • r. 1 • 0 .. iii .. 8 .. • • • to lO) ,., • 17 0 0 0 
:Ill .. .. 12 211 2 , 0 • & • • r • 2 • :~ 17 16 • ,. 0 • • I~,=.=, 

lSee tootnote. at end of tt.ble. 
, 

33 ... 008 ." 131 I ... ., 
4/1 .. ~ 

• ' -"" -m -84. M ... ..... &i. ww_·'Ow ····"'ii" ...... :ii .. I, JG.S 111 .,. l3'I ... 
• '.1 -Iii ..a .. 3<0 -----is .. .. ···T -----i1r ...... i.i • 37' .. u " 81' • .,. ..... '" S. '" ., 31 ,. .. a ... ... .. . 71 ... .. .. 8 .. • 1.UO ... '" 18' m ., .. 

" " 3 ~37' ',m 1.060 "" .03 .. 78 " '" 1 1,620 I. IS. 920 ... ... '13 " I, 
• ~ ... 1,395 I.UI .... .70 ,. ., ,. 2$ 
0 ..... '.a80 1.067 323 '" '" " 

,. 34 • 2, 32' '.SO< '. "" fl8 m '8 .. 18 ,. 
0 :/.734 .... , 7,.018 " G81 ,. 

" • 2$ • ~ ... .... , "'2< "" 
,.. 86 " 8 IS • ,~ 1137 'a, 274 '3,841 • ... :m '1,363 ·····ir · .... is· ··· .. 13· ·····-iil • ~:m M72 ..... '. <lIS I, :106 

• ... on 632 "'" m 71 .. " 20 • II3G ... 41. Il. ... " • & 12 .. 
18 1,=: "" ... m ass .. t. ,. 87 • .., ... n. '" .. •• 12 4/1 , 1 .... 023 ... .2< .. , so ., l2 " 

121 1,193 87 • 137 138 3'8 73 •• ,. 21 

to -1.2M m .14 .. -~ ... ..... ;0. ----·~i- "'''jr -'_·'·30 .u. ','" 89' , .. ... ... 
" . .. ••• . ". .. -24 • ·····02· u---iir ·····ii· .. ·· .. ·s !6 .'" "'" ". " .. .. ... ... 201 .. "" .. ., II " 11 87& 63' 427 11. 338 81 .. .. • • I. 1, U4 ... .." 108 ... .. m • 41 
8 1 .... . " , .. '00 "') •• ". U 31 • ~ ... ',0<8 800 ... ... ". m •• " 3 ',872 1,267 1,,,,. 2111 ." " 56 12 3:1 • 2. J2ti ..... 1,124 ..I "" 

,. .. " .. • 2,,,", I .... 1.-422 114 823 .. eo • 38 
3 2.11& 1,01,. 1.87' .00 74. 73 .. • " • 3.370 2, 376 UIO ... ... " .. 7 .. 
1 4,430 2.&71) un •• I .... 58 " I •• , .,'" ~~ ,to ... 87 76 .. 13 

~. 1==*==,== 



TAliloE 82.-J'AIUL't INCO.,J!I 08 LOSS1ll8 J'ROPa{ PAI\!al AND NONJ'AR'l BOU.Q.ces: Number oJlamili63 reC8iving nee momy a.nd nonmoney income 
'" Io .... 'r.m 'arm aM jrom fIOnfarm <ourcu. aM .... ag. a ..... 1'11 aM perC4'llt.ga .j i .... ".. rUN.ad fr.m .p.oiji<d ......... ' by ..... m. and 
by family Iyp., PlalfIB and M ."l'IIain 'arm •• ct ..... , 19S5-8Q-Continued 

(White noareUet (amUies that Include a hl1lball4 and wile, both natlve-bom) 

:ramBles bavlna- A vorage tllOOtllO or losa:es I Percentage distribution ot aver. 
age net laulily Jnoom\!l' 

N.I State, famUrtnoomB Faml· Net money In- N.t Net money N.I Total Net motley lDooma or Not monoy tDoomo Nel clUB, an famU, lloa Total coma from '- Don- Total lossea trom- non· .,' lOSSM (tom- DOO- Crow- non-11'1>0 not monoy net money lamdy 1--" monoy 
lnooms tnooey 

money lDoomo money I""", income inoom. Non· Non- Non- or Jos.sas Non-Iooome- from I ..... • ftom or All All ftom Farm IWm larm' Ftrm IWm larm' I.- IG""", Farm larm /rom ....... Farm 1"10 !arm .. u" ... .. """" sour ... I .... so ..... 
(I) (2) (3) (') (6) (') (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (I.) (I') (14) (1&) (16) (17) (18) (19) 

- ---I-------------- ---------------
1011ftI DAKOTA-110M- N'-N._ N._ N._ N._ N._ Nu",brr N._ Number Do/Iu. Dollar. DolkJ1, DoUar, Dollar, PITClrd Pu"", Pu,,'" P,runC 
"'-"'.(lOLOJlADO-CQn. 

Typo 1 •••••••••••••• 1911 172 115$ &7 '" 20 37 
Typea 2: and a. .. __ .. 189 17. 115$ 71 183 13 '" TYPea4and 15 •• ~ •• __ 08' 26' ",a 108 "" .. .., 
':t"YPea 8 and 7 ••••••• 131 11. loa .. 118 , . .. 
TJpeaa .. d •••••••• 31 27 03 1. 08 • a 

I See QlOeMry, Income. Farm Famll,.. 
• Onl,. tamlUea bavlng positive net Income from the lpoclDed source are inoluded In tbIJ 

section. 1 KaDllWllamlly that reported a fAlro net larm monoy income Ia excluded from 
OQiUtnD8 C and 8. 

• "amW,. wbo8e farm and other bl1llneu espenaea and, 1 ... exoeeded farm and other 
JOone, lnoome. tbue t.ulelng 10 a not money Iou. 

• NetnoDlDOney tarm lOliesOC(lIl.l' when dee:reuee in Iiveatock o'Wned or In crops stortd 
between tbB bq:innlng an(l 6D.d 01 the report year Clxcoed the followIng: Value or lorm 
ptoductl U88d. br the LImO, and of boWllna: turntabed bl the tarm pllJ.t IQet~ (luring 

2 35 ll7a 823 'lSI 911 160 84 76 0 16 
0 26 ',048 m 681 93 27. 74 '6 0 .. 
1 . « , «, I,'" m '83 3 .. 7 • 15$ 11 '" 0 13 1: 221 ... ." :m ... .. 30 17 .. 
0 3 t.051 .82 m 1a8 369 .. 110 16 36 

the report leer 111 Cropa ltorad Qf In ltve.stook owned. 
• A"9'orages a.re based on the tootal number or families In each ct8..'JI (column~. EntrlN 

In 'biB 88CtloQ ma.y be POIltlve (income) or negative {l04Se$}. A negative (10.) entrY' ,. 
Indlnat.ed. by Ito mlnut Ilgn. 

• ParoolltQlcN Itore bued Oil the ave,ge ntt famlty Inoome for eaob olau (O)lumn 11). 
Peroontago dlltrlbutiotll have not been computed tor lami1l8lln MJ' olaas In wblob the 
average income from any lIourea was negatlve. 

, For dbtJ;'ibution of tbese tumlllOli by amouot ot nat 1011&1 aee table 7g. 
• Averase ~ Oil fewer Ulan 3 oo.s&I. 

.. 
'" S" 



TAB .... 83.-,..,um .. T ""CO". 08 W88M no ... ,. .. lUI AND lIfON'Jl'4R1f SOUSCD. BY ...... ,..un. INOOMa: Numlwr a/familia r«:riPl-"" "" 1RDMfI 
t.md Mf'I.mo"'r if'lCmJlf Of' 10",. from farM OM from rwn.Jarm ,uurcN, and at'ItrNI(1. amount twcftflM /tom eocia. .ouree, btl ftG farm inc(nJu.1 

PIa;'fIII "tid Moun"';n ,,,rm ,eaio'flll. 1986-88 , 
IWbJlb _101_ 11m _de. blUbond .. d wile. bolb _ .. bon) 

Averap ibCO'Plt or 10" I 

---r------,---.---r---.---,---I---~--------·_r---
Not I:lI00I)' lnoome or JOIIU Net non. 

T tal ftom-
r~tt1u;e'I----r--~---I t:~:e 
inOOIDfJ or 10Sltl)t 
or IoIMt AU J'e.rm Nonfarm from 
~ IO\JJ'OM (arm • 

Net 000-
To~IMt ___ ~ ___ 1 wl ..... oney 
IDOne,. 
Io.sIeI f, Nonfarm from 

ram:t. IOUl'OeII tum • 

el) ro ro 00 00 ~ (8) (0) (10) (ll) (I') (13) (14) (111) 

------·I-~---- -----1--1--,--1--;---1-
Nu-'- Nombft Nu.mIJ« N.mblr Numbtr Nfl"*' Numbfr Numbtr Nu,mbtr DollOff DoUo" D<!tl." DoUon DoIlfJrj 

AD IQwmul ....... ~ ... _~....... fI3t 15M: ro'l 332 912 aoo 133 12 22 '163 .~~I01~I==:I:40~. 81 ... 
±JI_ =~ 

Net t.,.. .. ~~" .... _ .. __ .... II» 4 I 40 100 11)5 108 2: G --396 -@itt ~ 121 44ft 
N" 1D.oom,e. ........ " ••••• 1-.....; ... '::'1 eao fktl 202 8111 1" \1'.14 10 11 01& 848 2M 62 &70 

0-... .................. 80 181--::8:-1·-~IO+--"::"+--"::8,+-';;',.:::-I--:':o-l---. 181 -277 ::.;;;; .. <H 
~gg •.••••• _ •. ___ ._.. 1M 18 87 6f 1M 77 8R .. 0 42. .....2(1 -76 MI 400 
6fl'r749 •• __ •• _ ....... "' •• __ 178 146 140 M 177 33 38 :'I 1 647 176 143 3~ 4711 
760~ ....• n .. " .. u... 1" J~ 120 47 141 16 13 3 3 008 UO 302 48 MIl 
l'OOO"l ... g •• _ •• H .... ~.~ 08 04 1M 32 Q6 .. 4 0 :I 1,165 883 623 SO M3 
l.3IIO-1.4OV... ............. M M 69 2$ M 4 & I 0 1,888 68t 833 51 70Z 
J.rJ()(H,74~. __ ••••••• _.. 40 .w .0 14 ao 0 0 0 1 1,634 863 822 81 181 
I.T.I,M............. 2'2 2'J ~,U 7 22i 0 I 0 0 1.034 1,046 9'78 67 889 
2,000-2,:110............. 17 17 11 II 11 0 0 0 0 2.231 1.190 l,OM laG l,On 
2,2110 .. 2.4IXL............ 6 6 6 2 3 0 0 00 0 2,.201 l.~ 1.:WO 12 1,033 
,.Il()I}...:UOU ..... _._~ __ .• U U 13 " t4 0 1 0 3,004 1,670 1,4M m 1,826 
',OI»-3.M .•••. " .•. __ • II 8 I) a II 0 o. 0 o. t~.'~ 1,0'16 1.\1tO 31) 1

1
m 

4,.1'101'M1.m............. 2 2 2' 0 :a 0 0 • u.n ' •• 100 f8.190 '0 &H 
6'oooorover······_····l ___ o.;=~~--!,~=~.--!,=~I __ .,,!O.\ ... ;;;;; .. ;;;;;_.~;;,:;:-;;,-;;,;;.;;;;;;I,;;;.;;.;;;;;,;~I~~ 

Ree footnote. At find of tAble. 



TABLE S3.-FAMILY INCOME OR LOS8ES !'BOM .ARM AND NONFAI\M; eOUaCBS, BY NBIT FARM INCOldB: Numb",. oj /amili63 feceiving net fllO".,y 
end nonmomyincome orlo .. ,,!rom larm ond/romnonfarm .Duree •• and Goerage amount r .. ctrill.d/rom. each 'Dure., by "(It Jarm income,' 
Pia, ... and M""ntain farm .ocI,,,,,,,, 1936-S8-Continued 

lWbJt.6 nonre1te.r 'Innllies that 1Dclalit a. bwband and wtra .. bulb naUve-bomJ 

l'amUlea haviQg- A verago Incorno or loalU • 

8t.at.e and net fann-Inoame 
Net money income 

Nat non. 
Net monoy 10JSel Not mODeY Income or 10_ Netn!)n-

FamIllu from t from- Net non- T(ltai net Irom- mOfley 
clue (doU8lI) Total net money Total not money lamUy lacome money incom. money 10 .... income or 10S$lY. lD.oome I NonfBl'm from 1058$1· N'OnlBrDl from or 108llel All Nonrarm from 

If"'m IO"'''' lVUlI' Form lOur ... r.nn' lOur ... Farm ..u ..... fll'm. • 

(I) (2) (3) (') (0) (6) (7) (8) (0) (10) (11) (12) (13) (1<) (16) --------- ---------------- ---
JUNe .... 

Nu.mber Numb,r Number riumbtr Numb" Numbtr Numhlf Numb.r NlI,mbtlr DoUrlrl DoUn,.. DoUar, Dollar, Dona,., 
Alllnaome elSI8eI ••••• ~ •• ~._ •• _ '" "" .. , 266 ... 08 13. • 33 "'" ... .71 '3' a86 

~ -= --- - ==;sr=-===r - - - - -Not l(MllJlef ......... u.~_ ..... ill .6 61 'IF 43 89 It -:I<' -, .. -738 2 •• 283 N"t lnOOme8. ___ ... ______ ._. ' 644 '86 ... 238 '2' .. 88 I 22 1,111 721 '98 .33 896 ---0--249 ••••• __ •• _ •••• ~ .... .... 28 .3 31 ,. 'IF •• 0 3 3'7 -It -219 208 888 
2SO-i99._ •••••••••••••• W 71 .. .. 91 28 .. 0 , ilII 18' •• 100 300 &OO-1i9 ... 

d 
.. _____ • __ 0 ___ w 00 91 ,. U3 3 • 0 • 7118 '86 306 1711 313 700-m ___ ... __ .~ __ ~ __ ..... 

II .7 00 <II .1 • • 0 • .51 ... .., 
ill) .,. 

J.(I(J()..l,:U9 •• _ ••• "._.~._ .. .. 17 .. 0 0 0 • 1,150 .. , 387 .. ... 
1.2SG-J •• 99 .... u ••• * •••• .. .. .. .. II 0 0 0 1 t:~~ l:i:~ 1,808 8' .9 1.flI()..l,149. ____ ••• _____ 'IF 'IF 'IF 11 26 0 0 0 1 1,061 III. GOO 
1.7IiO-l.00P ___ ••••• _._ •• .7 17 17 6 17 0 0 0 • 1,020 1,400 1,333 .. ,,. 
2.1.XX.)....2,lKlJ. ~ ... ___ ••• ___ 10 10 10 8 10 0 0 0 0 ~ 180 1. &28 1,484 .. .. , 
2,250-2,400. _,. ......... u" 6 6 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 ~W 1,831 1,831 0 600 
.,_~OOII._ .. _._ ... _ .. 16 16 1. T 16 0 • • 0 ~O08 ~OOl .7 '" 3,000-3,999 •• _ • ____ ....... l' .. .. 6 10 • 0 0 2 3,698 311)< 2, Q(l5 I,. ... 
4.0IXJ-4,WIiI .... _. __ 0_' _ •• 1 I I • 1 0 0 0 0 ' •• 326 , 8:.46 '8."8 '. ' 880 8,000 or OV8I'. ___ uu_._ • • • • • 0 0 I 0 6,307 ..... &.148 -... 1, t7'l 

~~=,= -,~ = ~ = - - -===-=~,= 
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.lIl __ .......... U 7<8 ===.I~I 103 ~ Jar-
If .. Jo.o ........ .. "'1 .. '" 1 20 i 11 .. If '" ~I 

~, 
KeI. 1DcoRMI ____ •.. .... ~ m m ~ ~ ~ 112 .. 

0..'" ....... ~ ..... ~ a6 49 I 31 '---.. - 52 17 36 , 
" 

•.• 031 
I 

87' 111 

-916 3JO ... 
1,297 1101 763 

.110 "II 2!6 

I 

'38 I 
." 138 

33S 

81 S --' . "'" ... 
-101 

~IIO .•• _. _._ .•.• _ •.• "., .00 83 .7 '01 
liCXI-149. _0 ._ •••••••••• "" ,30 '''' 111 68 "" 7ro-M ..••••••.•.• ". __ '26 '20 111 ,. us 
J,OOI)-I,249. __ ••••• ~ .... ... ,M 'M 10 811 
l,2.~I,4W. __ •••••••• ". M .. .. IS '" 1~I,7·UL_._ •• " __ ". " ., 

" .. 18 a7 
1,1/1i)-J.M ••• u •••••••• 33 " .. ,. ao 
2,1))1)-2.~ ••• ~ ......... 17 '0 

,. , 11 
2,2th·-2 • .f:l9 •• ___ ••.••• ". IS 'S 18 3 11 
J.&lO-I?,QI99. ~M'" ••• "¥ __ 23 22 22 • .1 
3.""""" ................ , 2' III 20 • " 4,(k'l}-4,OIIO . ~"U.' " ..•• • 1 1 • • a.ooo or OTer. ____ " _ • __ 12 13 13 , 11 

's..OmMtr. Income. hrm 'family: '''I'm Jooome, Net. 
I ODl,LamlUet havltuj: positive net hawJIie from. tbelpec:lfted IOUfoearolnclu(led In tblJ 

nct:IOD. I JUOIIU limO, tbal reported. • aero D8f, fum mODI, iDoome ¥8-'Q,luded.lrom 
oo)umlll4 IQd &. 

'&Ie OlouarY. toaome, "arm 'family: :rarm Noamotllf lacome, NM. 
, 1I'6mIJ1eI wflOlie farm snd other bUllio. IIl:piU". and. IcJIItu tloeeded tarmlDd other 

mone, lDoome. UluniuJUDIID Ine$1DOU87 _ 

20 31 0 .. "6 
10 22 1 ,. 119 

" • 0 8 9.53 
0 0 0 ,. 

1,'08 • • 1 • 1.<8< 
0 0 0 • 1,121 
2 • 0 • , .... , • 0 0 ~ '70 
0 0 0 , U91 
1 1 0 2 ~ ... , , 0 • a .... • • 0 I ..... 
0 0 0 • 8.04& 

... ... ". 300 .,. m 
SIS 136 

1,018 008 
1,233 1,120 ..... 1,218 '.3M 1,310 
I .... 1,570 
1.818 1.'68 
2,619 ~ ... 
2,814 2.,711 
11,'" '.728 

191 
.62 
so 
III 

UO 
ua 
US 

" ,. 
II' .. 
103 
10 

• 21 
7 31 .« 

383 ... ... 
eM 
S" 
802 
m 
82' 

1'848 

• Nat notunone), farm. 101A1 occur wben deeteaseam livestock owned or In Ctope1ltored 
between tho belJ1DDlD, and lind ot the mport fear e:r;o86d the foUowfnp;: Value of farm. 
productl used til' the (tunny IlDd Of houalng lurnllbed by the farm plWlI.nareuee durklg 
tbe report ,ear In (l'I"OpriltOmd or In UV(I5wcir owned. 
· • Aftragea are baed on tbe tote) number or lamlUetI tn each elaaI (columa 2). Entrlcl 

in tblt section mlY be poslU9'8 (income) or neptlve {loUeii). A negative 00fII) entry 1& 
Indlcated by a mlnu81JD,. 

I A"erap bued onlewer tblD a CUM. 



T ABLB 84.-GROse AND NET J'ARM INCOME: Number of /dmiliu receiving groes farm money and nonmoney income from BPf1~Md ,our"" 
averag6 am~ntI received, QV61'oge farm operating «cplJnditur6B, and avarag6 net jarm income, bv ineome,1 Plain. and MountaIn farm .ectioM, 
19116-116 

[White Donrel1ef (amilles that include a hdlbllnd and wHe. both native-born) 

lI'amWilil bavIng- Average. grOJl (arm. bloome 
A vernge' Det 

Grou f&tQl money NonmODe, lucome latm income I 
Money Jnoome (rom-mooOle {rODl- Net In· (rom- Aver· 

"'- aget 
farm or Total Notfnw opero.t· PO.mi- d .. Slate and lamJly·1nootn8 olaaa (d,oUm) U .. or .... motllJY Prod- c ..... Ing 

A.A.A. In and A.A.A. nets or de· upend· 
8010 of ben .. crops non· Soleot bene-- All lur· .,.... iturea Mon.,. 
torm ... Olhl!ll' mon· All larm .IS Oth8r D!lIhed In (mon· and Moo· 
prod· .. d lOur08l' .toted ,,' lOureM prod- and lOuro.l I.""'" by orops ") noo- .y' and (net) ucll rent· Uv .. ... 1. ren~ farm .toted money 

ala' ... ok aI •• .. and 
tawJly' live-

stock 1 

(IJ (.) (3) (4) (6) (6) (7) (S) (9) (10) (11) (I') (13) (") (Ill) (16) (17) - 1-------------------------------------------
:RO.TB P .... :OT ... 

NUfIlM' Numb". Numb" Numb" Numblr Dolla,. Do~'" }')ollar, Dollar, DoUa" Dollcir. Dollar. Dollar. Dollat. Dollar. Dollq;r, 
An !.DOODle cl8aeI .... w_~_ .... ~O« .. ~.~~.~_u~~ ... ... 772 m ." 1.8:14 1,268 1,061) 165 « .66 IlO3 63 11122 700 1<0 

= ~ - - - = = = = = = = = Met 10111 ...... ~ •• __ ....... " ........... " •• 101 101 63 114 11 1. 732 1. 288 1.038 aoe « '" 402 _48 ~,"'" -661 -906 
N6t1Doomea •• __ ••••• W"""._.'.~w •••• __ 833 833 egg _ m 1.886 1,266 1.073 149 ,0 670 60<1 ~ 9S1 &6 2& 

--I--:::-------------0-349 .••••••••••••••• w •••••••••• "" 08 08 6f, 17 80 1,286 808 '58 1114 a6 ... ... -27 I, t4{) Il6 -83. 
~OO ••• _ ............... " ... " ..... _ 141 141 106 26 ft3 1, 143 717 ... 100 '1 "'. "" :Ill 797 8" -80 
1l()().-7~Q ••••• _ ........ w ••• w ••• u.~... 191 191 169 &t 101 1,401iI 930 766 US a6 m ... 19 823 .79 107 
7S(}-9V9 •••• _ •• _ ••••• w ............ _. 138 138 117 2.IS 70 1,696 1.026 &7 14. a6 611 613 GO m 823 :1.12 
1.())O-I.249 •• w".w ........ u........... 108 108 97 t1 69 l,tHO 1,363 1.127 17. 6. .113 617 7tI "'" 1,041 .48 
1.25()-.l,49Q .••••••• _ ........ ~._........ lW ... 6G 18 41 206M 1,866 1. aliI 216 100 638 '" 61 1, "'" 1,248 610 
1.6OI)-.1,149.w~.~.~ ..... ~~." •• ~~....... 48 f8 to 17 10 2,871 1,072 1,72.1 1M 63 700 601 90 1,140 1,,,", 823 
1,760--1.M .• wnw __ n.u........... 24 lH 21 IS 14 2.898 2.034 1,083 ... 100 8M ".. 021 1.100 1,148 ... 
2,000.-2.249 ................ _....... 18 18 16 7 11 8,635 2,677 

" .. 2 
213 m "'. 606 ... 1,635 2,000 1,00 

2,260-2.t99_ •••••• w •• ~~_"~ .. _....... " " 7 2 & 8. '190 i.698 2,388 271 3. 1,09:1 "" .5< 1.624. 2, lea 1.074 
2,500-2.9W~H ••••••• _" __ .~ •• ~~nww 1(1 10 1 2 , :::= ~'m 3,118 .,. •• 1,467 S18 64. 2,031) 2.7M I, :188 
ajlXlO-8.m."u .... ".~.~"_ •••••• ~... 11 11 0 2 t~i 3M .. 1,1!)\) 761 '18 2.11.12 2,841 I.672 
... 0X)-4..M ••••••••••• _ ••••• _.~"".. 3 3 2 1 a 8,'" 1.628 .63 618 767 76. 1 .. m 8.6111 2,849 
6,OOOorQv ....... _................ 0 0 0 0 0 ~.-.-.-. ---_._ .. ... _ .. -. .......... _ ... _ . .... M •••• .... -.. -.. ~.-.. -.. "-_ .. -_. __ .... • __ £··_w 



I I'D ut1h~ data in ooJumDl3,e. 7,8, 9,12, 14. 16, and J1It ahould baremembered that the 
method of handUnll: f/U1cbllHl or tal. of U •• toot and fiflllUlLaol- chang. In nlue or ltv .. 
• tock owned may have Introliuced dattol'rom ttllWlactioru: whlcb ewtomarUy Alt> Dot cla.1. 
tined uoder thMe Inoome het6dllllCS. 8M Olouary,lncome, Farm Famlly: Crops Stored 
and Lh"8toell: Own8lj. Net Cb4lllt8. 

I lllcludoe all mODey Pl\ymflnta (except 10101) received from the QoverD.lll8l1t UDder the 
Ifrieultura!-recove;ry pt'nRf'lUll • 

• ThlJ Include!! net Income from work 00' tbe OPer'lltod {arm tbat Involved both the 
I.bor of tbe farm family memberland tbe UN of tbo '.anll,', wort ltoek, macb1nerY. or 
ol.bw farm e,quJpment. 

, AuraeOIS It, baaed all tb, bumMot 'amOletlln each elw (oolumn 2). 

I See Glossary. lnoom •• Farm ramOY: li'arm Income. Gross . 
• lIleludOfl the valu.of hOUllng, food, fuel, Ice.,/. ood other products furnished by tbe farm 

for ramU.,. WWI. See OIO&$Al'Y. InooMe. F'atnl .ralllilr: Farm Products Used by randly • 
trod Occupancy of FIIml Dwelling. 

1 A Jl8t decrease .. indlcaced by A mInus sign. 
• Entries 10 this section may be polltlve (Income) I.'Ir nege.t1v6 OOSS«!l). A Ilel!otlve 

O~u) entry IIlnd!c.!.ed by. mU:lllI 8110. See OI0588lY. Income, Fann Family: Farm 
IDcome, Net. 

I Net farm mODoy Inoome I, obtatne<l by deducting (ann operating espendltures (rom 
IP'OJI mODey Income (rom farming. 

It A Torage bued 00 lewer tbe.n 3 ~. 



TABLB 85.-SOUBCES 01' NONFARM 1I0NIIY BABNING8: Number of familia reuitJing net momy ~rning, from ,ou'~8B othttr than the operated 
farm. and a .... tJf/. ""I mon.~ .ami"". r"",ived fr.m """h •• ur ••• bv family IU'P" and ..... m •• Plai., and M ."fllain farm •• cti .... , U136-36 

IVIhlte »omeller tamllle8 tbat Include a bwbllDd and ~. both nativt-bornl 

J'amtUes bamg: net nonfarm mane, earningS trom l-

Individual earners XndlvJdual Garners 
Other Other 

State, famfiy t)]le:. and lucame F",,- Room. worlr: Room· work 
oIaoI (doll"" llles Aoy Othors IG O~6rsUJl· enand not at-- AU Ot'ters 1ft Otbers un- ersalld not at· 

.ouru or older dar 1G board· tdba- 11<"""" or older der 10 bo~rd~ tdbuw 

Any aus- WU. en' tabloto AU a .... Wire .ra table to 
band Indl- band (net) Indi· 

Male Fe- Male Fo- vJduala Male Pe- Male Fe- vldua13 
mal, mat. mal. mal. 

(I) (2) (3) (., (.) (.) (7) (8) (0) (10) (\1) (12) {13) (14) ('0) (I') (17) (18) (19) (10) (21) (22) 

-------11--1---1--+--------1--------1--1---------
lf08'tB: Daou 

No. No. No. No. N(). No. No. No. No. No. No. Dol. Dr)i. Dol. Dol. 1 Dol. Dol. Dot Dol, D04. IJ61. 
AlltrPel ......... ~~ •••••• _.~A"n •• 03' 259 227 UI4 G 27 11 0 0 62 3 47 44 33 21--" :I 0 0 3 (t) _ ~==:a::b_:::or::::=_ ~ 

Netlosses •• ~ ••• ~u~_ ••• ~__ 101 lW 18 111 1 8 0 0 0 4 Q 36 34 31 ('). 3 ~ g g • 0 
NetJ.ncom.~~ •• ~ •. _._.... 833 239 209_~_ 8 21 11 0 0 I~ 3 48 t:; 34 :I 7:1 I--.!. (') ---::- , ·,,--1- -1----,·- -. O··491L •• ~ .... ~_. __ ••• _.. 209 60 37 32 2 2 4 0 0 ' 115 0 23 20 18 1 1 2 0 0 3 0 

a(IO..OOg. __ •••• _.* ... _~.. 329 ~ 83 70 4 11 a Q 0 16 1 34 32 26 1 3 3: o· 0 2 (') 
1.OOO-l •• 99_~. __ " ••• __ .~ 172 liD 41i 42 2 2 2 0 0 11 0 13 70 80 1 2 1 0 0 3 0 
1.1lOI).-1,m ••• ~.~ .. ~_~~.. 120 :uI 23 UI 0 D 1 0 0 t t 77 13 38 0 34 1 0 0 .. (') 
2.()(J(I...2.M ••• u~ •• _... 37 16 liS 12 0 a 0 0 0 1 1 71 76 07 0 a 0 0 0 1 
a.OODorover~ ••••• __ .. _. 14 6 " 4 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 217 atll 79 0 114 49 0 0 5 

I 
o 

~=== --============::::1::==:1== =-= 
FamU, type 1 ••• _ .. ~~ •• ~~. 123 32 25 :u 1 ." •• ~~ ... ~~.~ "~ ........ ~.. 9 0 as 23 22 1 _~ ••••• ~ .......... u.~... IS 0 

-- 1----::-Nl.ltlcmes .••••••• _. __ • 17 3 2 2 0 1 0 9 7 7 0 2 0 
NeUDOOIIl$'I~~".,~ •• u 111 1U lIJ 22 1 a 0 31 28' 215 1 IS 0 --------------------------------------------------

o-4.9O._~~ •• A ... ~_._~ 29 Q 5 II 0 .~_o. __ .. _ •. __ ._~" __ ~ .• __ .. 0 20 12 HI 0 ••• ~ ..... ~_ •••• ~._ •••••• 8 0 
1I()()..9DD __ ..... ~ __ ._. '9 14 13 12 1 _~ .•...•.•... ~_ •.•. ~._.. 8 0 .5.5 "G (1 2 ..... _. _ •.•.••• __ ... ___ .__ 0 0 
1.00G-l,499. ___ • __ .# 25 .. 3 lJ 0 .M ..... M •••• n_M ... ~_.__ 1 0 3 ;1 8 0 _~~ .. ___ .. ~~_. _~_.~. _~_.,~ (I> 0 
1.1SOI)..1.m._~.~ •• w_ 7 1 1 I 0 •• _WW ••• _W"_ .~.~._ w".... 0 0 1 1 1 0 .~._ .•• w __ .~ .~ __ ••• ~.... 0 0 
2,()(IO..2.9ag .••• ~._.~ 1 1 1 1 0 ~._._ ...... __ .......... ~._ 0 0 'ao 150 '60 '0 .. ~ .. ~ .~.~~~ ~_.~ •• ____ •• 10 '0 
a.OOOorover __ ~_~_. 0 0 0 0 0 ____ .. ~_ ••. ~ _.'" .• ~.... 0 0 ...... _. ______ .0 ____ ~,,~ ... ~ ._. __ ~ _~ .• _~ •• _. __ •• _._. _O.~~"_. _._ •.•.• 

==:::.o==.~= ========l~ == ====== =l~=-==-=-=== 

'" .. . '" 



ram", IT ...... ,d .......... .. .. "!2 .... =1 __ 0 0 • ~I~ aa --.!'..I--.!. ...... ..... 0 0 !---l. 0 
Netl.,... ...••.... __ 18 .. .. .. 0 _'_0" 0 0 0 0 18 18 18 0 0 0 0 0 
N.~la4IomM.~ ..••. 21347 (2 41 2 _ •.•.. 00 '" 0 as It 28 8

1

":",:,,:,,,:: 0 0 1 0 

o __ .~ ..... _...... 81 lJ , IS 0 .,_ .. _._ .• _ 0 0 .3 0 8 1 1 0 ._ ..... _ •• __ 0 0 1 0 
B»-9IID..... .•.•• rt 10 llil 18 1 _0 ••• "0" 0 0 0 0 10 10 18 I .•••.. n~._' 0 0 0 0 
l.OOO~I.COlI .... _.. 44 12 11 II 1 .• ," .... '" 0 0 " 0 D2 88 4U 'l7 ......... ~.. 0 0 .. 0 
uoo· .. I.m....... 18 .. .. .. 0 ........ _.. 0 0 I I) 72 09 00 0 ........ ~~_. 0 0 a 0 
2.IJ)O-.2,wliL....... e 2 1 1 0 •.••• .•.• 0 0 1 0 e 1 J 0 .•.•.•••• ~__ 0 0 :; 0 
.,ouoaro" ....... I~ 2 2' 2' 0" ... _. y_ 0 0 0 0 1& 15 16 0 0 ~ 0 0 

'.mO, tnw •• ud I., •••• 31M -=wi ~ 10 a ill 11 oro ~ 2' 69 66 30 11121===;= 0 =='2=t 
I-~ - ,-

NetIOMal............ ao a IS .. 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 11 11 .,: 0 " 0 0 0 (t) 0 
NeUncom. .. ~ ...... 214 ~ 88 8ft 3 18 II --! 0 17 :Ii &f el to 1 13 7 0 0 $I 1 

f 
....... _.·n~· ...... IJ8 HI 11 12 I 2' .. 0 0 3 0 311 37 2B 1 a IS 0 0 :1 0 
&"M'J-0(It.......... Dt as 29 2'l I 7 3 0 0 • 1 4D 46 30 (.) Il D 0 0 3 1 
J.~t.m...... 6IJ %1 UI Ii) I 2' 2 0 0 % 0 so 57 4R 1 G 2 0 0 ~ 0 
.,!II:W)..I.m...... :J9 12 11 8 0 • 1 0 0 3 0 121 114 3S I) 79 2 0 0 ,. 0 
2,(V».2'.m.. 24 10 10 7 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 101 lOS 03 0 '12 0 0 0 0 2 
a,OOOotO'fft' ....• ~~~ 1 0 ~~~==:! 0 0 ~ 246 ~ 0 =:!. 170 0 0 ~i===:! 

P.mllrt,... .. ,dT.. ~~~_~_, ___ , • 0 0 IS • 48 .. "I~ • 0 0 --"- ' 1_"_' 
NetlOlU!. ............,. • " • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 UK 11M UK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
N8"IlCOm.et".~ .••••• 188 601~ 40 a 2' 0 0 0 13 1 40 37 fl6 (') I 0 0 0 3 (') 

0-.40IL •.••.•. _._.. &1 11 8 8 1--; 0 0 0 0 4 0 111 12 11 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 
6()')-QO!I. .......... 1'1 18 I., 13 1 2 0 0 0 4 0 UI J7 J.t (') 8 0 0 0 2 0 
I,OO')-J,'oo _._ .• ". fO l2 II 11 0 0 0 0 0 " 0 91 93 93 0 0 0 0 '0 4 0 
1.!Wl/H,m.......... J2 tl 6 S 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 4.5 '" 4.f 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 
2.1m-2,m......... .. 2' 2' 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 31 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
3,000010 ... " • .,.... :r I I 1 0 0 0 0 0 t 0 1386 1360 1350 '0 '0 10 10 '0 1M 10 

==--"""-='==~~- ==== == 
P'IWlUy

typell88DdO.",.n=,49 .~~~~~ 0 ~ ==o..~~ 11 &9 =:!!.~~~==:!:==:!==:!===:! 
tU.WI.lI I I I' Alit,..,.. .................... "f=t,!::-!18 ~-!!!.~~:~~-!~.....!~~~~ 0 n (') ~==:!===:! 

NAt I"M8II .• "~............ 41 I " "' 'I 0 , 1 • 1 0 0 0 0 3tl 36 10 0 13 13 0 0 0 0 Nf/ltIDilom& .............. 6117 170 153 108 6 3G 20 1 0 21 3 86 83 tn 2 9 Il (4) 0 2 1 ------------------------------------------------
0 .... 00 • ' •.• ~ •..••.•. " 1'11 4t ... 27 2 j 1 0 0 8 2' 37 3S '11 4 3 1 0 0 1 I 
fSO()-lJQ9 •.••••••• - •• -.. 1117 tn 65 ofO 1 1.5 7 1 0 8 0 61 48 2!1 (4) 8 12 (I) 0 3 0 
1.4))(I·I,49Q ...... _._.. 121 3(1 34 22 2 8 8 0 0 2 1 121 110 83 3 11 22 0 0 <') 2 
1//IIH,IJII}g ....... _. M 12 12 8 1 " 0 0 GOO 112 112 1'18 I I:J 0 0 0 0 0 
2,r .. IIH,IKN.,......... .2 13 11 8 0 2' 3 0 0 3 0 211 2M 163 0 21 22 0 0 IS 0 
3.000orover......... 22 7 1 3 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 170 170 J43 0 20 7 0 0 0 0 

~=-=-=~--= -========= (=--======== ..... 
00 co, 



T .. DLII 85._01l1lCB8 0tI IfONrAlIM MONBT ""RIf1NOS: Numb .... ' ,_",iii .. r"";lIing fIfI m .... y earning. from lour ... other than the op .. at.~ 
larm, and 4"lrag' m' monq earning. received/rom each .ourc." brI Jamily type and incom., Plaim ana Mountain/arm .,ct;om, 1986-88-
Continued . 

(I) (a) (3) 

b • ..........aout1nued 

tWblte DODrtlltf tamlllel that toolud ... bUlban4 and wU'o. both oaUn-bom] 

hmW. haYIng net DODfanD money III'D1I1II from I

..... '" 

(4) 

OUJen 1e Otben un .. 
or older dar Ie 

Rw. '--~r--4.---r---1 band WI/a ,-

(0) 

Male ~e :Mal, ~. 
(7) (8) (11) (10) 

Room· 
eralnd 
boanI· 

"" 
(11) 

Other 
work 

not at- All \rlbu- .. ""'" All Rna-
table to ",",d 
Indl-

>ldUAb 

(t.) (18) (14) (16) - -

WIle 

Othet 
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TABLB 85.-s0URCES 01" NONFARM: KONET EARNINGS: Nv.mber OJ /amiliet reCliving flet monBfl earning"rom ,ouree, other than the operated 
farm, aM average net money earning. rec6ivedJrom 6Q.Ch ,ouree, blllamily type and income, Plaim and Mountain/arm a6$h'o1l8, 1985-436-
Continued 

[WhIte nonr$l1ef lamm" that include a bwbaod BDd wUe, both natIve-born] 

FlDllLIea baVlnQ net noDlIU'Dl money earolnll from t- Average net nonfarm money earnings per ramUy trom L.... 
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TAB .... 86.-JfOIfJ'AJlII IlARHBS AND TR'BIR .ABHlNG8: AHrag. number of lamilr ~mber, Aauing earning. from .ourcu olMr tM" eM ()JH1'oled 
Jarm. "' ... mlm aJ Aubandt in IPtcijUd O«upofion.dl grtJup" ftumbt-r of 1I7iwt- dM other lamily member. earning. and tJf1et'Gf' amo ... "'" 0/ 
"""''''''' IMni1lf' reuioed, /rg /omilv ; .......... ' Pia;", and M""roltJin /orm .edw.... 1936-86 

[WhUe aonreUct tMnlllet tbat II.'Ie1ude a baabaDd and wlle. bo1;b natlve--born) 

Famll1 member:a n:«!1vJor DOllfl.rm. ea.rtIJl::JD Ii. VI!ml8t' nontann ear:nln&I or-

Aver· BUIband.It. bJ dlW oowpation • Buabands. by chief POOUJlOUoD 4 
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~:::::.::::::::::::.::::::::::::: 
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8eo t •• motel at ao4 of table. 



TAB"" 86.-NONl'ARU IIARN1!B8 AND THIilIB IIUNlNO.: A ... rag. numb., o!fomily "",mb.,. haoi"l180rn'''I1s f,o". •• u,"" .th., thon tho ope,ated .... 
larm, numb ... oj h",b~"<h in .pe"fi<d occuptJtio~1 g,oups. n"mb~, 0' wi ... ~nd oth., jami/IY m,'!'b., ••• ,nino. and a •• 'OOB amounla 0' ~ 
nonja,m 8Orni"l1' r ..... od. by ,am,ly Incom •• ' Pla,ns and Moun""nj.,,,. • ..uOnB. 1985-86-Contmued . 
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T ...... 87.-..... "'co ....... m IlI1lT LO ..... no .. PAIIJ<II(G: NumIJ .. of famil;" 'h4oif14 Mfarm i ......... "umlJor 'h4oif14 Mfarm "' ..... -/lflii 
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TABU 9O.--50I7llC'BB OJ' ~AKlLY INCOIIB: ANf'6P I tol4l family iftCOf'J!U! owr. 
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TABLE 91.-No""""" KONEY .... IlNlNGS: N_ tmd ".. __ of ItJ •• "liu Iuwi.., 
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[White DODhileI tamU1es that iDelude a hUIband and wile, both DS&l'V'&obom) -- J<auae South DakOta-MOD'" 
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TABLZ 92.-J'ARM OPERATING SXPIINDlTUREiS: Number 01 !am1"liu reporting fZ
prnditurea for 8pecified iUmI, and average amounts reported, by income, Plaim 
and Mountain farm rectWnB, 1995-86 

(White nooraUef t&mllies lha& include a huaband and wile. both nativ&bornJ 

.. ~ .8 I '" 6 '" .,; 
J:. '" 3H 8 5 ~ = ~ .!I • ~ e 3 - j = "'i=. '" State and IamB,- " "'0 0 "-

In.,..., '""'" ~I ~ - .. 
j f 

;; ... 
? ~.E B (dolhua) I j .E- 0 .. .'" '" f~ "'"3 ..s::: 

~J l ! il f ~ ~ 
Cii·9 :i ~'" il '" = " 0 

~ ::; • .El • <5 .. II! .. m 0 .. .. .. 
(I) (2) (3) (') (I) (0) (7) (8) (0) (10) (ll) (12) (13) (l4) 

NoaTH DAKOTI. FAMILIES HAVINO FARM OPERATING EXPENDITURES 
FOR SPECiFIED ITEMS 

N •. I No. No. N •• N •• No. NO.j No. N •• N •• No. N •. N .. 
AninllOlM~ ... "', ... .oo , .. "" ... ,.. ... ." ... 281 ... 

= .. I .. Nel.!OS'WS. ____ 101 .. .. .. .. 81 .. .. '01 .. ... 
Net Jnoonu. _ . ... ... ... <01 '" .. - m 0<' ... ... ... 26' "" o-t4~_ •• _._ .. .. ,8 .. .. .., .. 0< 3' " 32 .. .. 2.5Q-491t __ • 

'" ll. .. .. OS "" '33 .. 51 138 ,. <II '34 
.5OO-74a._ •• ,., ,« .. 00 100 '42 163 , .. .. , .. 61 50 , .. 
761Jo.-VW. _ ._ '38 '" 

,. n .. '¥l 1M .. .. 13& t' to 134 
1,000-1.249. '08 . , 38 .. .. T1 '0' S2 .. ,03 .. 34 , .. 
1.2.50-1,499 .. .. .. 3D .. (7 .. .. .. .. OS '" .. 
1.l1OO-1.7t9. .. (7 ., ,. .. .., .. 38 18 .. 13 '7 <1 
1.760-1,1IW. .. 211 • 10 11 .. .. .. I. '" 7 • .. 
1.(D}-1,"H9. "' ,. • 7 .. •• .. 1 • • ,. I. • 17 
J.:OO-~4. • 7 • • • 0 S • I • • 0 • 2.~Z.Wlt • 0 , . • • • • 10 ,. • .0 • • ,. 
J,{)(J0-3,i1oI9. 11 11 • • • • 11 .. • 11 • • 11 
f.OOD-l,9W. • • , • • • • • , , • I • 

A.VERAGEt EXPENDITURES FOR SPEOIFIED iTBMS 

Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. I Dol. Dol. Dol. DoL Dol. Dol. Dol.1 Dol. DoL 
Alllneome cl.-_ 1,122 ". •• .. . ,. '02 , .. .. "K 12 .. , .. 

= Irt6 = Net JO&!I!'lla • ___ ..... '70 , .. 271 .a ... ... .. 213 , .. <7 '00 
Net lnOOUUII .... ... I .. sa " · .. '31 ". ". .. ., .. ... 

o-~ .~~~~ 1.140 ,38 .- .. - .Im '00 , .. 17 7. !III '" 1M 
26tHiDU .. __ 

"" US " T1 • 117 .. 11& .. '" 50 .. no 
300-74IL._ s:tJ '" .. .. • " '00 127 ., .. so .. 118 
16U-WV'_ .-< ". 10< .. .. • .. .. ., .. ,. .. .. '27 
t.OOD-I.M. ... .84 .. .., • .. , .. ... 11 57 .. ,. 'M 
l.250-1.4U(L I .... .., .. .. • 50 ,., ... .. , .. .. .. , .. 
1.~.1,7tV_ I.HV .." 80 eo • ,. U, 18> ,. 11 • ... .. m 
1.7NrI.P9lJ. 1.160 .,., .. '" • ... '''' 200 .. '02 .. (!3 ". 
2.ft'O-l,.:M9 '.'" .,. .. ..., • <7 2liIl "'" .. .., '50 '" .IG 
1.250-2.4119. I .... 23, 7t' 81 • ,. 

=1 "'" 31 '50 ". • ... 
UOO"".1Mi .. "'" ... m T/ • .07 m .. ", " .. r. 21111 
I.IX!O-I.WQ. "'" ... n • 78 • IS , ... ... ., "" '" ~I ~ ......... -.. m "" '" ... • • 1U7 i'J,~ , m • ... 
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TABLB 92.-J'AlUI OPERATING ax::PlDD1"I'lJ'B,1DS: Numhr OJ !4fII.uia repartif1{f .. 
pendilur .. fM ."..,ojied item4. aM __ a_ roporled, by itw:tnM, PIai ... 
and M."ntain farm ._. la3~6--Contin""'" 

(WhIte JKJ!1nlJel famOfes .. , lnclude almlband aDd wife. both DaU'f&obami 

ij II J .... " ... .... 
~ ~ ... 

B~ j J li, ~ 0 ---. ~ i f 
s = "'~ ;' 

~~ i - f ~ ... =:r j.!! d -...... .,. 0 o • 
~ 

f '" <doIlarB) 

I 
;;. 

i J ... - .2'3 ~v .!! j ~~ l II ! f ;j ! ~'" g ;§ • e .. III .. :iii '" PI .. 
(l) (2) (l) <<l (I) (I) (7) lBl (» (10) (11) (12) (IJ) n<l 

lWIU8 :l'AMIL-IES HAVING "FARM OPERATING :ZXPBNDI"l"URES 
FOR SPEOIFIED !TKMS 

No. N .. No. N .. N .. N •. N .. No. N .. No. No. - No. 
d mtlOID8 classes~ 60S 327 ... .,. 1lI ... ... ... ... 122 218 .. .70 

Net Iosses __ .. .. •• 3D • 3D .. to 16 as .. • 14 
Net im::omeII __ .. , ... "" ... • ... .... ... " . ... ... 17 1 .. 
~m ______ .. •• 13 30 0 It at .. l' .. to • .. 2(,0-199 ____ .. 8? It 11 • 71 7S .. ,. .. 17 • .. 
.&OO-74rL ___ .. .. 22 .7 0 71 .. .. 20 77 .. '0 17 1aHIW ____ .. .. '7 76 • 12 .. .. 8? .. .. • .. 
l.OOO-l,M9. n 27 8? .. , 47 .. 07 .. III .. • sa 
1,2.50-1,.(99. .. sa •• .. 0 .. • 7 .. •• 47 21 7 to 
1.&:10-1,749. 32 .. •• 8? • .. .. .. 12 ., • • • 1.160-1,m. .. ,. , 

" 1 •• OJ '" 7 •• 11 • 7 
2,00}-2,249. to ,. ,. 11 0 16 to .. , 

" I. 0 • 2.2:iO-2,,499. '" 8 • • 0 • • 0 • • • • • 2.600-2,999.. .. 11 11 11 0 •• 12 .. • ,. , • • ........ - ,. 0 • •• , • II ,. • " • • • '.000-;::. • • , • 1 , • • , • 1 0 • ..... or • • • • 0 • • • • • • 1 • 
A VERAGB' BXPBNDITURES POB SPEOlFIBiD ITEMS 

Dol. D«. D«. D«. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dal. Dol. Dol. ...... ...... 
AD Jncome cl&we_ I,UIO .. 167 1lI2 (') lOS • 70 ... •• "' m .. '" Net tosaea _____ ..... 112 . ,. ... ~ ... 412 <00 ., ... .., to SO NHlncomes __ ~"'7 SO , .. 130 100 , .. ... , . 11' "'" .. ,. 

~~------ 1,391 .7 21' ,.,. • , .. 23. ... 12 W1 116 .. 27 260-491 ____ ... sa SO ,no (') .. 0 HO 183 H 70 .. • • 500-74t ____ ... •• M , .. 0 • 03 ... 220 .. 87 111 10 • 7S)-.WQ-____ ' .... .. OJ. ... I:j '0' 110 1112 11 100 .00 10 ,. 
l,ooo-l,2{Q.. fIf11 .. .. 100 ,. '38 107 10 u. rn .. .. 
~I,'99_ ... 79 .. "" Q .. 159 ... .. '37 .. to 17 
l.a»-l.74t_ 1,112 .. 104 138 • 70 ... ... .. .. 76 IS • 1.'15O-t,M_ ~1" 127 .. '42 • 81 ... 271 11 127 HO 17 .. 
2.{Ml)-:t,24Q. ..... 154 ... , .. Q '79 ... ... .. '70 1 .. • .. ............ ..... 139 ,. ... 0 72 '80 ... .. ... 161 • 10 
I,llOO-2.V99. 1 .... 140 ... ,. a 78 In ... .. ,.,. ... .. .. 
B.~,G99_ '.'" 'M '30 , .. • .. 226 323 •• '" . .. .. lB .. ~ ... ,.. .... ."" '670 •• •• ·.00 '2.£! 'It '678 .... '0 '81 ........ ~ ... 174 ... 107 0 .. 111 OIl 1J 'I!R 111 • .. 
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TABL. 92.-:I'ARU: OPERATING mXPmlmITlJUs: Number tJj !amiliu f'eporUft{J ez.. 
fJmdituna !M' ap.cified item,! and aNrage amouma reported, by i#COme, Plains 
and Mountain fa.m .uliMI. 1985-86-Continued 

(Wbite nonrellerra.mtUee &ha1lndude. hDlband and wUa. both aaUve-boml 

"I ! ! '" f. 6 " 1-L ~ .§ 8 

Is ~-.!I S - I "'II SCett and funny- 0;; 'ii gi ~~ lnoomeclaa (dol· 1! ~ • ! ! d .ora) § ~ f d j .!iii 
iii' ~ ~ ! f '!! I ~,Q II 

i • II ~ 5 {.- II! .. .. ;:; '" .. a 
(I) (2) (3) (4) (3) (6) (1) (8) (0) (10) (ll) (I'll (13) (H) 

J'AMILlES HAVING FARM OPERATING EXPENDITURES 
aOO1'n nAI:O't.t.· FOR SPEOIFIED ITEMS 

KON't.&.HA- COL-_DO 
N •• N •. N •. N •. No. No. N •• N •. N •• N •. N •. N •. N •• 

AUlDooma~. ... ... ... ... .. "" """ ... .,. m m 251 ... 
NetloaMs.. ___ .. " 18 .. • .. 2& .. .. .. 21 11 " NetlDeomtI_. ,.. ... 807 ... .. ... ... ... ... '48 ... ... ... 

~tfO ______ .. 1..- ,. .. • .. .. 14 .. .. " I • .. a60-fjDO ____ .. .. .. .. , . .. .. .. <7 .. .. .. 79 600-749 ____ 
118 70 .. .. 11 78 72 .. .. 110 II 2& .. 

w)"99IL_. 180 .. .. " .. .. os .. '" m ., .. 11. 
1,(0)-1,"9. ll' '" .. ., .1 79 .. .. .. .00 .. .. .. 
1.2tiQo.l,f9Q.. .. .. .. 3D • .. .. .. .. as 3' '" .. 
1.fIOO-l.14D. .. .. 1. 1 • • .. 87 11 .. .. '" .. ., 
1.75()..1,m.. .. at .. , . 0 .. .. .. .. 41 1 • 14 •• 1.OOO-2,SotiJ. .. ., 

" 
,. • .. .. .. '7 .. lB 11 .. 

2.~2..\19. .. .0 n • , .. .. 13 17 22 .. 10 .. 
t,500-2,A.. .. '8 11 .0 1 ,. m ,. , . .. .. • " a.MI)..8,QQQ .. .. II .. • 20 os '" 21 '" 18 10 .. .............. 8 8 • 7 • 1 8 1 • 8 • • • 60000 or over ____ 

17 I< 8 • • • " 11 ., ,. 10 • .. 
AVBRAOBt BXPBNDITUlUtS roa SPEOIFIED ITEMS 

Dol. Dol. Dol. Do/. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
AIlIDoome_. ~, .. 21' , .. .16 • ~ .. .. .. 148 , .. .. , .. 

= = Net loIIaa. __ •• f,381 811 ~"3 "'" 8 ,. ". .. .7 lI2'/ ... 14 • ... 
Nollnooms __ ~ ... ... ,<7 "" • .. .. .. .. 14' US .. m 

~ICO ______ m .18 aD ... • II .. .. 8' ... 100 .. 1M :aw-tOO __ •• • If , .. '" .. • .. .. SO .. 100 ,. .. "4 aoo-7tVi ____ ... ... '01 , .. , .. .. .. .. 111 .. .. 1011 
7W-VlltL •• ... .. 'OB .. • .. .. 87 .. .. .. .. .. 
).001)...1 ••• .,. ... , .. 70 • .. .. .. 'Z1 '80 .. .. .. 
1.230-1.4Qe • ... 17l .. .. • .. .. as .. ... ,. 87 ... 
1.600-1.140. ... U,) . .. .. • .. .. .. '" 117 .. 72 .. 
1,7&)..1.'1100. , .... 222 20' , .. • .. 71 .. .. ... SO .. . .. 
2,OOO-Uli. , .... 80' ... .. 11 CO 87 ,. 8' ... ... .. ... 
I,)J5()..2,.VO. 1,516 ... ,.7 '2& • .. .. .. .. '78 '" .. ... 
2.~M. 2,71C ". ... ... , .. .. .. ,. ... ... , .. ... a.1XO-8._. 2,,174 "" ... 'OIl • '7 , .. 81 .. .,. ... 78 ... .............. I.'" ... ... ... • lit "" ... 137 .. , . ,. .. . COl 
1,000 or ..... • ~ .. -- 1,011 1M .., .. ... ... at ... .,. II I" 
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TABLE 93.-VALUm OJ' FARM-FURNISHED P'OOD PBR MllA.L: AnTage. f1alue per meal 
peT f~uure ""it of food home J1Tcduad for family .... ,. by family type and 
income. Plains and Mountain farm uctiomJ 1935-86 

[White DOnreliet famUles that IDclw:k(a hasbaad and. wife. both natlve-bornl 

South South 
.Family type t and In- North Kansas na"'" J'amDy type t and In- North Kanss Dakota-

come class (doUan) Dakota Moutana- ooma class (dolIaIs) Dal:o .. Montana-
Colorndo Colorndo 

(l) (2) (3) (<J (Ii) (0) (7) (&) 

DoUGr. DoIIa" DoU4n Family ..... • DoIla,. DoIIa .. -, AD types _______ • ______ .. 0628 .. ,.,. ...... and 5 ____________ .. ""'" ...... 0. 0617 
FamIly type 1 _____ .0732 . 076' .0726 Net1osses ____ . ..... .06711 .-Netillc0m8S ___ . ..,. .... , .0617 Net losses.. __ . __ .0771 .076' .-Ne; incomes ___ .0726 ,0761 . .,.. G-49'L _____ .- .om ...... 

(00-99IL ___ .0618 .1lh75 .... , 
0.--499. ______ .1l583 .0700 .- 1.~1.4i99_ .- . "'" .-600-9UCL ___ ..... ."' .. .m! 1,500-1,999 .... .0728 . """ ..... 
1,000-1,499 _ .D7lI2 .0817 .om 2,000-2,999 .... ... 96 •• 700 .07" 
],600-1,900 • ..... .0814 . 0i92 3.000orover ~ .- ..... 
2,ooo-.. ~ J .1300 .0817 .0830 Famlly types tI a,OOOoro .07" • \lilt) and 1 ____________ ... ,. ..... ..... 

Family ..... • NetlOL!51'lS ______ • 0517 ..... .-and 3. ___________ ..... .- .- Net incomes. _ .. ..... , 
. - . .... 

Net Io:s:ses... ... __ .00,. .0760 .- 1)-491 ______ ... ," ..... ..... Net iD.comes __ . ....... ...... ..., . 
6IJO--99Q.._ •• • • tl582 . .... . .... 

0-498. ______ .OS&'! ..... , . ..., 1,(lOO-l,1t19. .0"" .0019 . ..,. 
~ ... -- .0633 .0720 ..... l.~I.999. • (l6O/) . ..... ...... 
l,1M»-1.499 . .OOSII .0717 .0750 

2.00()-2,999 _ • 1075 ...... . ...., 
1,600-1.999 . .Oill . tl72Il ..... 3.oooorovar I'· .... ..... .0614-
2,U»-2,999. ..... .0818 . om .... mJ1y ...... 
3,OOOorover .- .------. ..... and 9 ____________ ..... .... , .-

1 For description or method bSGd Itt computing see Oklssar7. Food-erpendlture UnH;. A vtI!'qI!S are baed 
OIl the number of lamllies In each eIass rt=~ M. column 2). 

J For description oI family types see 0 • Family Type. 
I A verap based on fewer than 3 cases. 



TABU N.-n ..... o. QIlANT'TlII8 OF rADII·reUN'On" FOOD: A_""lJIUInlitiu t,."..,.fi<>d J..,u """'" pr/Xlucod lor lamily .... , I!y I",mily 
type and ;n<tn7UI, PIa;n. and Muunl4;n 1,,",uutiMlo. 19S6-86 

(WhICe oo:nrel1eI 'amUlet lobs' Ioclude .. basblDd IUd trUe. both uitf'e-bornJ 

South Datota..Montaua-Coklrad.o 

~ 

Milk Cream E ... -~--~-~-~--~-~----~ n ~- ~ ~- ~ ~- 8 
(') (0) (II) (7) (8) 00 (10) (II) (12) (13) (") (10) (18) (17) (Ill) (I.) (10) (21) (22) Ii: 

-----1--�--1--1---1--1-- -I-,j.--I--I--I--I--I-II-r-------- 'lI ____ aa ____ aaa, ... ~~_-aaa-1 
A1U~ ••••••• ~ ....... -.- •••• -. 288 l2'l l86 ell m 8t& 38 2158 6f 176 tj'/ a-n _ 76 lRO Sf 2IiI4 3(fI 20 "d 

Net ........... u.......... 772 113 216 t3 628 346 39 323 69 1M 93 320 14U 1 296 66 2f6 47 392 68f 23 9 
H ... lDoomM •••••• _ ........ ~""=-+_-::: ... ::+..::: ... =.-f.-.: .. ::+_ ... ~+ ... -:.::IJl+-:::38+;IIO<=-II-...::61+-.:I:-:76+..=:II'I+-:328::-II-::' .. :-f_:-.+ ... "'::.;.I-f. ... ...:7::.+_::":.:8+_..:"::..f..;;:IO::0.1_-:2Il6::-~ ~ 

o..f,DIL.................. 716 1(YiI 181 'Jf1 11K 27& 33 2'.!1 42 163 83 2'24 II) 1 213 63 141 44 173 114 11 .. 0 
~ ... _ ••••• _....... 2811 I" 1110 .. H3 :17. 36 28& 60 155 $10 aoo 134 :I:US 67 J67 49 24«1 212 17 
1.00I).1'4OQ .• H •••••••••• ,.., !! 180 48 &MJ '11 89 296 158 194: 101 883 200 :I 306 .. 80 202 59 300 312 20 
1.400-I.M. _____ ._._ ..• _.. UN 261 dO 874 U7 .. 4 2'15 15O n (19 868 166 8 36t 199 till 358 338 21 
2.1IJO-.2,tMil.. ______ •••••• 846 164 m 01 eo? 6al 50 286 68 2'U 152 462 213 2 361 ~ 205 W 3W 5M Z) 

.,ooo«ov............. IW3 130 #f6 48 801 62tl_._~ aa7, =..;,7t;,I • .; ... ~~I~";,~.; ... ~I_;;m~I=~8.1=;;; .. ~·4=..;,I .. :;,I.;; ... :;,I..;·~'.I=~·'I1~I~~ 
-=_~ -=======r~ =!= -i--:-: 

V.lIlll, _ L... ..•...••.. lUi .. 1M .. .... 18' '" 178 .,... .. 1112 .. i 180 '" lOB " 2M ... " 

(I) (2) (2) 

Net .... ow............ ~ tOO 174 8G 436 IH 2lfI, un 38 88 18:M2 36 {." 181 fiG:I61 36 326 ~2 22 
Net Incomtl .•• _ ..... " JgO 81 161 39 843 1_1llO=.1-..:2!I:'f..:I::"':'f-..:tlO:+..::'''::'f-="'::'f-'::78=-f-::II3-1--=-I-:.I8::o+-=,"+..:,::"+-="'+:''''''::'1-::'':''.1--'':'' 

O-.. OIL ••..• _ .• ___ ._ 1M 72 137 20 224 l10 2& 110 38 J2'2 82 liO 7'1 1 155 38 120 38 139 1M 13 
fiOG..4IIOO. '. ""'._." 1116 ,! 146 rr m lijO 31 178 4(J 106 Sf 118 107 1 135 6G 129 46 m 11M 12 
J.Wl-I ... __ .•••• _... UI9 ..... 178 .u COO 188 '¥1 181 41 l0i6 fI8 1M 67 1 ll'ilS 65 186 86 294 342 J3 
1.IlOO-I.DIilIL .. _. ____ . 176 78 l8lI 13 667 371 37 208 M 130 M 421l 2'14 2 365 13 223 M 3(18 374 20 
2.000-a.m .. _._._ •.. '1M t lot t $II • 12 I aoo 4:1fJO '40 210 52 176 88 142 42 .. 261 98 201 36 :m .4g0 IS 

1,000 Of over" "'-' .• ,r::':':;: .1'::':':'::': '.,;;~,r=;I82;; 1=~'~7 '~'~";:'f~7<;'f~I~'O;:'I'==i80;I=~·+~"';'I==II9;'I-;I";;;'!F";II~"';:'li..;t7~· 'F=':;' -= -===r-:;:- ==-=~ =!~ 
Farnll, 'YP" .... 13....... 2MI lOt... .. ill ... 10... '" I.. '1iI.~.::J&~I-.::::: 138~1-_':" .. I 7. ". •• "'. .., 18 

NfIt loItM._ ••• ~._.~.... 2M 116 306 .u 61. 2M 33 382 62 109 pO NO :200 0 329 78 221 64 .7 247 Z7 
N.t1noom~ .•.• " •• " .. _" 2(11 103 lin 40 418 7ti& 29 239 30 167 tl)4 30.' 1_::.'30:"f_:.1 280 14 113 62 268 288 J7 _ -- 1--'-I--'=-'-I--'-I--f.....:.:.·I--"-·c 1-::::-1--::-1-::::-1'--::-1-:::::-1--:::::-+--:-; 

D-4\19 •.•••••••• ~.... 231 Sl2 129 a.'i 3-13 117 25 179 37 162 89 206 60 (I) 208 40 127 40 189 172 14 
IJOO..pgQ............. 248 106 138 (11 320 alIJ 26 2'11 lSI 173 (If' 348 126 2 2M fJtil 154 .40 226 222 US 
1.OO()..I •• pg.......... 274 107 164 36 674 322 31 286 82 lSI gs 26.6 JC8 1 302: 'T? aJ2 137 251 338 17 
l.fIOOo.l.m ..••.. _... 2110 JM 2M 62 ,UIS 801 30 1{17 89 146 100 382 170 3 3M 106 Wi 6I'l 393 306 24 
2.flO--2,. ..•..•••. 324 128 241 6S 429 417 ~ au 67 246 166 374 711 1 340 106 )14 13 .418 JfH 19 
1.000 or overu...... 412 UH 118 ~ 70J ,=;;'IIl3;;.\".;";;'b';;"';';. '~'I ••• ~.~ ..• ~_.w. :".;;. •• ;;.;; .. ~b.;;. •• ;;.;; •• ~.: [;.··;;.;;.·~·11",;; .. ;;1~1==;; .. ~1.,; .. ;;;;,6 71 260 1.270 38 -_.====--"" ======='" -=-====-



TAllLllII4.-AV ..... O. qUAKTlTI •• O~ ~Aa".rUaKI.B~D ~OOD: A ... ag •• 9UantiU .. oj .p.cijl.d 'Dod. hom. produ .. d 'or Jamily .... , by,amily 
Wp. and i ........ PlGi ... and Mo .. nt.'.larm ,..uioll., 1986-Se-Cootlnued 

(Wb". DODNl1el' ',mUlti tb6tlDClludo" bwbludud wUe, both Dati,e-bond 

NorIhDako .. 
hmlI. 1Jpe ... 41D .... _ 

(4oJ1uJ) 
MUlr Or .... Ball PouI· Pori: Otbor Polao MUlr \rJ m081 -(I) (I) (a) (4) (I) (8) (1) (8) (9) 

r-- --
0.1. 0.1. Doi. N •• U. LII. Su. 00/. 

rarnuy ."'" 4 .. 4 D ....... liG9 110 IlOO j7 DI8 II! 41 167 -N.tl~ ...•.• * ......... n 28'1 110 III 80 880 20.! 80 W7 
.... , ID.OOmel ................... m lSi 1118 " 628 8:Ml 48 161 

00<10 ............... 2M 1111 IIl8 " 4" 816 88 101 -............. 167 IIlI 176 .8 .78 264 87 2lI8 
1,(XII)..l,.IXJ ....... n ••• :l81 I" 1104 •• 084 181 4D ... 
1,500-J,II'W ... o ~ .. , ..... IOD 187 "" " IID8 4DII " 163 
~"""~m .......... 170 I"" 101 DI DIll 4118 84 ... a-tIX) f1I o.er ............ <DO I"" '14 " goo 81IQ 00 ". - - I"":i' -hmO. IJPOI 6 .. 4 7 ....... .,f llI8 aoa 10 081 flO 1M - r--; Netlo.. ................. u .... 81a Ia' "8 47 7116 •• '08 

N., 1o.ooDlll .................. 881 140 IlOO ao DII8 '" " .81 
00<00 ............... I<Ii 1119 I" aa '" 877 88 -;; -............. sag 10I aoa "" 848 .18 .1 
1.00Q..I,.DD ......... u .... a08 100 lIOl D' DI! • 09 .. 
J,SIX)..J.IJW •• uu ...... 8"" 108 ,.. 118 "" .M 08 
~ ...... ~m, ......... 081 234 818 16 '/000 D88 fD 
J,QlJ or Ottr.n •.••. , 113 '1110 " .. " 1110 •• 00 .. , - - -; - - - -rarnuy 1"",'1D4 0 ....... 4III 161 D:t ~ 401 .D 

I A .erane are bued on tbe Dumber 01 '"mill_In oaob clAn (table sa, oolama 3). 
I ror d-npLknl 01 fAmU, t11* 1M Olouo.r" rlUDJil Trpe. 

a" 
'" 8.0 "'. 84D -804 

II:oDIIII 

0 ..... DRP PouJ· Pork Olb" Pol .. MUlr If. m .. 1 to .. 

(10) (II) (12) (18) (I') (ID) (10) - -
0,,1. Do •. N •• U. LII. B •• 0.1. 

81 184 88 848 119 8 I7B -rr 181 1011 IIO'T 107 I alll 
D8 184 87 848 184 I 171 

41 1lI0 80 2lI8 110 --;- m 
81 I" 18 sao 109 1 "'" Dl :Ml2 04 88' 109 , 28a 
DO 

"" 91 IIlD 112 D 10' 70 1138 108 taO 1184 I 8Dl 
oo 181 80 D" 106 • ,,' - - - - - - -III :Itl8 lal foe ". t 401 - 7 - -III 161 8. fOO 0 606 
61 tll Ia' '" iIIO I 800 - rm -fa 10/ 168 18' I 8:10 .. 108 100 aoo 211 .01 
oa 161 III DI7 m , DOO 

~ 110 188 441 "a (I) 110 m 1104 788 ,,8 8 488 
I .. ,., 

"I .'" 610 6 "0 - ill - - 7 - -DD 101 fl8 4 40. 

.0,50011., 
• A veto.a_ bllllCld OD low" tbaD 8 0CIIff. 

Bouth Dakota-Mol1t1iJ1GoOolorll.do 

0 ..... Ell' Poot· Pork Otbor Polao 
try ., ... .... 

(IT) (II) (19) (10) (II) (II) - - - ---
Oal. })GI. N •. LI>. ~b. Sulil 80 187 Df 811 881 - - - --- -rr 170 " 481 &\8 18 

80 m !II 817 886 21 

61 171 10 118 1IIID 2i 
D7 I" 88 1104 224 If 
88 10' DD 809 .Ol II 
00 170 II 8110 88' 18 
84 114 Dl 418 D86 ,. 

110 til 70 D.O DIO so - - - - - -84 104 61 8116 lOG li1I 
I-;" f-;oo .. :Itl8 888 " 8D 10' 61 a". 100 '" - - -78 101 III 10' .21 " !4 111 " 881 lIT :Ml 

10 aol 70 818 "" " f! 181 ao .iO 800 21 
106 /08 110 877 tIO :18 
181 101 100 280 ...; '0 - - " - -80 aao 881 888 '" 
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TABl& 96.--cBAHOB IN' VAL'O'Z OJ' CROPS STomm AND LIV'BSTOCE: N't.H'nber of 
Ja",iUoa Mui"ll 0"1/ nd cha"l/O 6etwteft Ihe btgi"niftg aM end oj lhe repori year in 
001 ... oj r:rtYpIl lloud for .aIe or oj u ... 1<l<k _. aM overag. amount oj ...... 
.... ongo, by moo .... " Plot", and Mountain Jarm aeoIiona. 191J6-88 

IWhite nomeUef tamW8I that Include 8 basbaDd and wife, both zWlve-boml 

North Dakota Itan!ea South Dakota-MoDtamt-
Oolomdo 

~-
_leo A..,... Famlll" A..,... F- A..,... 
bavlno- amounl having- amounl bavlno- .... unt 

01'- 01'- or'-

N .. N., N .. No. Net N" Net N •• NOI Nol Nol Nol 

I~ de- ... de- ... de- ... d .. .... do- ID- de-...... ~ ...... ...... ~ ...... ...... ..- ...... 
(1) (2) (8) (4) (6) (0) ('I) (0) (0) (10) (11) (12) (13) 

1-
No. N •. Dol. Dol. No. N>. Dol. Dol. No. N •• Dol. -. 

AIl .. ..-cIaaooII. ..•.•••. "" 100 .,. ... 147 ••• ... ..., 31 • ... ... "" = 
N.iI_ .••••••..•.•. .. .. ... 2<7 18 Ii ... ... • .. ... .. ... He; Iooomoa •••. _. ____ lIO u. 2M ... ... ... 180 ... 107 ... '" 70S 

~ ... --.-.------ 17 ,. , .. ... 7 18 ... 180 • .. .. uro 250-409. _____ • ___ •• .. .. ,,. , .. to SO 80 ,,. ., .. 188 ~071 
~74~L ___________ 

'" II 1 .. 19. 19 .. ... 08' S7 .. "1 .'7 76G-lJ99. ___ •••• ____ .. .. '''' ... .. II 10' In .. .. ... ... 
1,000.1._. ____ ..• .. 2l 26' '88 ,. .. .. ". ., .. "" 577 
1.2!i()-1,<411i1' •• __ • ___ .. ,. S70 ... 11 11 170 ..... .. .. ... 71 • 
1,1100-1:;49. _. _____ .. '0 ... ., . • • .. ... .. • ... ... 
l,'1I1O-l.{KIIL. _____ n • ... 2IlO 8 • '80 , .. .. 11 "" "" 2.000-~_ .• _____ ,. • ... ... 1 , .. .. .. • 670 ... t.2W-2,. •• _______ 5 0 CI38 -;200" • • ... . .. .. • 10' 

,.. 
2,&»-2,M ________ 1 I OM • • 78! .,. 12 • "" 718 a.ODO-3.M ________ • 2: 1.219 . ,," • • '78 ... .. I 1.aM ~:: 4.~.vw ________ • I .... .. '" I 0 .... "a-iii- a · ..... 6$000 Ql over ______ 0 

o ______ .-._-- • 1 '1.7G8 • o ~370 1~11' 
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TABLE: 96.-sBA.BB BENT: Number and percentage oj familia renting any operated 
land on lhat'~ rem baris, and average value of prcduct8 paid 08 .hare Tnt, by in
come, Plaim and Mountain/arm aectiom, 1935-88 

[WhJte nonreliet famllies that include a husband and wtte. both native-born] 

North Dakota X ..... Boutb Dakata-Montana-
CoJo,"". 

Famlly-inoome class Average! 
Famlll .. rontinl A ...... ' A-versget (d .. ..., Famlllos renting valooof ... oen! :YamWes ren~ vaiull'! of any or opemted 

produ~ RIlY of operate prod .... anyofopem products farm on a share- farm on a share- farm on ashu. 
rent b88Is I paid as I'mt basia1 poId .. 

rent ..... • 
paid 85 , .......... share rent """'_ 

(I) (2) (0) (') (0) (6) (7) (9) (D) (10) 

NlImb<T Pn,,'" DoIW. N._ - D_. ~~ '-".r ~ . Al1 Income cla!set. ___ 6,. 67 ... 1 .. .. ... 3M 
Net loIse9 •• _______ .. '8 , .. 1 11 'j" • 10 211 Nelmoomes _____ . .SO 58 307 ... .. ... .49 10 ... 

~24~t. ________ «) 59 1 .. • .. '15 • 11 .. ,250-4mt. ______ '/1) .. ... 10 11 ,., .. 1 • , .. 
600-749. ______ , .. .. .... 20 22 , .. .. I. 1<7 '11:iO-09IL •• _____ 76 " 247 31 32 28' as 'IT 370 
1,000-1.249. ___ 77 71 "'" 28 3D 211 20 17 ... 
1.~1.499 ___ . .. " .22 ". 47 2!18 " 17 'lT6 
1.500-1,749 .. _ ... 37 77 ... 1. 59 347 • .. ... 
1.1liO-l.99SL ... _ 10 62 . ., ., 50 .... • ,. ... 
2~2,249~_._ 10 .. 001 10 53 ... • 28 ... 
2,260-2,499. _ •• f (.) 1,301 1 '" <6' • J7 ... 
2.500-2,D9SL • __ 0 '" 8M • .. 526 • 1. 1."" 
3,Cf0-3,M._._ • .. ..... 11 ,. 

"" • 18 820 
4.00IJ-.t-.D99. __ . , (.) 12, U(l8 1 !~ i 1.280 0 (') . ----.-i.-6i7 ,s.COO or over .. 0 -- ____ A. ---.------ 2 111m 1 

1 A share ronant Is 8 farm operstorwho pays bfs ffam rent with. share of the (ann products. 
t A versges are Imsed aD the Dumber of families tbBt reported Vftlue of JlC(iducts wed in payment of shant 

rent, For North Dakota and K8IlSSS thl!: Is tbesame as the number of shar&r'@Dtlng camUles (ooiuruns 2 
and 5). 1 South Dakota-Montana-Ctliorado famlly, lncomo class $1,000-$1.24&, did not report. 

J P<,recn~ are based on the Dumber of families In eecb class (table lUI, Q(llwnn J). 
, Percentages not computed tOf" !ewer than 10 eucs. 
• Average based OD tew('r than a caseeJ. 
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TADLB 97.-lI'AMfLT 'l'YPJII: Number, perctntage diltributi~ dM ave:r~ au of 
families, by family type aM "dis! ,tatuJ Plains and Mountain farm .ections, 
1986-86 

(WhUe mill. that lnclade a husband &!ld wUe. both native-born] 

NonreUel famW. Relief lamIlIes 

A.ver-~ A .... 1._ 
1. __ 

ATV' A .... 
Btat9 and ramn, . ,. ... ... ... . .. ... typal No. 

All ""r· "' .. .... 
AD 

.... ".,. 
..,. .. '" ..... ,m,. ..... 

",r 
..... 16 .. ra:ljy 

..". 1O", 
family under old- mro .. old-.. 16 U 

or" .. 16 ft 
or" 

(') (lI) (8) (') (') (6) (7) (8) (8) (10) (11) 

------
lfORTH »"'.0'1'.1 

N.~ Numbu Ptf'cml Nti_ Ntim"'" NumfJn Numbn p- N ....... Numbtr 
AU t7P8l_._ •• _._ ••• ... 100 . ... 1." nso ''12 ~ .... .. .. 0.78 

1_ ••••••.• ______ ". ,. .. 01 
---i~otr -------- .. • a01 --Too' --------2 ____________ •.. ... 11 3.01 -------- ,. •• 3.00 --------8 _______________ 

'" .. ~go , ... ---i:j2- .. • .... 2.00 ----ra.; t_._ ••. _________ ... 17 .... ... • • 3.« .11 6 ___________ . _. ,(6 .. . ... 1." .... •• 11 UO . ... L88 e. __________ . __ . .20 .. UO US ---rar .. .. "lO 3.31 ----i:i2 1. __________ . ___ ., •• 7." '.73 .. .. 7.31 <'11 IL •••. __________ 18 • ",,7 ---e.:17- S.l'1 • • .... _._----- 3.00 G ____ .". ___ 0. ___ •• • .... .... .. 12 , .... u • . ... 
= 1= = 

KAKUl 
.J 

AU "'""_ •••••••••• &OK .00 Ul 1." ... ., 100 .... .. '" 1.00 ---1 .. __________ "._ 

"' 1. .... ---rOO' -------- 12 12 ..... ---roY ---.----1 __ - ____________ .. 11 8.00 0- • _____ • • .. ., ------.-1 ______ --_ .. _--- ., , . '.00 .... '--i:18- • 7 U. 2.00 ---Tis ,----- ....... _-- J87 .. 3.U ... 11 .. .... ... 6 .• ___ •• _______ • 

'" .. .... .... .... 10 10 .. .. 1.70 '.70 ft. _0' • ___ 0 ___ • __ .. •• .... .. ., ---1:06- 17 •• &27 .... ----i:M '1 .• __ . _. _______ . .. S 7." 8.61 •• •• 7." ..00 8 .• _. ___________ :n • .6.40 "-6:ii' .... • • .. .. 
'--6~M' 

.... 
It ..... _____ .... .. • 9,14 .... .. .. .." .... 

= = = 
RottTlI D.U[CU-
1I0NTAlU.-eOl.Oo 

... 00 

AU typea .. _________ ... '00 .... . ... ... ... '00 .... I~ ... 
1.. ____________ . 

• 91 .. .... ---roo' .. "----- .. It ..'" st _. __ . _________ go l' .... --_.---- to 7 .... . ... --------8 _____ .• _______ ., 
11 "Ill .... --Tj6- .. •• .... ..00 ----i:,. t ______________ . ... .. . ... . .. .. 17 .. .. . .. 1- ___________ ... 

'" .. .. .. t.7. .... .. to un . ... '.M S. _,._ ._ .• __ •• _. .. • .. .. .. .. '·Tu· .. to ..'" .. .. -'-TSi 7 ............... .. • 1.19 .." .. .. 7." .... 
8 .•. _________ ... ,. • .. .. 

"'i~1i' 
.... 7 • "" ---i:fi· 3. •• 

i ....... _ ....... 1. • D.'" .... .. • .... 2. .. 



210 MISO. PUBLIOATION 856, U. S. DEPr. Ol!' AGIDCULTUBB 

TABLJ) 98.-AVBB.&.GJD SDII 0»" .AXn..T BY TTPB AND INCOME: AHraga au of 
family and ""erag_ n"m/>sr of __ other than hmband and tDif. under 111 tfr 111 
fJ1' older,' by family type _ i_, Plai ... and Moufltainf_ B«JfioM, 1_ 

(Whlte nomt3l1ef famllIes that indnde a htuband and wile. bo&h uatlve-bom1 

Tn><o' T:rpes , IIDd , Tn><o ..... 17 'Type& 8 and I ..... 
seate aud famDy-locome clMe AD ,..,.. AD ,..,.. ,..,.. AD Per- Per· All Per· ,..,.. 

(- -. ..... -. .... """" -. "' .. ",us -. ..... ..... 
Uy on· Dy un· , .... Dy .... ,. or Uy un· .. .. 

mem ,dor I:. dor old- mem de. old· mem .or old-
bom I.' , .. or' bom I.' er' bom' ,.. or' 

Ol (2) (3) (f) (~ (0) (l) (8) (Ill (10) (11) (12) 

--
xollm 1)llQti. 

N~ No. N .. No. N .. N .. No. N .. N .. N .. No. AI11ncome ellll!!llllL ______________ .... I." .... 1.00 I.e .... .... ,u" .... u, .. .. 
Net lossea. _________________ .... I. .. .... 1.00 L" .... a.n .38 .... .... U2 Net incomes.. ________________ .... L .. "'8 L07 I." .... a. 61 .11 .... .. .. "'7 

o-f90. ___________________ .... HI .... LOt L38 8.11 U6 ... 7." 1.00 ..'" ~---------------- U. L .. '-'7 L20 1.21 8." "'7 ... .... .... .. .. 1.00(1-1,499 ______________ .... LeI .. .. LOO 1." .... .. 00 ... 8.,., '-'" LIIl 1,500-1, ________________ 
U2 L'" "'7 1.17 1.38 .... .... I.,' .... .. .., ..'" 2.(XIO-2,M _______________ .... 1.83 .... .83 U, .... .. .. • 7' ..... • .. 00 

..... a.ooo or over ____________ .. n Ln ..'" .00 1." f8.00 ' .. 00 .. '" ' .. 00 <00 ... '" ,..,.... 
AD lnoomedassea ______________ .... 1." .. " • 13 u. 0.0' a .. ... '.Q .. .. .. ,. 

N&t losgea. _________________ a.60 I." .... ... 1.58 .... ua LI< 8o'" a'" 1.00 Nei lnoomeIL. _______________ .... 1." <.1, ... 'L38 .... .... ... 7." .... .. n 
0-499. _. _______________ • 

UO I. .. .... ... L21 " .. .. .. ... 7." U2 ..'" rilO-99Ql. - ______ 0 _________ u. U. 4." • 72 1." .... U3 ... .. '" LOt .. '" ............................ ..... 1." ..... ... I.U .. ,. .... ... 7." .... .. .. 1.l!OO-l,M _______________ .... L" <.l. ... .... .." . ..,. . .. 8." ..'" ..'" ~ ... 2,M _______________ .... 1." ..... L21 1.21 .. ,. a" ... , '''00 -.00 . .. '" a,ooo or over _____________ ------ ------ .... ... 1." .... .. .. '-'0 '11." '''00 ..... 
BOum DA..1[MJ. ... Olftlol .... -

COI.CW.DO 

AIlIna)me masses. ______________ .... UB .... ... I." .. 21 I.., ... 1.19 .. .. 2.81 
Net loeses. _____________ ._._. 

'.00 1.00 .... 1.00 1." 7.00 a", 2.00 "00 .00 ..'" Net: mCOlDQI ________________ .... 1." .... ... '.38 .... .. .. ... . ... .. .. .. ,. 
HOO ___________________ .... L .. .... ... , ... 8.00 1.22 .61 8. .. .... .. .. 
~----------------- ...... I." .. " .n 1." ..... .... ... 7.00 ..,. .. n l.!lOO-l.Q ______________ .... 1." '.31 ... L .. .. .. .. ,. . .. '.n 3.67 2.1. 
1.~I.099 _____________ .... 1.46 '-'. I.'" L" .... an ... .. .. 1.87 1117 
2,~2.M ______________ .... 1." .... . .. 1." U. .... 1.00 7.'" 2.3 • "'7 8.000 or- Oyer. ____________ .... 1.60 Ul .81 L .. .... .... ..,. 7." .. SO 1.00 

1 Year-eqolvaltmt persons. S1lght dlscrepancles ~ occur between the 6V6I'BftG for all members ad the 
amount obtalned by addinr 2.00 (husband and w1te) to the IUD1 01 the a~ tor penons under 18ud 13 
Dr older. These d1sarepanclea remit from dlfIueneBs in the methods of computing avwages for all m1!m· 
bemand tor peraDllII under 16 or lClor old.. See GlossaQ'. Year-equlvalmt Penon. for 4E18CtiptSoa of meI.h
............. mout!nJr. 

I InclUdtll bwwd and wire. 
I E10ludils huaband and wtre. 
'A~ buod on. fewer ibaD a eaaea. 
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TABU 99.-!I'AIIJLT InlllB&B8 16 08- OLD.a: A.JloINJffS n.'ltmb6r 01 family ~. oj 
~ .dati ..... hip 10 h ... 1>t1nd and ""I' in r.s;q and _.liq lamilieo.' ~ 
ago and lamill/Iyp •• Plain< and MounIai,. larm .. eli ..... 1986-86 

{Wbfte IamI1IeI that: tDGlade a b1l8baDd 1114 wHe. bottt natlve-bom] 

AUmemhtn BonIand daagb - Other' relaUvea Penomnotre-- la ... 
.... aDdfamU, 

,ypeNo. .... .. .. II-S .... D->II I&-S III-. .. ... 
III-" 

.. .. 
old .. older older older old ... 

Cl) (» (t) (~ (01 00 (7) 00 00 (10) (11) 

.OBfll DJ,ltou. 

~~ N~""'" Nu~ N_ N .... - - N.mbw AD_tn>eo-_ 1.<1 .... LM .... .. 00 .... .. .. (1) (1) .. _--_ ....... __ . ... • 17 . .. .Il • 00 ... . .. . .. .. 00 .. 00 6u ____________ .... ... Lao ... • 00 . .. . .. .m • 00 . .. ,---.. _--..... -. .. .. • lB I." . 0' .00 ... .m ... .00 .00 1 ______ ---- _____ .... _S! .... ... .00 .22 _17 . .. • 00 ... 
1- __ --_------- .... ... 2.00 ... .00 • 11 ... ... .M .00 

,...... 
All.pecU1e4 lJPII-- .... . II .... ... .00 .08 . .. ... (1) .00 

f _______________ ... ••• ... ... • 00 ... ... .M .00 .00 6 _____________ 
u 1.<17 ••• .... . al .00 .00 ... ... .00 . .. 7 ______________ 

I. .. .IT I." ... .00 . .. ... ... .01 .00 

., :::::::::::::::: .... ... .... ... • 00 ... ••• • •• .00 .00 
"00 ... UI ... .00 .11 ... ... .00 .00 

101JtII Ju.1[O't ..... 
IlOMT"1f.l-coL-

0&&00 

U_tn>eo-. 1.11 ... .... .08 • 00 ... .IIO . .. (1) (1) 
4 _______________ .... ... ... .12 .00 . ., ... . .. .00 (1) 
1. _____ --------- I." ... t." ... .00 • lD ... .07 ..t .00 
,-------------- .... ... .... .0' .DD .11 • 0' . .. .00 .00 
8.. .... _ .... _ .. _ .... .,. .... ... • DD ... ... . .. .00 . .. t __________ • ___ .... •• s 1.11 ... .DD ... ... .00 .00 ... 
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TABLE 100~-cOKPOSITION 01' 7AM'ILIES OJ' BACH TYn: Number and 'P".cenl4ge d;'" 
triIJutUm of reliq and nonreli<f famili .. within each family type, by """,ber of 
member. wuler J8 ond 16 or older, Plaim and Mountain/arm .ecliom, IIJS5-S8 

[White famJUes that 1nclude a hQ3band and wlte. both natlv.bom} 

Family type and compositfon of i'amillas South Dakota.. 
Included in each type 1 P ........ • North Dakota - Montan&-

"'""""'" (1) (:!) (3) (" (a) (G) (7) (8) 

N ....... - --Nu""",, p",,", Nv""",, -Type I: H09bBnd and wife only _________ 2 143 100 12'1 100 .., 100 Type 2: 1 child under !fL _______________ • 122 100 1( 100 111 100 T7Pe 3: ichiidNn onder 18 ______________ • U2 100 .. 100 117 100 
= 

Type4: 1 per!IOn 16 or older with orwith-
out 1 other person, reprdl~ ot age ____ ."'. 168 100 , .. 100 .,. 100 

Combination 6-L ___________________ • ,. .. '" .. lOt <7 Combination ()-2. _____________ • ______ • .. ". 'Z1 18 54 ". Combination I-I. _______________ • ____ • .. .. .. .. .. .. 
~ ~: 1 child under 18, 1 person UI or 

der. and 1 or 2 others, regardles! or age. • .. 6 , .. 100 .. 100 153 100 
Combination 1-2 _____________________ • 3D .. '" .. .. .. Oombination 1-3. ____________________ • '" .. I. 12 • • Combination 2-1. ___ • ________________ • •• .. 22 ., ., .. Combination "'2. ___________________ 6 .. J6 a I. .. " Combination 3-1 __ • __________________ • .. 21 ,. 17 27 18 

Type 8: 30r f.chlldren under 111.. ________ ."'. 1M 100 11 100 ,.. 100 
Combination 3-0 _____________________ 

0 go .. .. 56 n 1D Combination w _____________________ • .. .. 27 .. .. .. 
Type 7: 1 clIDd under Itl and 4 01' 5 otb~ 
~ at ag8 ______________________ 

'or" 128 100 .. 100 117 100 
Combination 1-« _____________________ 

7 " 6 • • 1 1 Combination l-li _____________________ • 2 • • • • • Combination H _____________________ 
7 I. • 6 I. " • Combination 204 ____________________ 

" • • • I. • 2 Combination 3-1. ____________________ 7 I. 12 • " 21 .. Combination H ____________________ • • • • • • • CombiDatl.oo 4-1 _____________________ • " 12 7 11 1. .. Combination 4-2.. _____ • ______________ • " 12 7 11 • • Combination 6-0 _____________________ 
7 .. ., ,. .. I • '" (}ombination H _____________________ • 12 • • " " • Oomb1nat1oD. &-0 _____________________ • 11 • • • • • 

TypeS: 3or4 penous t4orolder ________ ..... .. 100 ". 100 .. 100 
Combination H __________ • __________ • '" 87 .. .. '" ff1 Combination 0-4... ____________________ • • IS • '" • ,. 

Type 9; AD ramllies not iDcluded In types 
7 ........ " 100 .. 100 .. 100 

1-&... ________________________________ 

CombInatIon 0-1 _____________________ 
7 • • • • I • Combination H. ____________________ • • • • • • • Combination 6-7 or more _____________ • or ..... • • • • 1 • Combination 1-4 or mora ____________ • or ..... • 0 0 • • • Combination Uor more _____________ • or ..... 2 3 • • • • CombinatkJo H or more.. ____________ Oar more 7 11 • • • • Combinatfoll H or monL __________ 'Uormuro 7 11 7 .. • 11 Combination &-2 OJ' more _____________ • or....,. 7 II 7 '" • .. 

Combinatlon &-1 or mOr1L ___________ • or ..... 11 , . 7 '" to .. 
Combination 7 or DlOn)--{) or mOl'lL __ • or ..... .. .. 12 .. • '" 

, Each !am[]y t1JlO Includes both abtDband 1UId wife. Bee GI03S8I"Y. Family Type. PoesIb1e combination 
of persons under 16 and 16oroldenre lndbted by oombinatloa oodOl as IoIlowI: ~ digU-flWDber of 
pm'lIODS UDder 16; &BCOnd dt,lt-nu.rnber of persons 16 01' older. 

I Total numbetol YeaHQwnlcnt perIODIlnelud.ed by daftnJL1oD. See G~. Ye&MIqIllnkrllt PenIm. 
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TABLII lOl.-PAMILY INCOME AND J'AHlLT TTPE: Number of Jamilie~ 0/ apecijWj 
1,171«. and tJtI61'a~ numbc1- 0/ pcr8OJU: PM' family, by income, Plaina and Moumain 
jorm aecti01ll, 1985-36 

(WhIte nomellet ramnles that In<Wde 8 hasband and wife. both native-born] 

Famnt. or type I- M.,. Aver-- Aver· ... ... ... 
State. and fMnll7-IDoome ..... per • .-. 

elaIS (dollar,) ..... "' .. ...,. 
"OJ 1 • • • • e • • • .... ODd", 10 or , .... old· 

il:>''' 
1611 ,," 

(I) (2) (8) (.) (0) (e) (7) (B) (0) (16) (11) (12) (l3) (l-t) 

I----I--- ,-----
NORTH D.&:r:O'l.& N •• N •. No. N •. N •• N,. N •. N •• N •. N,. N •. N .. No. 

AlIIDoom'D1I101ML •• ____ ... 128 104 121 lO' ." 120 .. • 8 .. .... 1.711 D." 
NelloDe& .•••. _______ 101 17 • • 18 U .8 • • • 4.61 .... ... 
oN.lincom •• ____ ._._ .,. Ul .. n • ... 111 . .. .. .. ~ .... 1.76 ~ ~2411_. _____ •. ____ ... • • • .2 11 13 8 • • """"i77 2:00 .76 260-4D1i ___________ 

'41 " .. 13 %7 '8 •• 18 • • U. 1.51 .73 4DO-7tg. _____ • _____ 
101 3. 20 .. 30 .. or .7 • 13 .... .... ... 7&0-019 _____ • _____ .38 .. .. ,. (8 .. l' 22 • • .... 1." ... 1.000-1. _________ 
1. 17 " .. .. to .. •• I • .... 1.66 ... 

1.250-1.49IL ______ M • • • • 13 12 • • • '.87 un .as 
1.300-1.140 ________ fS • • • 11 • • • • • "'7 L77 1.14 
l.750-).9DIL .•. __ • It • • • • 7 • • • 1 ".SI 1.87 . .. 
1,000--2.24'--.....• .S • • • 8 • • • • 1 .... L"" 1.11 
2.2W-:U.PlL •.•• _. • • • • • • 1 0 • • .... 1. :Ill 1.87 
2.~2.IKlfL .. _ ••• 10 • • I • • 1 • 0 1 .... 2. .. 1.10 
J.00IHl.Q9Q .....••• 11 0 1 • • • • • • • .... '.%7 . .. 
f.«KI-t.m'._ . ___ • 0 1 • 0 • • • • 0 6.3. .87 .... 

.J _ ... 
AU lDoomeolauaa ..•••••• ... 110 os or 187 .. so .. 2 • .. "'1 •• OS . .. 
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I TbJa I. tbe Mm. III tbe toW Dumber or bUibandl and of wtVtll •• IDOe aU famUt. In· 
oludetJ 10 'bl. nudy contained both bUlbaod and wHe. 

I Thu elCludet 1 hUlbind ID North Dakota wbo wu under Xl yoars of f.IAA. Also ex
eluded 111 bUibaud In a relief famll7 In Bouth Dakota-MontaWl"Colorado who did Dot , .. "" ..... 

• Of ttJ. hwben4llo thfllJ'OOP UI h_ North 'Duota. 12 In ltan.w
b

8l1d :aa In South 
Dakota-Mon!.ana·('AlJorado ",.,rt In the II.(f dllQ , .... 14. 10 In North alata, S In Kan-
1M, IUd 211n south Dakota-MoDr.ana-Colorado were 1& Or older. 

4Tht. e:relull'" 2 ,"Vel in North Dakota. IS In Kans8.'l, and IS in South Dakot.Moll· 
tena-Colorado wbo were under20 years of egc. Also ucluded are t ""He In North Dakota, 
Income eJau .lj~I,"9, and 1 wlte 10 a HUel tamO,. In South Dakota-Montana-
Colorado who d d not report ago. 

'Of tbe wives In this group 4 in Nortb Dakota. S In Kansas, and 12 to SQutb Dakota· 
Mon~ana·Colorado ware In tbe age elaas 7a-n. :I In Nortb Dakota. " In Kanw. and e 
in South Dakota·Molltan&-Colorado were 76 or older. 
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TABLlD 104.- AO. O. HUSBANDS BY 'l"EN'UUI Alfl) BY SIZE OW' PARK: Number 0/ 
~ httslnntd. in .pecified age grO'Up$, by klnure (Ina by nze oj form, Flaim and MQUA

tain/arm ucttOM, 1 £JS6-fJ6 

[WhIte nomollof familles that Include Q husband and wife. both native-bornl 

State~ tenure. and slr.e of fann I (acres) 

Ol 

NOD.'l'H 'OHM.&. All ramJlles __________________________________ 

Tenure groups: 

~~J: :nmB~: ~:: ::: ::::: ::: ::: :::: 
Bile-ot-farm grouP!: Fewer than 3 _________________________ 

3-19 _______________________________ 
.20-40~ _________________________________ 
60-99 __ • _____________ • ______________ 
160-174 ________ a _____________________ 

1'16-2ML ______________________________ 
200-4o(L _______ • __ • _ 0. ___ • ___ • _______ 
500-09II. ____ . _______ ... _______________ 
1'OOB-4,900. ________ . _________________ 
&.000 or ovef ________________________ 

KA .... All famlHes _________________________________ 

Tenure groups: Owning tamlIlos' _ • __________________ 
Rentlng tamllle8 , ____________________ 

SlIe-oHa.rm groups: Fewer than 8 _________________________ 
... 19 __________________________________ 
20 .... !L _______________ • _______________ 
50-99 _________________________________ 
1OG-17. _______________________________ 
17li-261L ______________________________ 
266-499. ______________________________ 
&00-999 _____________________ • ______ • _. 
1,(lO{)-4.009 ____________________________ 
6,000 or 0V0l' __________________________ 

.,"'''' D.l.XMA-1I0NfA.lU.-«)t-OR4J)O 
All famlUGI ___________________________________ 

Tenure groups: Owning families 1 ____________________ 
RentlDg :famillos , ____________________ 

Blze-of-farm groups: Few-or &han 3 _________________________ 
3-19 __________________________________ 
20-~lL ___ . ___________________________ . 
fiO-W _________________________________ 
100-114.. __________ ... " ... _____ • ___________ 
175-U9 ______________ 0 ________________ 

260-49\} _____ " _________________________ 

lj(l()-.g{I9- .-- - ~- - - ------~- ----- - -- ---- - -1,(1(11)-4, •. ___________________________ 
5,000 or ove!' _______ ~ ______ • ______ ~_~ __ 
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Appendix C. Methodology 

Procedures Used in Collection and Analysis of the Data 

General Plan 
In formulating the original plans for this study a central place was given to 

the recommendations made in 1929 by the Social Science Research Council.' This 
report emphasiJled the advantages of conducting a study of consumption in such 
a way that the sample would cover a wide ran~ of incomes, an types of natural 
families, and all occupations within rnpreaentatlve communities of different sizes. 
Income dat& and certain other facta would be collected from aU families visited, 
through the use of a ebort .ahedule. Theee data would provida the basis for 
seleotion of an adequate number of families in each income class to furnish more 
careful estimates of income and the details of expenditures. 

The plan represented a departure from the procedure followed in many previous 
consumption atudi6l!l, in which only certain population groups were included. and 
In whioh the distribution of families by income was largely accidental. 

These ouggeotioll8 of the Social Sclenae Research Counail were embodied in 
the procedures adopted for the present study. From these recommenda.tions 
developed the method of aeleating the families to he .tudied from a random 8fUDl.'le 
of the po:pulation, and the method. .of elassifying families by occupation and f&Dl11y 
composition, as well as by income. The council~8 plan of selecting regi.ons having 
distinct eoonomic characteristics and communities of different degrees of urbanis&
tioD1>1sa was followed in order that re1ationehip hetween these factors and eon-
oumption patterns might he explored. _ 

Selection of Families 
The families to he .tudied ware limited to aertain groupe that repraaent the 

greater part of the country's population. In order to assure random selection, 
tluee samples were obtained, with the use of three schedules. The Jim was &. 
random sample of family dwelling units, based on a sampling so-heme that gave 
each unit in the community an equal ..manoa of being included. A record card 
waa filled for eaoh family drawn in this random sample. Information obtained 
on reoord cards provided the mt'.&DS of eliminating families that did not meet 
the predetermined requirements for inclusion in the study. These requirements, 
or eligibility oriteri&t limited tho families selected to those representing the more 
numerous population groups and those whose consumption patterns and waye 
of living would be rep1'C8entativ8 of normnl families. Chief among those excluded 
wero one-person families (e:lcept for a special study in two cities, Chicago, Ill., 
and Portland •• Oreg.), those of foreign birth, Negroes (except in the Southeast 
and in New l.ork City and Columbus, Ohio), and families in whi(lh there was 
not a husband and wife. The reconl carda also supplied information B8 to the 
numerical importance of t.he families .tudied {see recoro-card form, p. 224}. 

The aecond sample, known as the income MDlpl~ included all families from the 
eligible group that were willing and able to furnish the facta about their family 
oompoeition, income.. -occupation, and housing needed for filling the family sched
ule. This group of families, therefore. was essentially a random sample of the 
types that had been defined for tha ltudy of family incomes; every eligible family 
had an f'qual opportunity of being included. According to thia plaD t the pro. 
poTtion of fsmilie. of each income, occupational and family-type group was to 
ba the 8&1lla as the proportion of ouch families among the group eligible for study 
In the oommunlty. It Wll8 reoognioed that failure to obtain eahedulea from any 
aocioeoonomio grouP. as from the very well to do, would affect the re-1?reeenta~ 
live oharaaler of the income sample, and every effort was mede to guan:I against 
the introduction of auoh a bias. In addition to providing data for the study of 
income, tlle family 8t"hedule provided the means of identifying families that aafut.. 
&d the ~uirem('nta for the main 8tudy of family' OOneumptiOD (aeo family 
oahedule form, p. 226). 

l 8ncuJ. ~I&MQ Ra&A.JtCB COl7Nal.. Q)l'BtnlPTIOlf A.CCOIlDlXQ '1'0- DreIOMa; A WOG~ PU:" 1'0. &11 
r:t\::~=-ria ~0tiC .... IOCU.l. waLL-aautG 01' ma .1II11WC&l1 I'son.a. pp. 7, Jl)-2l. l~ 
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BBEtHI 

U. s. DEPARTMEN1" OF AGRICULTURE 
STUDY Of CONSUMER PURCHASES Record CArd N o. ~. ____ H ____ H_. ___ H __ HH __ H_ 

BUREAU OF HOMJ': J':CONOMICS 
IN COOPERATfON WITH A .EDBRAL WORKS PROJECT Family schedule No. _ ••• ____ ._. 

NATIONAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE RECORD CARD-FARM 
WORKS PROGRESS ADMINISTRATION M. C. D ••••••••••••••• _ •• ___ ••• _ ......... 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
WASHINGTON ----H(O;;~;r--.. H-.. HHH·---(iii;~·------ Agent _______ ~~ __ ........ ___ .. H ..... __ ... _ .. __________ 

Boro in. United States. 
1. Location (describe) _ ••• _. ___ •• __ • __ ._._ •••••..•• - .......................... 

Y"INOI I Vaeant 0 I S. 0 0 Husband, or male head. ..... --.. ---.. --------------.. ---.............. - ........ --------------.... --- 9. 0 0 Wife, or female head. 

_ .. __ ........ __ .......... _---_ ..... ------------------- Telephone ..... __ ................. 
10. H .. family operated THIS farm for a. 0 Yea 

2. Name .-.......... - .... -._ ....... _._ ................ - .......... - ....... _._ .......... last 12 months? lb. 0 Nol 
11. Was (arm orated for Wag<! or salery B.O Y ... 

'I'Im,oI 
At ...... last ye4r b.O No 

V ..... DaIo IolormoU .. P ..... 12. Doc. farm have mo", than 3 ...... 1 G.O Y .. do, "'- lntervlewed 
Y. No b.O No 

13. It No, \Va. groutncoD1ewt year more G.O Y .. 
than $2601 lb. 0 Nol a. l'il:ot...--. __ •• --.. -----_ .... .... _-_ .. ... _-----.... ----- 14. Principe.! orop ........ _ ....... _ ...... _.: 

4. s. .. ncL........_. -_ .. _ .... .. -._. ------ -........ __ .. --_ .. .. _--- 16. Economio family Ineludea hu.oband and wile;' 
S. Th1rd ............. -. -...... -.... -~- ----,.,,--~ .... --- -----_ .... -----_ .. _-- ------_ .... _- --_ .. _-.... -- G.O Y .. IIi.oNo I 
6. Color: G. 0 White. 7. Number In family: If U": 

e. Number leo1'8 married: r-b.-rfj:'feiiio:--1 a. 0 Two or blOH peraonl. I (I) o Less than one. I c. 0 Other. I I b. 0 One!!e,.on. I (2) [J Ono or more. 

If there Is NO CHECK In any of the heavy bo ... , and If the type of (arming Is one to beltudled, reque.t famUy Ichedule. 
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The third sampl~ known as the consumption or expenditure sample, included 
families from the income sample that satisfied s. second set of requirements. 
These requirementa t'e8tncted the sample to the occupational and family-type 
groups most important numerically. The sampling procedure was de~ligned to 
obtain a minimum number of expenditure schedules within each class, and implied 
a different aa.mpling ratio for each class. Families within a given e1888 (occupa.
tion, income, and family type) were selected at random. The expenditure or 
consumption schedule was usually obtained during the same interview 88 the 
family acbedule. The selection of eligible families to be asked for infonnation 
WaJI made by the agent on the basis of instructions from the supervisor relative 
to the classes in which the number of cases was inadequate for analysis. 

Supplementary echcduIes (sometimes called cheek lists) giving additional details 
on the consumption of food, clothing, and furnishings and equipment were re
quested from families that had filled expenditure schedules and were willing to 
spend more time giving information concerning their ways of spending. (See 
Glossary, Supplementary schedules.) 

Selection of Communities 

In order to make clear comparisons of families in different parts of the country 
In communities of different ailee, and in different agricultural sections, the sample 
waa concentrated in a few homogeneous areas~ in communities of certain size 
ranges and in farm sections which represent the principal types of farming. The 
areas were determined on the basis of five criteria: Distinct climatic, geographic. 
and aultura! characteristics; homogeneity with respect to these characteristios' 
geographic extent; population; economic importanoe. Thus in the choice ~ 
ocmmunitiee a great variety of indices were required, based on climatic, geographic. 
ecG'pomic, and social data. 

The six main area.a chosen represent not groups of States but economic
geo~&phic belts, fairly homogeneous in climate. These ar&S8 are in the New 
England, Middle Atlantic and East North Central, East South Central and 
South Atlantic} West North Central, Mountain. and Pacific regioll& The most 
unique region not rellreeented is the West South Central. It was not included 
beoause the seatter 0 the population over a wide area and the presence of a large 
Mexioan and Spanish·speakinR population presented administrative difficuUies 
in the collection of data. In the preparation of reports the Bureau of Bome 
F.eonomic8 hu reduced these regions to five, dividing schedules obtained in the 
W .. t North Central region between the East North Central and the MountaiD 
regions.' 

Communiti61 or ais distinct size ranges, from metropolis to farm aection~ were 
Included in the study. Eaeh size except the metropolitan wss represented in 
eMh of the five regions studied. In orner to ohtain the desired number of cases 
ror analysia for each degree of urbanization. it W&8 ~e88&Ty to incree.ee the 
number of communities to be studied as their size decreased. The population 
else ranges within which it was planned to select communities for study were 8B 
fullows: 

MetropoHBe8 .•.• _____ • ______________ • _. _ ___ Over 1,000,000 
Lar"" citiea ________________________________ 250,000 to 300,000 
Middl.,...iaod citi""-_________________________ 35,000 to 70,000 
Sman cities ________ ._______________________ 8,000 to lfi.OOO 

ViHagea----------------------------------- 1,000 to 2,500 Farm countiea. _. _________________ • _______________________ _ 

The six typee of oommunities were thus sufficiently distinet from. one another 
to provide a picture of dilIerences in oonsumption PAtterns due to differences in 
degree or urbaniaation. 

• 8Gme of tht'Sl' ~ do oot uottwsl'lOnd to the Ct'n..~ "",10M md thfoftFore tt.",. bMn ~v.n dlslinctift 
MmM. M 8onth~t, and Plahu and Mountain. Ttl<> Sootht'Mt rt!,hm of tbt< study indUdN. part of tbe 
gUt.l~ from t~ P:ut South Ccntrnl and !k>ut.h AtlllDtir t'\'!Itwns of 'h~ (.'ftISUS· thf. 1'1a1ns and MounWn. 
SWat from tM Wost North C'lMltral and MountnJn n!vi(ln.oq or &l\fo C!t'nsus; tb .. Mtddk> AUantk and Nortb 
('fllo1.ral. Stat., from tbi' Mi.Mi0 AUtmtiC'. and RMt and WIl4l North f'.-ntnJ censm l'l'f'tons. E.en the 
N_ KnaiandftlRiol'l oftilloq ~hldr. ,..bk-h~d!l to th&CI8n5U3~or\hatname'Daenerall'lOlmlPhic 
ouUI. ... daes DOt lnehld. &lllbe Slate5li6tad by Ute Clt"1IoSUS. 
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lurn ft"dlt!.r.:Ifl' __ .... ____ •• 
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.... ~ """UDC. • .'110 ULC~ ", r.II;!,11Lf) 
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TABLllI l05.-Con.umplion ",,,,ph: OccupotUmal and familll-/Yp' flT"Up. imltuUd 
by the BUffiJU of H01M EccntnnU;$ in tM ctm8UmptiDn .ample, aa combined JIW 
analym, by f"eqicm and dtgru oj urbanization _. 

0) 

Degree of urbanlUltfon and 
color of families 

(0) 

Occo.paUonal groups Included, 
as combined tor analysla 

(3) 

PamU, types
included, aI com
blnedfDr_ 

(4) 

!
8malI cities 1~_________________ BnsInea! end ~; cled-

N9W Bngland____ \1lDage3 _________ ..,.". ___________ ___ ~o~_~~_· _______ _ 
Farm counties ________________ Farm-operator _________________ _ 

1~.a, f-&. 

I,W.W. 
1.2-3, H-
I, J, 1-, 4. ~ S. 7,J SmaJ1 cltl8L__________________ Business and proless1onal; cled

mI; wage.eamcr.' 
Middle AllantJc Villages ___________________ B~~onaJ; cleri-

and Nor t h Farm eountfee: 

1, 2;. 3, t" 6,tIi,7. 

CenaaL______ $f=~~::::: :~~~~::::::::::=::::::: 1.2-3.~~1. 1,2, ........ ,. 
I. 2-3, H, 6-7. 
1,2-3.j...6..G-7. 

8on'beut~ ______ _ 

minols-Iow8 ________________ do ________________________ _ 

Small cities: Whif.e-_______________ _ 

Negro ________________ _ 

V"'-, Wlllte_. _______________ _ 

Negro. ________ # _________ _ 

Farm connties: 
White: 

Busine&! and l'J'ofesslonal; clerf· 
cal; WagtH!8l'llu.t 

Bus!ness. professfona), anrl cleri· 
caJ;w~. 

L ......... 

1.2-1.+-1. 

1. J-3, f-I.1I-7} 

~ 2-a. oH. "7~' 

North Carolina- Fann-operator._____________ 1. aH. .... 7. 
South Carolina. OeoF,la-MIS.!Ii5SlppL ____ do.______________________ 1. ~ +-6. -6-7.' 

North Carolin .. _ S~ _________________ t.2-a.~~7. 
South Carnlina. OI!OtJt!a-MisslsslpJd ______ .00 _______________ .:. _______ _ 

North Oarolina t ______ Farm-operatcr _______________ _ 

N"""", Nor&h Carolina- ____ .do ______________________ _ 
South C&ro1loa. 

1,2-3, 4-6. &-7.1-
I, H. +-6. 6-7. 

" ........ 0-7. 
~MI8alss[J.>pi ______ .00.______________________ I, H. f..-I. 8-7.' 
Notth Carolloa- ShaNcroppel' __________________ 1.2-3.4-6.&-7. 

South CAZOlina. 
Oeorgia-M1ss.Is91ppI ___ •. __ . do.__________________________ I, t-3, f--6. &--7.' 

cal; wage-earner. 

I
SmaU eJtlea.-_______________ Business and pro:Jessional; clcd- 1. H, w.. 
VIllage9. _____________________ Business. profeSsional, andc1er1- 4 .... H. 

P III IDS- aDd cal; wage.eamer.4 
M.ountain ______ Farm. muntlel:: 

North Dskota·KanSM __ OR F8mWJperator ___ .. _____________ • 1, H. 4-6. 
~~Or=.0t.a-MQDtaD&- _. __ .do. _______________________ . I. H, ~ 

{~:::~:~~=:~:::~:~::=::: _~=z~~~:~:_._ ~:::: PMttI:e._________ Farm oountJes: 
Washington·Otegoo ___ Fann-operator ______________ • 1. H. t-6. 
Ca.!l!ornla.. _____ ,, _____ • ________ .do ________________________ .. I, H. ~ 
Oregon' ____________ • ____ • _____ de__________________________ 1. H. w. 

, OOlllOmptfondata are publlsbed: to reporborthe Buroou ofLswStatf.stles., U. B. Department ofLabor~ 
t In additlOD! data tor Families havlng no eamlr»tS rtom occupations- are presented 10 & lew bask \able&. 

The aamvle of bes6 ftt.mllfes WR,9 too small to penult analY51!i by family type • 
• .Family typea G and 7' reprt'l.'5ent the foUowina: clUes only: Mount Vernon and New PhHadelphl&t., Oblo; 

JAnooln. W.; and Beaver Da!llJ Wts.;~dlrure data wero Dot eoUectedlortamily typeaGand 7 In HOOllC, 
Iowa and In Colombia and MOberly, Mo. 

4 :i5bta tor farm operat<lrs Uvlnc In viDagn are presented 10 a rew bashl tables. Beeeuae or the amaH muD
tJet- of ca.ses In tbe sample. nQ analysiS by famO, type W8S made. For Uie8e tableS. data num lb& Middle 
Atlantic and North Central, PlaIns and Mountain. and PacHio rellen! -were oombtnad. data from the 
Soutbeast ftlRlon ware analysed separately • 

• Family types 6 and 7 represent villAgeS In Oeorgla and Bonth OaroHna 0DI:r. upenditm. data .. DOt 
oolJected for-fumUy typos3and 1m MISSIssippi and North Carolina "mages. 

4 Family types lIud 7 represent farm counties 10 Ooorgia only, «&pe.ndlture data wen Dot ooUeded for 
lam:Ily types' 6" and 7 in MmlssIppi farm counties. 

f Oountielln whIch aelku4lclnat tum, wwe the prlndpt1 type. 
, PllRotJmo tanna only. 
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The moat important conditions in the choice of the communities were that they 
.hould be located in the selected geographic areu and fall in the selected Bioe 
ranges. In the choice of the urban communities additional f&Own were con
sidered. which included independence of other larger communiti~, density _ of 
population and rate of growth, and the presence of large institutions whieh 
affeot economic &nd social conditions. EaCh farm county chosen was selected 
because of the prevalence in that locaJ.ity oC a pa.rticular type of farming. To
gether these counties thus represented all the more important types of agricul
tural enterprise. For the moot part the villag .. selected were located in the 
farm counties choaen for study. In a few oases it was neee88lU'y to include 
villagea in an adjacent county in order to provide a 8ufficiently large sample. 
For the sam.6 reason several villages and cities falling outaide the size limits 
ori.ginally established were seleeted. 

The studies of farm and Village families were conducted by the Bureau of 
Home Economics,' Among the 29 small cities included in the inVestigation. the 
Bureau of Home Economics W68 responsible for 19t and the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics for 10, The collection of schedules in communities in the three largest 
Ii •• rang .. was wholly the responsibility of the Bureau of Labor StatistieB. 

TABLB 106.-Cit ... and villafl60 lIudUd blilho B ..... au oj Homo E""""mica and Iho 
Bu, ..... oj Labor Stalim.,., bu '''Ilion and bu groups ....d 'n aJlGlym oj i_ 
data 

Dagreear Mlddle Atlanl~ Pla1nsaDd New Eneland and North Sou_ PooIft. urbal.llaaUon I Central- Moun .... 

n) 00 (I) (&) (5) (t) 
J 

M.,ropoU.- New York. N. Y. 
(a,376.U8 to Obl"o~ 111. 
~.«.pop-
u tlou). 

PorCl6nd.Ona. Laoca cIt" Providence. R.I. Columbwll.01l1o. Atlautu., Ga. Denver. Colo. 
~I~ OM '0 Otu~Nl!lbr. 

I,SI! pop.-
ulntlon). 

Now Caatle h. Columbla. e. O. Middle· sltMt HaverhiU Mass. ButtE!, Mont. Aberdeen- BOo 
ott,. - (30,&87 New Brito.in. Muncie, Ina. MahlJe,Ala. Pll8blo, Colo. quhun.WHh. 
to71.R&(po~ Conn, SprtJQtfi6ltl tn. BolIlngbam, 
uUon). nubuQ,uf.,1owa. w_. 

~prlni!fteM. Mo. 
·Dod!l~ CI '7, 

En.rett, Wash, 
Small ('U,. ·W."Cbroo~ *Mount Vernon, ·Sumter. S, O. ol,mg'" 

(V,170 t. Maine. Ohio. X .... Was. 
18,001 pop- -OreenUeld, *Ne" Phlladel- ·Orlmn,O .. ·Gree-Iey. Colo. • Anoda, OttIC. 
ul"Ucm). M .... &""'0"10. 'Osstonia. N. C. ·Loian, Utah. -EUgeOOili Orell. 

,WalHn,ro,4. ·1, nooln, m. 'Albany, all. ·Proyo. Utah. *Klama Fal~ 
COllO. ·.lhllwc Dam. ,n1l1l0p., Mont. pnc. 

,Willimantio. WI>. 
Conn. -Dooue. IOWL 

-C'olllmMa", Mo. 
·Moberl,., .to. 
,Ht>M'S' Fan,. 

P •. 
#Couu6UsvIU •• 

l'a. 
'LOf(AtUpOt't. 

Ind. 
'P'ml.lnd. 
'Mattoon, III. 

8M hMJbtotel: at end of bible. 

• a .. Ia. ielld. tabiM }O& and 107 fbr a lilt oflhe OODl,nmrlU.atud1ed b7 &be ~u or HDIIYI ~0Pl_ 
ad 'b. IlllnllW of Lab« StaUaUca. 
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TABL» l06.-Citiu and vi/lagAlludkd by 1M B ....... u 0/ HOfIIII BcJmomica and 1M 
Bureau or Labor BtatiolicB, by TegWn and by "oup' ....a in anal1/'" 0/ i __ 
da/G-Continued 

Degree of Middle Atlantic l'WnlJ ... NewEDg1and and North Sooth .... Poclftc mbaIlUatJon I Central' Mountain 

(I) (2) (2) (4) (&) (0) 

VIlIago' (SU Vermont: Ponnsylvarua: North Carolina: North DBkota~ W ....... tcm: 
to 5,183 pop- Bristol. Denver. Elm mt}". CassoJkln. Arllngtoll.. 
uJa_). EssexJunetton. Marletta. F'mnkllntoD. COOP6l'JtOwn. Blaine. 

N ortbfield. New Froodom. Loulsborg. Finlay. Burlington. 
RIchford. New Holland. Nasbvlll&. Hatton. Lynden. 
Swanton. Qoarryville. ~lng II.".. Bllisboro. M""",w.. 
Waterbury. =garo~ ake Forost. Hope. Monroe. 

Massachuaettr. rig'",1ll&. WhJtakera.. LIdgerwood. BIwbombh. 
Avon. Ohfo:: Zebulon. Mayville. ",-": 
BryantvDle Banville. Miss1sslppf: Portland. McMinn· 

and South CardiDgton. lliew. K9.D.S8S: vUle. 
Ha.nson. Frodm1ektown. Holland&le. BuclrliD. Newberg. 

East lid .... Mount Ollead. IndIDDOla. CIm&mm. Sheridan. 
we ..... Perrysville. ltta Ben&. Fowler. Sllverton. 

Bebnmvllle.. Plymouth, Leland. E.mgsley. Woodburn. 
King!ton. Mit'hlgaD! Moorhead. M ..... Calitornla: 
North EuOOn. Blissfield. Motmd BayoU. spearvme. Booumont. 
North Dighton. Cbeloea. -- South Dakota: II .... 
North Ra),o- Concord. RuJevUl&. Bolle Fourche. C ..... ..... Grass IAlke. Bhaw • Sturgb. E'_ 

HudioD. Shelby. Montana: Henwt. 
lonesville. South OarollDa: F.,....,. Lallabra. 
Panna. IIlsb':f.v .... Colorado: Man ...... 
Tooo ....... Cam en. Glenwood N.wmao. 

W .... nsIn: Lake-CIty. Springs. Oakdale. 
Horloon. Lamar. Meeker. PlacentIa. 
Lake MUls Manning. Redclift'. Ban Jada&o. 

Olty. StttD.mlIrtOn. R .... Tuotfn. 
M!lYVDle-. Timmonsville. 
Mount Horeb. 0_: 
Sun Prairl&. CO"",. 
Waterloo. Commarce. 

illinois: OrooeOOro. 
Atlanta. Je!Jerson. 
Bement. Madbon. 
Cerro Oordo. Social Circle. 
Farmer City. 
M ..... 

Washington. 
Winder. 

MonUcello. 
Mount Pu-
luk!. 

Tuicola. 
Iowa: 

Brooklyn. 

~=. 
Earlham. 
Bddyville. 
MBlcber. 
Montezuma. 
New Sba:on~ 
PloosantvDta. 
Stat6 Center. 
Vlolar. 

1 Population ~ ara those given by the 1930 GPllsus. 
J CUt. In tbts In'OUP that ware studied by the Bureau 01 Labor EltatBtles are clasaU!ed aa Bast Central 

and Weat Centrallu the reports: of that Bureau. 
• All metropoUsa!J. larga oltlee. and m.ld.dlHlzed citlel JI!ted In tbJa table were stD,dled bJ' the Bureau of 

Labor Stati!tl!!S. 
., AU vDlAgoI. Usted in tbb table were studied by the Bureau of Home Economies. Admtnlstratlve prob. 

lem!! and the objeotlve ot s&lBCting vlllBps (n C)t noar counties chosen f<Ir the atudy 01 rarm famiHes made 
it necessary to elsa OIl vUlaps a row small towns of apfIl'OJ:lmateJy .s.ooo. and 1 (Camdlm, s. OJ' of sllgbUJ 
over 6-,.000. Most or the communities, howevor. had populations under lI,aoo.. 

• Doslgnat&ll small citIes studlGd by the Bureau of Home Economics. 
'DesIpatecunaU clUeastudled by the Bureauo! Labor StaU8ticl. 
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NeW' Bnglandt Vermont •••• ________ _ 
MD.MoChUsettll. _____ _ 

Middle AUanUo and 
N(lJ'tb Oentral; New loreey_. _________ _ 

_1vanlL.. __ •.•.• Ohlo _________________ _ 
MiGbIpn.. ___________ _ 
Wl!:COtlIin.. __________ _ 
[JUDOta. _____ a. __ . ____ _ 
Iowa. ______ • ____ •• ___ • -Nonb OIf'OJ.lDa.. ______ _ 

South CuollDa. ______ _ 

0 __ ••• _ ••.•.. 

P1ai:':tUc:uotiiD-:-----
North DakotIL _______ • 
KIlDIIMI., _____________ • 
Boutb Dako.' _______ _ 
Montana 1 __________ _ 

..,Oolorado 1 ____________ _ 

-.: 
W ... _ ••••• _ ••••• Oreeon _______________ _ 

OaUforula ____ • _______ _ 

TJpeot_, 

(OJ 

Tru"'. 
OOlWSl. 

Do. 
Oenersland dafrJ'. 
Dairy. 
Com and 'Other cub paIn. 
Allim&lapecialtJ'. 

Self-euftlclDR. 
Cotton and tobacco. 

Do. 

CoIIoD. 

Do. 

Wheat &nd o&her oaah graID.. 
Do. 

Range UveRook and eaah gnID. 
Do. 

RaDle IIV81tOck ad crop ._ ... . 
Dal", ... d_. 
Genanl ana trul~ parWbne.. 

Fruit and Dot. frolt and dairy. 

ClassiAcation of Families by Income. Occupation. and Family Type 
One of the major pwpoeeo of thi. project "88 the study of consumptiOD of 

tamiliee at different income levels. Howevet'. early plana also inoluded the study 
of variationa in consumption among the different oooupational groups and among 
f&milies of differing eompoeition. Since the clasaification of families was to be 
uoed both In achodule oo1Ieot.ion and ID analysi. of data, it w,," n........" to define 
inoome and to eotablish a method for ito CIOIIlputatiODi to decide what broad 
oocupational groupo should be adopted for the claasilicat.ion of the wide variety 
of oClcupationa followed by earners; and to evolve some scheme of claasif,fing 
famlli .. 80 that both the number and _ of famUy memberi would be jpVeD 
consideration. 

Jl4.il, iftCOlfM 

The term HinoometJ was limited to current; income for the year, excluding fundB 
road. available to the famUy through liquidat.ion of capital......ta, through borrow
ing, or through the accumulation of debt. Nonmoney income from housing 
aIao was inoluded for famili .. in &II oommunitieo. For village .... d farm familleo 
nonmoney income from food wu added. (See GJoeaary. I neome, for o~er 
detailo, IDcluding dilferen_ bet ......... oity, ~, and farm family inoome. See 
also tabl .. 110 and 111.) 

FaoI8 from the family or inoome oohedule ........ ueod, together with eertain 
eetimate8 based on previous studies, in computing a net income figure for each 
family inoluded in the inoome sample. For families included in the eonsumrefa~ 
Mmple, eome additional f&Ow cor.oeming expeneee of • buainesa nature or 
to home ownerohip ........ obtained and were ueod in obtaining an adiuated or 
oorreoted income figun.. Tha &<!justmento that were -.. ..... Ilated iD the 
foUowiDC~ 
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TABU IOg.-Numb.,. 0/ ciliu, villages, aM /a,m """miu .ludied by tho Bu, .. " of 
Home Economica, by region aM by "nil./or anaillm 0/_ aM .. neumplion 
,ample data 1 

Nwtllber of analyaJs DDiU. tor-
Reglonandtypa Numberof 1---'----------,----------

DI community CO:~~ 

(1) 

An rogloar. 011.' _________ 19 __________ _ 

V ___ •• _. UO ________ _ 

F'arm______ 615 countfea __ 

New England: 
C!~ __ -------- 2.. _________ _ 

Village.___ 1"-______ _ 

MIddle At}a.nt1e 
and North Can· 
tnI, 01'>' __________ 7 __________ __ 

vlUase __ .___ 46 __________ _ 

SoutbPn.st: Clty _________ 2.. ________ _ 

SeetootnoteIJllt eM of table. 

Ineome sample 

(3) 

2t uutta for individual oily data 
(IV wbitG; :I Negro). 

6 unIts for combined oSu. (6 
whUe: 1 Negro). 

12 units ror eombinad vUlages (10 
whIte; Z NegrG). 

3C farm units. (20, white operat0r3: 
i. Negro opentors; f, wbUe 
abaracioppen; 4, Negro sharo
croppers; 1. white opsrntors, 
aelt..sufficing farm cnuntle!t 1. 
part·tlme w~ operatorS). 

2 indIvidual clties. 
1 unit for combined cltlM. 
1 nntt for combined viltRgea: 

14 vUJages to Vermont, Massa
cbuaetts. 

:I farm units: 
2 oountles to Vermont. 
:I eounUe8ln MBSS&ehuseUs.' 

11nd!vidual cltlss. 
1 unit for cmnblned cities. 
3 units for oombined vm~ 

13 villagea in Pennsylvau Ohio. 
14 viUagfiS in MichJ&a,D. Iscon.... 
19 v,illage& in DUnols, lOW&. 
(For a limited Dumbor' of tables 

&lI48 vll18ges 819 combined.) 
7 farm units! 

3 counties in Now l'ersoy. 
1 county in Penmyl .... nla. 
3 counties 10 Ohio. 
1 county In Mlcbigan, 
I county 1n Wisconsin. 
"eountfM In Dllnoh. 
"counties In Iowa. 

" unlt8 rer individual o1ty data 
(2 whIto; ! Nt'gJ'o). 

2 units !or oomblDedcltles (1 white; 
1 Negro). 

" units (or combined vDlagus ~ 
. wblte; 2 Negro)! 

19 vlllRjrcs in Nortb CarolIna. 
Mbebs.ippl, 

16 viilagas in South Oarollna. 
0-.'" 11 farm cntts (<I, white operators; 
4. Nogro operators; 4, white 
sb!ll'OCrOppen; •• Negro shflre
oroppars; 1, wbite Operlltonl. 
aelf-.sllflleinR farm counties); , 

~ counties in )lorth Carolina. 
e conntkls In South Carolina· 

(Negro 88mplos ware tskeu in 
2 eountlea oni,. Darllngton 
and Flore.nce). 

8 couot los ill Oootd:a (Negro 
8ft.tnples were taken In an ez· 
oept Jackson). 

'oounlle<t tn MississIppi (N. 
am sample& were &alren In 2 
oountl08 0Il1,. WashIngton 
and Leflofe). 

2: eountilJ8 In North Carolina 
Qru::k!lonand Macon eoun'ioI. 
ielt1Ufficlng) • 

&unl1:s for comblned cit_ (f whIte; 
1 Nogro). 

8 unita for comblDed villagea (3 
white; 1 NeIrO). 

21 farm unit6 (t2. whIte opvaton; 
2. N(!gI'oopet'$t.Ol'S; 2. whit;eshare· 
"' •• """; 2. N..,. _."""; 
I, wbite operators, telf-eufDeing 
farm couof;lea; 1. parW.tme white 
operators) . 

lfN~ne (data &0 be pnhlfahed by 
Bureau 01 Labor Btatlstics). 

1 unit for combined vUlai{es: 
14 vDiftges in Vermont. Maasa

chusetts. 
2 farm units: 

2 counties In V«mont. 
2 countIe!ll in Massacbutetta.' 

1 unit tor combined cltles. 
1 Qoit fw eombllled~: 

46 Tillages in. Pt'nnsyivaniB, Ohio. 
Miehigan. Wisco~ 1lllin:rls. 
Iowa. 

4; farm unltB! 
3 couoties in New Jeney. 
• counties 10 PennsylvaniA. Ohio. 
.2 oount.ies In M 1cb..Ip.n. W bcoo-

,In, 
D countfel In mlnols, Iowa. 

2 onIts tor combIned dtlas. (1 
wblte; 1 Negro). 

2 units for combined vilIage5 (l 
wblte; I Negro): 

" vllJllRE'S In North Carolma, 
Sooth Carolina, GeorgIa, Mis
_pi. 

V farm unIts (2. white operators; 2. 
Negro operators; 2, whIte sb8:e
CIOppers; 2. N{lfIl'O lIbarecrop
J)I't:'t; 1, white operatan,. aeJl.. 
lufficlng- farm -cou.otlu): 

8 oonnt1es in North Carolina, 
South Caro}(na. (N-t!IrO ssmples 
WCT8 taken in 4 counties on17. 
.Hd~be. Na.. .. h, DarllD&ton, 
PlnreDCfI). 

12 roumles In Oeoryfa,. » ... 
Ilppl (Negro samples were 
tabn In an ex<'e}lt JacboD. 
Bollvar, and Stmftower). 

2 counties in North Carolina. 
(J6OkJon and Maoon Coun
tl., aelf-mfficiq). 
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Number of ADaJ.ysia unU. S for-
IleRtoD and type Number of 
of communH., oommuniU.,. 

otudlod • looomo IIaUll'IIe ConIumptioD sample 

(I) (Sl (i) «) 

PWa.and MOUJl-
"'In: 

Oll¥ •• __ •••••• ... _--------- "individual mUes. 
1 unlt !or oombin&d clUea.' 1 unit for combined clt_' 

Vru..,. •••••••• 22 .••••••• _. 2 WIlt. for comb1nod v~: 1 Wllt J'or combined vUlages: 
16~~ In North _ atota. 22 vDlagClll in Nortb Dakota. 

Kansaa. South Dakota, Mao-
"I vlllngM In South Dakota, lana. Colorado. 

Montana. Columdo. Farm. _______ 13: rountleL. Starm unIt:!: 2 tann units: 
4; muntios Iv North Dakota. S countlDs In North Dak .... 
4 oountlos In KanIM. Kansas. 
3 counties in South Dakota. • eountios In Sou'" Dakota.. 

Montana, Oalorndo. Montana. Coloradu. 
raclfto: C,t'. ________ . t .. ______ . ___ 

.. individual "lUes. 
1 urlll for combined cltlell. lunit tor oombtned clUel. 

VU_ ....... 
lHi. _________ 

2 units lor co:nbtned vUlaKeI: 1 untt for eomblnnd vtJIngea: 
12 vUIae1l6 In WashlDgt.oD~ Ore- 24 vm~ in WBShinJ;ton. Ore-.... Ion. &lllomla. 
1~ vlHap;! In Calltorn!a. 

hrm ••••••••• D oouotlol ___ 6 fArm uniLs (4. wbitE' opora~ l~ 3 farm units C2. white operators; J. 
.; part.time white operBtora): part-tIme white oJ)@mtors): 

] oountr.m Wasblnaton. o counties In Washington. 0re-
S count In Oregon.' gon.' 
t county in eent.ral CalUomfa. 8 counUee In CaWornla. 
2 OOWltl8a in southern CallfnmIa. 

-
I A 1I.t or thlt altles, vlUagtIs, and IBrm DOUBt_ by I'8!lkm and stste Is Jtlven 1n taN. le2 tmd lD. 
I The Bureau or BODl8 Economkll.tudled communltiealn 1i States. However, not all degrees orurban. 

lIatloD were tncludod In tach State; dtlol- went 5tudtoo 1D 14 States, vDlB«eIln ~. and farm oounltes in 21. 
• Wbtt6 famJlkII onl,. WW6 tncllldad GIU."Opt In the Southeast commnnlties,. whwe whlte and N\¥TO tamlU8I 

.... Iudled I8J11it$tel,.. In certain farm _tiona 50parate studt. WIn made of dUfGrent tenure iFOUPi 
and lpecla!. typos of farmtna. 

• Booause or tbe UDall number of eMIlI. no analnll wm be made. 
• Includol data 1M Alban,. a ... and Oastonia. N. 0 •• c1t1el studied by tbe Bureau or Labor 8tatlstb. 

looome datA fOr tJme 2: cit_"In prtIIODCe4 by U1a BUI'MU of Labor StatlaUcl. and OODJUmption daCaby&be 
Bureau or Home RooDomke. 

, Includes dl!.ta tor BIUInJ;t. Ment,. ttudied by the BUNaD of Labor Statfltial. Income dllta for the fDdl
Yidull oil,. an pr8IJlted b1' tb6 Bwuu. at Labor S~Usth:a. and ooDIWDptloo data bJ' tbe BwtIlUot Home 
Boon ...... 

1 A lpoc:tti 1tnd7 of part-time fvmI: WU DIllie m the 5 OrelQD countJu. T. stud,. of full-ttme ",hb 
optra&on in Onpn .at nmu.d to a oftbelt CIOWlt_ (Marion and Polk)~ 

For famlly-achedule oI .... IS ... tion net nonmoney income from occupancy of an 
owned home .... computed by deduoting from the total rental value of the home 
'&he actual expenae for interest on the mor~ plus an estimate of Buch other 
upeneea AI taxes, 11l8\11'anoe. and repairs. "'ben the expenditure schedule was 
obtained, thi. nODmoney income figure waa adju.ted on the basis of the familyfa 
actual instead of eetil::nated aurrent expense8 for its owned home dUring the year.' 

Net Income from roomera and bearden was computed first on the baais of an 
eotimate of the oool of the board ..... • food and later adju.ted when aetual food 
espen_ per peroon-meal could be OODlp'uted from the expenditure aohedule. 

The upcmditure eohedule a1ao oontributed to a more eX80t report on oeriain 
expenaea which were oce.upationl, but unlikely to be treated as business expenses 
.. hen the family Mmputed Its net ineome. Suoh expensee iocluded that pro
portion of the family automobile or other vehicle expense c~16 to buainesa. 
union and prof-eeaional ~i&tion dUell, and tea:hnioal books and journaJa. All 
lUoh ex_ ahown on the expenditure aohedule were deduoted from inoome 
f .... the oIaaoifioatioo of expenditure lCheduleo. 

... O"'Ta BousblIupmdI....., _I&elDaeauldered .CIU1"e:Dt~OD_ owned bomL 
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TABL!I l09.-8ummary of collect;"", N",""- of schtdm.. of each duignaled type 
tabulated I by thtt Bunau oj Home Eoo'lW'l1!-U;a, by degree. oj urbanizaUon and ngion, 
19S11 

Fsmny E.z.pendl- Supplemenla<y 1<I>od_ 

Degrea at urbaDf&&tfon, regIon, and Stabs R_d ture ...... ...... ...... ...... ..... Cloth- P'urnbh- Food' "",. mp-
0 

(') (2) (8) «) (&) (8) (7) 

No_ - No...., N_ 
No"'" Nambn' 

Small oWes, villages. ud farm oonntle!-___ 161,782 ... ,.. ..... , ...... 21,012 17,m 

Small oltIss ............................... "",157 17.026 7,486 ]1.1'" ..... ..... 
New England! Maine, Westbrook-____ ~ __________ ..... 0117 } (') (') (') (') Massaehusetta. GroentIsld ________ 

~ ... ... 
Middle Atlantic: and North Central: Ohio, Mount Vernon _____________ 

"'" 313 OhIo, New PblladelpbJa. _________ ~ ... 753 illinois. UncolD ________________ 
~"'. 611 

Wisron.sin~ Beavw D8lD.-______ ~(l6< '53 .. .,. ..... ~1" ... . Iowa. Boone _____________________ 
1,302 < .. M1ssoW'1. COlumbia ______________ 
US. L300 MIssouri, Moborl:1 ________________ 
1.074 1,000 

Southeast-white: South Carolina. Samtor ________ I .... 816 } ~~-OutQn1L==::: 11>324 741 1,108 ..... 1.006 ... 
So"~~ Alb~y-----__ --------~ (') ~ 

South Oaro~a. SUmter __________ I,,", ... 
} g~~::. Gai~:::=: ... ... < .. 1,148 ... .,. 

Pl&fns~d~~=fn:--------------- r.! l; 
x.n .... DoddIT Olty .............. I .... 1.013 

} 
Montana. B Inp ______________ 

(9 ~J637 Colorado. Greeley _______________ 
~ ... ~287 Utah. Locan. ___________________ 
],981 1.013 

~ta.b. Provo ____________________ 
I,'" 761 

.. 170 1. ... " .... Washfngton, Olympla_ .. ________ ~ ... ~062 J =~ =::-.::::::::::::== 1,'46 38' I,'" .... , ..... ONgon. Klamath J'alls ___________ I .... 77Z 

1 The number of espendlture scht>duJes tabulated Is sma.Ikr thaD the trumber accepted tor anal751s due 
$0 eertam omissions where the number of scbtdules in a clUJ was too small to warrant tabolatlon. 

• Tabulatlona o!famUy schedulos lor combined e1tles witbin a reglon included !ewer aebedules,. as follows: 
AlllllIlWl cltles. lUStS; lITew England. l,ma; Mlddl& A.tlantic aud North Central •• ,427; Southeast. white. 
l~; SoutlHlast. Negro,~; Plalns and Mountain. 4,188; PaclfI:p .. 3,031. See MetbodoJou", p. 2t$. 

I The number of expenditure sehadules tabulat.ed may uoeed tn8 number of faml!y scbedules tabulaW. 
Only l'amlly schedules collootod by random sampling were tabulated, wbm!a& the expenditure seb6dw. 
tabulated included aome Ulat were obtained by the sPGdal_m.pliDg prooodurea used to bulld up the COJla 
IUmptIon sample. . 

• This represents the Dumber or lndJvldual!,. rather thaD familloB. for whom detaDed cIothlnr data WIn 
obtained. . 

• Too number or supp]emenwy furnIshIngs scbed.ttliI8 eoIlfcted represents only tamllfM ltavlnl apeD. 
for furnl!!hlngs. Hawover~ the- tables for !umlsblngs schedules include lOme famiUe8 tha; had MlW ~ 
{orturni5hiogJ.and therefore did not ftll asuppJem®tary 8Chedu1e.. 

lin addition to those aopplementary lood schedules. food records were obtained 81 follow_: Large and 
mlddlH.l£&d ottle5. 2,040; small dl168, 868: vllJ.a,ges. gol' ranns, t,35l. 

1 Expoud1ture and supplementary ioMdul& data lor Westbiook and Greenfield have been ~ to 
the Bureau. of Labor StatJst!cs for tabulat10n and publication. 

• Reooro-card and family achedw& data Cor <nWonta and Albanl' haw boeD tabulated by the Bureau of 
t.bor Statlitlos. 

t Reoord-card and l'amib' schedule data !or Bll1lnga o.s an individual clty haw beaD tabulated by the 
Bureau of Labor StntbUce. Family, upenditure. and &UwlellUUltar'y schedule data are combined with 
tbose for the othv clUes of the rt'C1Im oJ the Bammel Home Eoou°ml""ud pneenWd In IUIIlIIl8Q' &ablee 
for tbe unit. 
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TAB"" 109.-Sum"",'11 of colkclion: NumluJr of .chedulu of ""ell duignalsd type 
tabuloUd by tM Bureau 01 HMM &onomlut by degree oJ urOanization and ,.egion, 
J9SII-Continued 

hmUy Ex ...... Supplementar'J'scbeduJea 

DeIreo of urbsnWt.tlon, Teg'lon. and 8tate RooonI """",. 'urn 
""do .... schoo- Cloth- Fnrnhh· .... ... .... Food 

(I) (1) (3) (4) (II) (0) ('I) 

---------
Number Numbtr Numbu Number Numbtr Number _ ...............•. _-..... _-------.- ...... ... ... 9.«>1 20.67" 6, 17t 4.476 

NowE_nd: 

! 
Vennont-MNlS8Chu!Otts~.4. ____ ._ 5,'" ..... 1M 

Mlddlo Atlantlc and North Central: ..... 1,"" '.m Pennsylvanta-ohfo ••• ___ A •• _____ • 4,217 2.0711 Mtch Ipn-W 1sconain. ____ A_tO. ____ 5,"" '.m ..... Dltnols-Iowa.. __________________ • k 

5,'" ..... 
8outboalt-wbite: 

Narth OaroUna--MIs!ilmppL __ •.•. 3,169 I,IUC } 2,'" ..... .. '110 1,634 South Carol1n&-OOOlKla. ___________ .. .,. 2,'" 
Bouthenst-N~: 

North Cnrollna-Mbsl!s1ppi.. _____ 3,711 1.1'26 } 9,. ..... 8M "" South Carollna-Georala _______ • ___ .. ,.. 1,209 
PWns and Mountain: North Dakota-KAnIM ____________ .. "'" 1,465 } I, JOI 

I South DUota-MouWlli-Colorado. .. '''' 1,036 
Paot&: ..... ..,. ,.. 

Wflllhlr,-OI'&liOIt ....... ____ •••• 5,397 2,9Uj } I .... OaIltoro _._ ..... _ .. ____ .. ___ • ___ .... , 1,84(1 

him .... u.o ..... _. _______ .. __ ._. __ .. __ • = ,.. ... 25,128 17,019 ...... It, ... .. ... 
Ne.wElij[land: Varmont-o. __________ • ____________ 

1.7!l8 ... ..., 
M&3S8cllu.Us __________ • _________ ..... It 100 1I1S6 

Middle AtlanUo and North Central: Now Jersey ______________ • ___ • ___ • 
4.813 84' ... 

&~:'.':~~~::::::::::::::::::::: ..... .. ... ...... 16.031 ..... ...., ..... ... Michlgan. _____________ • _______ • __ 
2,'" 81. 1.0117 WboooaID. ___ •• __________ • _______ ..... ,.. 

nUnolJl_~ __ •• __ ._. _______ • ___ . _._ t.«! ..., 
I .... lnwa _____ • __________ • ____ • ________ ..... ". 8outhMsb-whtte opentoJ1l: North Carollna ___________________ 

II I. 7ft .... I .... 

} 
Boutb Carolina _______ • ____ • ______ 

II 4.fil88 1,810 

~$p[:::::::::::::::::::::: Ii 2. 176 .. , 
II I .... ' ..... 3, 1715 .. ,.. 

11 2,851 ... 
Nortb at"Olina, aolf-euftkolng. ____ lun I .... tm 

Sou1hMat-wh1te Ihsncroppen: 

m 
North CsrollDA-_____________ • ____ ... 

l ... } South Oarolina __________________ • 
71' ~S"'l 1.14. I .... OtlOl"l!L ____ • _________ • __ • _. ____ ._ ... ... 

8oU=~~'ff~o~:--------- .. , 
North CaroH~ •• ______ •• ______ •• II 1. 3M '28 ... 

I 
South OvoUu.. __________ • ______ 

II 1.847 , ... 
8oueif£i,:~~~:::::: 

11 t.219 ... II ... II B. JIW m ..... ..... . .... North OaroUna __________________ 

~1 
... } ... South c.roun. _______________ . ___ ... 

G:::~i' ... ---..... ---.-....... -.. ... } ... 
P1aI!!and ~'untaki!·----·-·------- ... 

North Dakota __________ •• _. __ ••• _ .. .,. ~1" I ..... x.... ____ ._ ..... _. _______ . ______ L'" ... 
Sou.Ul ~Mon'taba.CoJondo. 

hcIlko: 
..... t.OlI8 . .. 

Sn:;:-~iiJ::::::=:::::::: U" ... ... ..... L<7T I .... .. .., ' .... I ..... "" ... Cali1oma. toutturD ____________ ._ 
~ ... U!50 

~ ~s.m. u _____________ ,411 ... .. 
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On the small-city and village expenditure schedules the net value of occupancy 
of &n owned vacation home, and rent .received as gift were included in income. 
Income as computed. for both B&mples included rent received as pay_ On farm 
~hedules neither of these items was included in the finw adjusted income, since 
they oeeurred infrequently (tables 110 and 111). 

Family occupation 
Detailed information was obtained from eaeh family member as to the nature 

of his work and the industry from which his earninga were derived. Ueing this 
inlorm&tioDt earnings were cJ&BBed. as from one of three broad major occup&tionaJ 
groups-business and professional, clerical, and wage eamer~ City and village 
families were then classified in ODe of these groups according to source of the greater 
proportion of total family earnings, including the value of rent received as pay,. 
A fourth group was composed of families with no earnings and of a few families 
of far-m operators living in cities and villages and not properly belonging in the 
three. major groups. 

TABLE 110.-Compulat ...... of income: Method. of _puling fam.ly i_ fr_ 
Ickedule entrieS' for inconu: and consumption Bam-plea, city and ~ jamuiee 1 

Income description 

Tolal tamUy lnoome. 
A. Money lDwme (Det)~ 

1. Earntnga from employ.. 
men. 

a. Oooupatiom other tben 
keeping roomen: and 
boarders. 

b~ Kaeping roomets and 
board61S. 

(1)0 .... "' ...... 
(2) Expense for hoard· 

em'food. 

2. Other IDOJleY Income. 

a. BusIness 10!!ll6S.. 

B. Nontnonet:,:=--
1. V.luea! 

". Imputed income from 
owned family home. 

(1) Rental value of 
owned family home. 

00 Expense for owned 
family bome. 

b. Bent reoeived as pay. 

0. Rent received as IUt. 

d. Imputed mOllme from 
owned vacation home. 

a. Value of bome-producecl 
I .... ( ....... onlyl. 

Incomesamp}e 
(2) 

Sam of A and 'D. 
A. Sum oll8Ild 2 mIDWI S-

1. Sum of a and h. 

a. Reported net earnInp. 

b. Dlthrence between (1) 
and (2). 

(I) Reported gross lDeome. 
(2) Estimated [rom pze. 

vious stadiea.' 

1. Reported. DIone!, income 
(rom interest and divi
dends, profits. rents from 
property. pensions. an
Dtlities. aiRS. and oU1er ......... 

S. BepoNd net lo!sea from =':1. not 8ls8where 
B. 80m of 1 and 2-

1. Sum of a and b (no data 
• available fot e and d). 

a. Dltrezenoe betweeu (1) 
and (2). 

(1) Reported total rental 
val .... 

(2:) 'EstiIDated from pJe
vious studios.' 

b. Reponed Eftt nceiftd as 
pay. 

0. No data. 

d. Nodata. 

... Sameoiaoomesample.. 

B. Corm!ted sum of 1 aud t. 
1. Co:rected. sum of a, b. It, 

and d. 
a.. ~ dift'Mmce be

tween (I) and (2). 
(I) Sameasmcomuample. 
WR • ......, _rcr 

owned fa.rnUy hom .. 
b. Same u1Dcomesampie. 

0-. ~ I"8IlI-ncelved at 

d.}Wported dld'eNDC& .. 
tween rmtal.alue and 
upeme for 'YacaCioa 
00 .... 

I. Same as mocm. ample.. 

1 8ee Olossm. Inoome. CIt)' and Village Pamfl!', for detlnltioDa of tenm tued ill tbI! table. 
I Minor ilema. 01 occupational ftpeIlSG Include items whJoll wme reported on the famIly upendllure 

selHldule. suc:b as: Automobile Up6DSe ~ to buslntlSS., other tnnsportaUon Up&DS8 ebar;eabJe CO 
busiu-. dues to unlom and bus.in611S assoclaUOD5, and technical boots and periodicals. 

I Th~estlmat«swer&madel'rom datacoUeeted in tbeStod,.ofConsutnplionend ~: Dlsbtmemenu 
or Familles of Employed Wag. Earnen and Lower-SaJarled Clerlcal WorAn,. CQD.d b:r t» UbUed 
States Depart.mwl.t o( 'Labor. Bureau of Labor StatlsUcl, li34-3L , 
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TABLJI UI.-C .... ptdtJIioa 01 i_: MdMdo of """I"'Iill/l lamilll i...,.,..,. Irom 
.cMdule _ 107" i_ and ........... plion .,.mpla, 1_ j"miliu 1 

Derlntlon ot lDoome data 

To&al ramUylDeomtI •• __________ _ 
A. Harm Income (net) _______ _ 

1. KOlUJ' 1Doom. •• __________ _ 

a. OfOIIlneon!e. ________ _ 
b. B:s;peodi'ure.... ________ _ 

Sum of A and B. _________ •• ____ _ 
A.. Sum 011 ud 2 plw: OJ' minus .. 

1. DUreraoe betwee.D .. and b. 

a. Reported 8l'OI! lDoome. __ 
b. Repufted major item. of 

fami. upen.se. exotpt tarm 
nae of famlI,. automobile. 1. Bum 01 a. b. and ~ _________ _ 

L lleported value of food 
bome-produeed. 

b. ComputettqJueotnv'a 
oooupancJ of farm. dwell· .... 

0. Reoorted Woe of mel 
and" other nonfood prod-· ... -~a=· .. Report.ed net In 

value (lncre&Ie mlDu de
creaae) durl.nc \he NPGri 
year. dltnstockownedaod em.,. atorgd for ale. 

B. Sum or 1 and 2 minoa ,. ____ _ 

L Sum of.md b.o __________ • 

L Reported _ eu'DJJlp.. __ _ 

ComwlIed!DID of A. and B. 
A. Corrected sum of 1 and :I pIw: 

01' mlnm 3. 
1. Corrected dUfennee be

tween a BDd b. 
L Same as income sam. b. _.... major Items 

plus other I items of Jarm 
ex ...... 

2. Cor1ected mm of" b., aDd 0-

a. Reported value of food 
home-pl'od ueed. minus 
value or b ........... oed 
food served farm help and --.. 

b. Same lIS lnoome sample. 

I Bee Olo&!en. IDOOIIM. I'vm hmOy. for deftnltlODS ottmms o::aed III tblB table. 
• Tbele ...... 1t.nJ of OOCIUpatkmaj.~ reported. as fam.lIJ upendicun., lOeb WI: AotomobUeupeaae 

..... ble ~ buata-. other InDSporcatioD eharaeaMt to b--. food 6ZPGIe for evm. help. d..- to 
buaillM! ~UoDa. ~ boob IUId tMSriodte.la. 

• 'i'beIIe edlmatal ".,.. made [tom da.ta ao1leeted In the SUld,. of Consumption aDd MOD6J' Dlsbunemmta 
of I'lunUkw of Employ.cl W .... Eanu!!n and Loww-Sala.ded Claricm Worbn. OQILdtWed bJ $he UDited. -_ .......... - ........ _ ........ 

Buol_ ...... protessional famru .. were fluther subdivided Into those employed 
un a salaried baeis and thoee tba~ were working independently" taking an entf&o 
preneurial riok with their 0 .... or borrowed .. pita!. OWllfiig their equipmellt or 
plaoe of bu.-. and I" oome !Daten ... employing othera. 

In the fann ample. ollly families of fann operators (a IIlngIe oocrupatioDal class) 
-... studied _pt In _ Southeast, wbere & special study of sbarecroppera ....... 
made. Famm .. of farm Ia_ and of paid farm man&genl """' excluded in all 
_Iona. EarningB off _ fanD '""" ol_ed aa ""'" -..inga of elty f8lDiliea 
_ording to the ooeupatioo from whiob they ....... debved. 

10 planDiDg to cIasoify f8lDiliea by occupation, three alternative _ of o1aasi
baliou __ eonaidered: Tbe _upational group from ... bieb the family derived 
_ ~ pan of its earnlDgaj the occupational group of the buabomdi the occu
pational group of the prinoi"", .......... The _ method """ eb_ In order to 
take _ulll of _ .......mp of all family m __ (Gl""""'Y. Occupational 
"a·jfi""tion). Ho ......... .moe _ husband ..... 80 largely nIOpOIIBible for _ 

• ." sa l' 
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famny support, nine-tenths or more of the families would have been eiasaified 
in the same occupational group in which the procedure chosen plaeed them, had 
either of the two other procedures been used. 

With minor exceptio~ the occupational classification prepared by the Works 
Progress Administration I was used to determine the broad group in which. 
specific occupa.tion fell. This publication provided & rel&tively complete and 
_ble listing of oecupations according to socioeoonomic status. (See GIO!III&rY. 
Occupational c1ossification.) 

F amilflllJPll 

Since the level of Iivihg possible for a family depends on the number and age of 
ita members 88 well as on family income, it was necessary to adopt some scheme 
of classification baaed on family composition in order to study both economio 
status and consumption patterns. Families differ 80 gra.tly in number and age 
of members that there could he weli over a hundred groupings, based on these 
two factors alone, without taking account of diJferenceo in sex of ohildren. For 
this study, the groups were limited to nine, based on the number of family mem
hera other than husband and wife and whether they were under 16 years of age 
ar 16 and older. (See fig. 6, Definitions of the family-type groups and Glossary, 
Family type, for description of the nine type groups.) These nine types provide 
for the classification of all families included in the income sample. However, only 
a partial analysis of data hac been made for the types J ..... t often found, types 8 
and 9.. The consumption sample included the .first five types in all communit.ies. 
and types 6 and 7 in some; consumption data were not obtained for types 8 and 9 
in any oommunity. (See table 105 for communities in which types 6 and 7 were 
.tudied.) 

Coiled ion of Schedules 
Collection plana for family-income schedules were designed to provide for each 

degree or urba.nization in each :region a R8lIlple of families that would ha.ve the 
oharaoteristica of the families in the major population groups and include all 
socioeconomic, family type, and other groups in the same proportion as they were 
found in the eligible population of these communities. For example, wage..earner 
families should be the same proportion of the sample ... of the families eligible for 
study in the community. Attention was conoontrated on keeping this income 
sample random in character and free from bias because of the possible omission 
of an undue number of famil1ee of any incom~ occupational, or family-type group. 

For the expenditure sample, the collection plan diJfered somewhat. The 
emphasis was upon obtaining an adequate number of records for analysis from 
the eligible families I ... usually found, .. uch as those in the high-income groups. 
This sample" therefore, was designed to overrepresent: somewhat the population 
groupe of less numerical importance, in order to give an adequate picture of their 
consumption habit& 

These purposes determmed, in large measure, the procedures followed in obtaJ.n.. 
ing hoth the income and expenditure samples. 

Tne Firit or Record Card Sample 
The mechanics of obtaining the random sample of record cards differed for 

communities of different degrees of urbaniu.tion, and to some extent from oom
munity to community. In al1looalities, ho~ver .. the basis of the Boheme adopted 
was geo$Ts,phic. Dwellings, rather than specific. families, were approached by a 
pian dOSlgned to give every dweliing unit an equal.hanoe of being included. 

Small cili .. 
Because the hasis of the aampling procedure was geographic, a complete 1ist 

of ad~ of all dwellings in the oity was necessary.. For this list the street
directory ... tion of the city directori .. WB8 relied upon and was brou~ht up to 
date by lists of huilding l1ermito, rea1 estate maps, and other means. Eaoh inde
pendent housekeeping umt in a multiple-family dweliing was conaidsred a aeparate 

I {UNlDD sUTOl Wonn PtlOORQa 4D1IIJNDft .... 1'lOH. oa:trPj.'fIOlQ.L CLA.aJ'lC4nox dD COD" 
WOZD Prog. Admln .• Olr. 2. July 193&. 
-- nfJ):JX OJ' OCCOPA'tIONJL Worta Ptoc- Admin.. C1r. IA. 8ep&ember lD8L 
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address. Insofar 88 possible, buildings containing no dwelling units were elimi
nated before the sample was drawn. When the list was considered complete 
ille address .. were arranged in geographic order. and used for drawing the first 
oample. 

The original plan in the small oities e&l1ed for & succession of four samples, eaoh 
of whioh would include ontHlighth of the dwelling units in the oity. Every eighth 
address, beginning with one of the first eight, chosen by ohance, was aeleeted for 
the fIret samplo. Reeord eordo were made out for 0000 addreso thus drawn and 
were BSSigned to field agents for visiting. The second sample comprised another 
ontHligbth of the addreso .. and began with ille fourth addr ... {allowing or pre
ceding the ODe previousJy chosen in the first sample. The addresses in the second 
sample were spaced {our addreeees from the first, in order that, il it became neoea
aary to close oollection after the second sample, the 26-percent coverage would 
represent every fourth dwelling in every section of the city. Subsequent samples 
followed a similar procedure until the coverage sought in the particular city was 
obtained. Lists were made of additional dwelling unite discovered by field 
agents in the procesa of visiting, and were sampled on the same basis as the 
originalliBt. . 

While only a 6O-peroent sample waa originally planned, it was increeead up to 
100 percent in a few cities when it was found that the SO-percent sample would 
not yield sufficiont 80hedules from families in the less usual types and income 
oJasSB8. 

ViU_ 
In all villages & lOO-percent &&mple was taken. However, it was deemed 

desirable to obtain this by means of four 25-peroent samples, each of which would 
be random. This W&8 done in order to safeguard the study in ease it became 
D,¥!esaary to discontinue OO~tiOD before a IOO-percent coverage had been 
a6hievad. It also provided deta potentially valuable for testing variations 
between .ampl .. , and hen .. tha relative reliability of averages based on samplee 
of different ...... 

Essentially. therefore. the scheme of sampling in tbe villages followed that used 
in the small oities. The dilIerence lay chiefly in the fact that directories were not 
geoerally available, 00 that dwellings had to be marked on Iarge-ocale mape, or 
add ........ liated by a preliminary oanvaee. Where hou ... did not oarry otreot 
numbers, Bo1d agents rooeived assignments in the form of small segments of Dl&p8, 
on which the dwellings to be approached in that sampling period were marked. 
Multiple-family dwellings were treated in the sam. _y as in .itieo. In....,h 
sampling period every fourth addl"MS was visited, precisely as W88 every eighth 
In the email cit... 

'GNft counlie. 
The problem. of transportation for field agents working in farm counties and the 

Irregular so&tter of farm dwellings called for some modification of the sampling 
plan followed in .malI oiti .. and villages. The alternative plan adopted was to 
divide the county to be sampled. into a number of small areas, each of whioh 
would """tain approximately 15 to 20 farms. For this purpose poet office or 
other maps that showed every farm in the oounty were used. The small areaa 
of Hi to 20 farIDs were numbered and every fourth one was included in one sam
pling period. Each farm in the small areas chosen was then visited for the record 
oard and, if the family proved eligible and willing, a family •• hedul. and an ex
penditure schedule were filled. In a few large, well-popnlated oounti .. eeeb eam
pie included on<H>ighth railler than one-fourih of the farms heoauee only a 25- or 
37.5-_t coverage was oontemplated. 

ODe of the ohief problems in aampling farm counties was to exclude vil~ 
urban. and luburba.n areas. As & first step in meeting thl8 problem, maps were 
marked to eliminate every dwelling within the corporate limite of an incorporated 
village or oity. Other exoJuaiona dep&nded OIl the individual situation. and border
line oases were decided by the supervisor in eharse~ The object.ive was always to 
Include all bona fide farm familie8 and to exclude nonfarm families~ web as 8ub~ 
ben reoideuto or oroeeroada merohaoto that happened to be living in or adjacent 
to a farming section. 

With one or lowo e:zoeptions the random sample for farm OOUDties, like that for 
amaJJ cities, was originally pla.nned to l'epJeBent a SO-percent coverage.. As in 
eities t additional samples were taken in ma.ny localities to provide sufficient C8Be8 
for aualyaa of ille more unuenal family .ypen or income levels. 
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The Income Sample 
EligiInlily requir_ 

The income sample was planned to rep ........ t, not. the population of the com
munityas a whole, but ooly the groups that are numerically the ~ important. 
that have certain common characteristics" and that" at the same time, comprise 
the more normal families. Elimjnation of some population groups served to 
make the group studied more homogeneous and therefore to limit tha variableo 
and facilitate the aoaiYBis of the relationships the otudy ""'" designed to explore. 
This limitation also made it poeoible to include a greater number of oommunitieo 
than funda would have permitted otherwise. 

To he eligible for inclusion in the ineome sample, a family had to meet th ... 
requirements: Tbe family muot include a busband and wife who were native
white (except in tha Southeast, and in New York City and Columb"", Ohio, 
where Negro families were otudied eeparately); had been married at least 1 year; 
wt're keeping house when interviewed; and had not. had the equivalent of 10 
FOOmem for a full year. 

For families living on farms, three additional requirements were impoeed: Tbe 
home pleee muot meet the Clell8U8 definition of a farm; the family muot he that 
of a farm operator (or, in the Southeaot, of .. shsrecrop_); the family muot have 
operated that farm for a~ least a year.' 

Tbe lim two eligibility requirements eliminated broken families in whieb BOmoe 
aod amount of income and waY" of spending might bo dilferent from normal 
family groupo, and families likely to have eulturol patterns dilferent from thoee 
of the native-white (or Negro) populetioD. Families in whieb the husband and 
wife had not been married at leaot a year and th_ that were not keeping houee 
were eliminated beeouoe of the diffieulty of obtaining complete data for family 
income and consumption for &. 12-month period. Families with 10 or mme 
roomers were eliminated because they represented houeehold. that were ....... 
ti&IIy husin... ventures rather than private families. The additional require
ments impoeed on the farm sample eliminated nonfarm families living in the 
oonntry, families of farm laborers and paid managers, and families that eould 
not give a full year's reeord of operatinno on the farms on whleb they were living. 

Spui;Jl !duall of familia "'" indudbl in 1M __ ... mplo 

The plan of eonfining the general otudy to selected populetion groups eliminated 
Negro and other colored raoea (except in the Southeaot and in New York City 
and Columbus, Ohio, where Negro families were studied separately), familiel!l in 
which husband or wife was not native-born, one-person families, broken familiell 
or othen oontaining two or more persons not busband and wile, and oUler fami
lies failing to meet minor eligibility requirements. Tbe number of oueb ineligible 
families varied from one community to another, since the -composition of the pop
u1etion varied, eopeciaUy in regard to the number of foreign-born and Negro 
families. 

In order to Jearn something of the _~ to whieb these exeIuded famDies 
varied in income and composition from the eligible families, family schedulee 
were requested. in certain communities. during one sampling period, from all 
families from whom record card data were obtained. Information from I:heee 
in.ligible families furnished" haois for estimates of the distn'bution of ali families 
of the community, by income (pp. 253-259). 

The Consumption Sample 
E1igibi1ilJ ~ 

For the study of oousumptinn, families Inoluded in the inoome ...... ple had to 
meet eertain further requirements, designed to e1i",inate th .... in which the famiiT 
situation would bo abnormal or would tend to oomplieate the analysis 01 eapendi-
ture data. These additional eligibility uiremento were: 

The family must nolo have received reI~ ai- any time during t.he report year. 
The Jamily muot fali within -w.. apeeified family oompoait.ion and -..pa

tional groupo (table 105). 
The family muot Dot have moved botween the end of the report year and the 

date of interview • 
• BnborbaD femmes "."eUmJ:nat.ed from the farm MmpIiM: b)' the turther tequhflLeDt that aome mG1W7 

mcome from the .ue of farm produeta most have been reanve4. unJeD.speeIaI cln:moSlaJlCell es1Aed. IOcll 
ueroptaJhue, touplaln tbeala:nceollUCbmcmey l:ueome. ThiaquallficaUOD .... noLimtJlDl8CLJM)n ••• 
IJl UlacommUll..1Uel ill Norih c.auna.wben all*lalJmd7 01 ~ farma ... made. 
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The f&lnDy muot not hav. bad more tban tbe equivalent of one roomer and/or 
boerder in the household for 52 weeks of the report yeer. 

The family muat not have bad more than the equivalent of one guee. for 26 
week .. 

The famDy must have been kBeping house for at 1eeet 9 monthe of the report 
year. 

City and vIDage femill .. must Ioave lived in the community etudled for at leeet 
e month. of the report year. 

Farm fAmm .. must not bave been operating part-time fanne (except in Oregon 
where a .peoial .tudy of famUieo of part-time farm operators was made). 

No l'8quirement 88 to inoome W811 Bet up becauee of the l&ck of information u 
to Income dietributione to be expected in amal1 communltlee. Sehedulea were 
coUected from famUI .. at aU income leveIL 

Relief famUI .. w .... eliminated because the provision of Income in kind in many 
eommunitiee made it impoesible to secure a reliable figure for their olassification 
by income.. In addition, suoh inoome affected coDsumption patterns. making 
them l.- representative of f .... cboi ... than were those of the eeIf ... uppomng 
_up. The _ODd eligibility requirement eliminated unueuaUy inrge famUieo. 
thoee without eernlnga. and thooe of the rarely-found farm operate .. living in 
oitiea and villages. However. in order that facta concerning consumption of such 
f&maiea mlHht Dot be entirely lacking, samples were obtained in certain areas 
where the deneity of tbe population and the number of communitlea to be etudied 
made it poeaible to find enough oe.sea for analysis. f 

The 9-month period of reeiden .. wae required in order to _ude famili .. whoae 
oonsumption might be unrepresentative of the community. A family thet bad 
moved Bin .. the end of tbe report ,eaT wae eliminated becauae of the difficulty 
of obtaining" deaoription of the dwelling to which the houelng expenditure data 

~y. each of the remainlng "",uirements ..... Impoeed in order to excluda 
famili ... that would complicate the analyBia of conaumptlon data on Ii family baeio. 

SompUn, pro<od_ 
The original 1'1&08 for oontrolled coUectlon of expenditure ""hedul .. caned for 

" ".ample within eacb c1aee interval (that) baa approximately equal 8tabUity 
with samples In each other 01888 interval".' The term stability, as used in that 
connection, referred to numerical equality in the sie of the &ample in each class.. 

It wao origlnaUy planned to obtain this numerical equality by taking the 
rantilT. .. bedul .. at one visit and deferring the requeot for the expenditure 8Ohedule. 
The &mily ochedulee were to be clllS8ified IUId from each ~I ... only 6 (or 10 in 
lOme ........ ) famUi .. w .... to be drawn at random, 8l[penditure achedul .. would 
be requeeted from thill group. If It proved Im_ble to obtain a achedule from 
a family I lubatitutes would be drawn. 

City and village familieo were elaeeified by income, oocupation. and femily 
type. Familieo of farm operators were elaeeified by income and family type. 
So-.ealled oe1l cbarta were kept iD eacb collection office. showing a oumulative 
..,eord of tbe number of achedulee obtained from familiea in eacb c1 .... 

As .cheduie collection pro_d. the Bureau found it advisable to modify 
the plan for numerical equality. CoUection prooedureo were oriented about the 
effort to ohtain a minimum number of Bc_olee (6 or 10) from familiea in eacb 
al&8l" over a wide income range. but the number of schedules in every class was not 
limited to tbia minimum. A variety of factors were reeponeible for thia cbange 
In .00lection prooedure. The problem of oon .. tion of echedulea in v~ aed 
farma made numerical control leeo (_ble than in citiea. It wae believed tha$ 
schedul .. of greater reliability could be obtained If the femily and expenditure 
echedul81 were filled at ~e same interview or on 8uoeessive days, since both 
were required to cover the ume repa", year, and since good family cooperation 
was more likely to be gained under theee conditione. In fann areas, trans
portation coeto made ;$ _tiBl to obtain both echedul.. with one visit. if 
possible. Furthermore, i't waa feared ~ha& in rural communities where news 
vavela rapidlv. the plU'p088 of the projeot might be misund ... tood and antag
onism might be uoueed If. after announcing a study of famUy ooneumption. 
the 8"" month was opent obtalnin« only data on Income. the kind oflnformation 
leaat willingly liven. This eame objeotion operated in the amal1 Gitlea but much 
1eeo atrongly. &inoe • uni8ed publio attitude is l.- eaelly created in • 1arger 
community. 

ts. JDatvy, hmUy tJpe. ftIr. dft!aiptlna c:rIfam=7'PM. aDd table 101_ a1bt of the In- UId 
OOL'IU~ mul'Jl that Weft iDdudfld to UHt II.'IDOSWD sample 1D dlfttftnt CNDtDunftiM. 

• 8ocuJ. 8aaliu B ...... Cou~ Bee po. 22 dtaUaD ..... I 'lD. foo1DDIe 1. p.1D.. 
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When expenditure schedules w .... taken a~ ~e same in1>erview wlili family 
sehedules, any exact numerical control of ~e number colleeted within each cIasa 
was impossible. CIassifiea.tion of families in terms of income,. occupation, and 
family type was sometimes a matter involving considerable office computation, 
so that agents freqUently were not able to classify the family exactly at ~e time 
of the interview. In order to obtain an adequate number of cases, schedules 
from several farm counties or sometimes many villages were pooled. To insure 
a.n equal opportunity of representation of families from each village or county, 
expenditure schedules were colIeeted from all eligible families during one, and in 
many casee two, sampling periods. This usually resulted in exceeding ~e 
quotas originally esteblished for the larger classes. Had numerical control been 
strictly adhered to, the quota for eertein classes would have been achieved before 
all communities had been canvassed even once, with the result that some com
munities would have been definitely underrepresented. 

A furilier limitation on exact numerical control arose out of the fact that ilie 
final income classification of families for- consumption analysis was based on the 
income figure derived from family_dule date, modified by further information 
obtained on the expenditure &cbedules, whereas collection control was based on 
family ... chedule data alone. Sometimes these modifications were large enough to 
effect a difference of one or two class intervals in the income clasI!ification of the 
family. The number and msguitude of ~ ... dilferences in each region are dis
CUBSeli in the appendix to part 2 of this report. 

The plan of colIe.tion of sehedules in small cities aIeo was modified when the 
procedures for the vilIo.ge and farm areas were changed, in order that there might 
be uniformity throughout the study conducted by this Bureau. 

Boili the suggestions of ilie Sooial Science Resesroh Council and the original 
pl&ns for- collection of schedules envisaged a limitation of the income range. 
Because it '::JJraetically impossible to determine in advance the range repre.
senting the community's sea1e of incomes, DO bounds were placed on the 
incomes of families ina luded in the consumption sample. As eollection pro
gressed it developed tha't expenditure schedules could he obteined from familles 
with incomes oonsiderab y higher as well as lower than had been expectetL The 
importance of BUch additional information in the study of expenditures was one 
of the determining factors in modifying the planned distribution of the consump
tion sample. This extension of the income range, however, meant the inclusion of 
many more classes for which it was difficult to obtain sufficient representation. 
Among some socioeconomic groups which are numerically less important in the 
population, ~e proportion refusing information was higher than in the larger 
groups. To increase the number of cases in these clssses, it was necessary to 
counteract the higher refusal rate by a program of revisits and by obteinfng 
expenditure schedules from families not drawn in the random sample.-

In the villages, where a tOO-percent coverage of f8Illilies was undertakent little 
could be done to increase the number of cases in Jeast-frequen'l classes except 
through revisits to famill.. at first unwilling to cooperate, or ~ugh ehlfting 
the report year to alter family classification.1I 

On farms and in the small cities, however, where less than lOO-peroent coverage 
was undertaken, the efforts to build up classes having insufficient cases followed 
two lines. Families were revisited, as was done in villages. It also was possible 
to search for the more unusual cases among families not approached in the random 
sample. Persons well informed on affairs in the community were consulted for 
nAmes of families likely to have the necessary qualifications. or special business 
and professional directories were used. In the majority of commWlities, however~ 
such methods did not yield results iliat were entirely satisfactory, since it proved 
difficult to obtain heforehand enough information abou~ families to determine 
their approximate classification. In such eommunitiee the alternative plan W88 
then followed of increasing the size of the income sample enough to bring into the 
study families in the categories nceded in the consumption sample. For this 
reason, certain small eitiee and some farm counties are represented by a larger 
sample than was originally oontemplated. Administrative expediency largely 
determined which communities were chosen for increased coverage. 

• Fami)y..inoome sch8dule8 were obtalnsd from these famDfeI In Ol'der to eheek tho ~\UrII data 
obtained from tbern, but only tho expendltore sebodwe& were tabulated. Tables prea&mted. for &be iDoom. 
sample Include oniy data from famlUea that W{!1'6 drawn trom U!e mDdom IBIIlPle. 

11 Since the r&por1. year W8S a tnovabl9 ODe wldch oould end any tbne between December 31, 11U, and 
December 31, 1008, it 8Omet1mea happened that & tamlly clasaed as 1nel!glble beca\1liElof ramll3' romposltlou 
oueller on the basts of onereportyearoouJd be madeell~b1e by adof)tin,alaI8rNPOR1"C'c.DaUelleuUreIJ' 
ouwt40 flifperiQd whOQ QOD.dlttoasmaktGI for ineHgIbUity 'Ife($ ~~. 
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Methods Used· to Obtain a Representative Sample, and to Assure 
Accuracy of Dala 

From the beginning of field collection two possible BOurcea of bias in sample 
were faeed. It was feared that the very poor familieo with irregular earnings 
might be unable to furnish accurate figures 011 their incomes or their expenditures 
and that rejection of their 8chedulea might cause underrepresentation. At the 
other end of the income scale, the very well-to-do might be difficult to reach and 
once reaehed might be reluctant to furnish facts needed for filling the schedules. 

Acoordingly, special efforts were made to obtain adequate repreoe-ntation of 
these income extremes in the sample. In order to win the oooperation of such 
families, the auperviBors used a variety of methods suited to the local circum
stances. Quite generally, appointments with the individual families could be 
made by meana of lettel'8 or telephone calla. In many communities the interest 
of special groups aueh as business and professional men's associations, womenta 
clubs. and university departments, could be enlisted and the entree to homes of 
members simplified. Illustrative tabulatioDs proved very useful in persuading 
families of the impenonal use to be made of the information. 

The aupervisory &taft' in each local coUection office consisted of three or four 
penOIlS, college graduatee with training in social science and statistics, and 
usually with some experience in directing 8urveys or in teacbing~ The field agents 
and editon were aclected by examination from persons of clerical or professional 
rating available for assignment from W. P. A. rolls. The persons assigned were 
given a training period of 2 or 3 weeks, during which they became familiar with 
the lehedule for~ definitions of terms! and instructions for taking schedules. 
As practioe, each worker filled aU the SChedule forms for his own family and for 
others in the group. Thereafter each worker interviewed at least one family in a 
~ct outaide the limits of the enumeration area. The worker than filled the 
balance sheet which provided the first comprehenaive cheek on the arithmetio 
acouraoy of tbe schedule and applied the principal cheeks for consistency of data 
obtained. Every practice schedule was then carefully edited by & supervisor. 

Thus, every field agent and editor started work with a knowledge of the require
menta for oorree~, cousistent reports. Agents were f'equired to balance family 
disbursements and receipts, and to submit the balance sheet with eaeh sehedule 
and the aeoompanying explanatory notes... Each 80hedule W88 edited by two 
p6nona and given an arithmetic check in the loeal office. A schedule that did 
not ba1anoe within the allowed limits of error or in which entries were inconsistent, 
WM returned to the agent with suggested questions to ask the family upon revisit. 
(See GIOII8IU"Y, Balancing ditIerence, for Iimita allowed.) The editing super
vi80r reviewed all sohedulee and was advised by the regional editor on the method 
of handling the most difficult cases. The regional editor checked the work of 
loeallupervieory editol'8 in order to have consistency throughout the study. 

When the tooaJ office had completed a group of schedules, they were sent to the 
regional tabulation pools, wbere they were giveo final editing. S.hedules that 
were found to be inoomplete or inconsistent were returned from the tabulation 
pools to the collection offices for correction. A staff of a few interviewers waa 
maintalned in every field office after colleotion was oompJeted for the purpose nf 
revisiting families whose schedules ~uired correetioD. 

On the basis of the general project plans, each local office developed ita- own Byw
tern of chi'ek interviewing, with the advioe and assistance of the staff in the 
regional ollice. Every eigllth family visited by each agent was revisited to 
check the schedule entries of the simp1er data. aueh as number of persons in the 
family or husband-a OctCupation and aome f&eta ooneerning income or expendi
tures. Such revisits were made by one of the B-uperv1sol'8, by the editol'8. or by 
squad leaderst and served to verify that tho &Jrent had obtained the information 
reported from the familY4 In most officea aU families that gave food records 
were asked to check oertain of the information on their income and upenditure 
aohedules. In addition, available 80ureee of loeal information~ Buch 108 classified 
c:fueotoriee, lists, and publiO- records of various sortB. were used to verify the 
"'pons on IMlhedules. 
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~'=2i fryetl •• _____________ ..... pound I •• 
alDDl .• __ .. ___ ~ •• h ______ ._.do • ____ 

'.18 
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K:'~:::-:w-.·_-::_·_·:::::::::::~=.~:: .11 .16 .1. .20 .10 .12 ... .13 
• !O .28 .20 .24 Beet. _w ___ ...... _____ . ____ ...... _ .. ___ .do ••• _ .11 ... .211 - •• 0. .15 • 11 .12 ... Veal ________ " __ .... ___________ "W_ •• _ .40." __ 

.12 .14 • __ ~_ .:>4 .10 .13 ." .19 Lamb •• ou •• ___ • ___ "u ..... _w_. _w. __ .do, ••• .16 ••••• _._ .. .17 .18 .18 .17 .18 l'ot.atoet- _u ••••• • w __ .. _. __ ••• _w_. busheL. .81 1.00 .M .80 ... • 110 .7' 1.00 

J Prloee were bltled on t8rm f$mU' .. e.t(DlAtei of tbe omoDnt tbey would have paid bad 
food ot a atmUar quaUty bean purcbU6d In .lmllar quantity rrom a neighbor, These 
1liut_ repl'OHlnt t.be mldpoLbt of acceptable valUAtiOns compUod, by the COllOOtiOD oftloM 
wltblo a State, Variations witbin 10 JlQroeot 10 either dlrectfoo were accepted. 

J FQ1' tamUi. 01 patt.tJme termen In Marion *04 PoJ_ CouoU. tbe Pl'letfi in colDmJl17 
wereUNd,' 
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Tabulation of Data 
CoUeetion of .chedul .. was terminated before the desired minimum of soheduleo 

had been obtained in aU ._. Completing the planned distributione to the 
osten' of a minimum number of •• heduJ .. in each class would have required in 
IIlO8t instances the addition of more communities to the study. For this.reason 
tabulation plana were modified acoording to the results of collection, and certain 
combinations of inoome. occupational, and fa!IDly-type cl ...... were made. 

Hed the original plan for an equal number of schedules in .... h class, or the 
modified plan of a minimum number in each class, been carried out, it would 
have _ neceooary to U!Ie the distribution of cligible famm ... from the income 
aample as a system of weights when oluaes were combined. Thus, weights would 
have been neoeasary when expendituree of families classified by income, OCCUpa
tfon, and faxmly type were combined to obtain the a_ expenditures for the 
broader classifications, income and occupation. income and family type~ or income 
alone. The distribution of families givlDg expenditure data was founo. however, 
to approximate fairly weU the distribution of the population from which they 
were .. looted. The differen... in the two distributions proved to he small 
enough that the diffe...",ceo in the averages based on weights derived from the 
income .ample and the averages from the pooled data (no weights applied) 
were neither consistent in direction nor great in absolute magnitude. 

The expenditure sample. therefore, has been treated in tabulation .. a sample 
III itsell' and aU oombinations of 01 ..... have been made simplY by pooling _ 
without introduoing weighta based on the income sample. In addition to the 
simplification of tabulation, there are a number of other advantages which 
teau,t from accepting tlMl expenditure sample 88 sufficiently repl'88entative to 
.tand alone. Of partioular value is the fact that it facilitates the analysis of 
dg,trlbutlonl of .~nditureo within cleseee, and justiliea the reel .... ification of 
the families by vanabl .. other than occupation, income, and family type. 

Combinations 01 Data From Communities 
For the village and farm. tabulations, oombinatioDB of datA from several oom

munitl .. were planned to obtain .ufficient ...... for the analyses desired. For 
the iueome analyoio oombinations of villegeo included those from two States, 
witb the except.ion ;J those in California, which (oImed a eeparate group, and those 
in Colorado, Montana, and South Dakota, "hioh were combined. Combinations 
of farm oounties for income analysis did Dot Cl'088 State lines, with the exception 
of thOlO In the range-livestock area, Coloradot • Montana, and South nakota. In 
the South_t, where Negro famili .. were stuaied, .. pareto tabulations for Negro 
and white are presented. Sharecroppers, included in the SOuth .... t, were studied 
eeparately from farm operators. Some facts are given for .... h omaU city, but 
oombinat.iol18 of oities on .. regional basis were made in order to present a more 
representetive picture of the region than is given by one city alone (table 108). 

Whan data from two or more oommunitiee were combiued for the analysis of 
fneoms, the same proportionate representation of families in each commuDity was 
included. For example. if in four oitlee the co_ "",god from 60 to 76 J>OI'" 
cent, only the Ichedul .. obtained in a 50-percent &ample of each city were in
cluded in the oombination. As a oonsequence:, the total number of schedules 
analyoed for the individnal communities may exceed the number analyxed for 
the combined group. 

The communiti .. studied by the Bureau of Home EoonolID'" and the Bureau 
of LAbor Statlstice, arranged by region, are shown in tablee 106 and 107; ~ 
and farm oounti .. are grouped to show the basis 01 tebulations for the income 
analysis. For example, the Middle Atlantie and North Central report on family 
income Includee data for vill_ in aU Staw, combined in three groups of two 
Staw .... h. 

The analy.1o of expenditures requiree an even IarRer number of ....... than doee 
that of family income. einoe some items of expenditure for which averages are 
given are reported infrequently~ Accordingly, further combinations of communi
tiea were made for the consumption sample. However. in the South .. , where 
opedal groupo were .tudied, the prinCiple of "pareto presentation of data for 
NeltfO and whitt- famili~ and for farm operators and sharecroppen: was main
taiDed. For email citiee and villages eombinatione for the presentetion of 
expenditure data are on regional Un.., but for farm oounti .. each region exeept 
New England includes tabulation. for at least two groupo of States. Theee 
groupings .... shown in teble 106; the number 01 echedulee tabulated for each 
sroupiua Ia abo,", in table 109. 
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Combinotions of Family Type and Occupational Groups 
The study of f&roily income included all families that met the eligibility require

ment.s, regardless of their occupation or the number and age of members in addition 
to husband and wife. Some data are Available for each oC6up&tional group and 
eacb family type, but for most of the tabulations the nine occupational groups 
have been reduced by combinations to four, and the nine family types, to five 
groups. 

For the study of fs.mily consumption. the leas frequent groups were omitted, as 
there was little possibility of their yielding .ufficient cas"" for analysis. Thuo, 
families outside the three main occupational groups were omitted except for a 
limited numher of tables presenting data for families without earnings and for 
families of farmers living in the villageo. F&roilieo of types 8 and 9 were not 
requeoted to give information on expenditure.. Families of types 6 and 7 were 
included in the expenditure study only in certain communities in the Middle 
Atlantic and North Central, and Southeast regions. 

In general, occupational and family-type groupings for the expenditure analysis 
followed the same lines as for the income analysiB, except that fewer groups were 
repre&eDted. However, the small numbers in the buai.nes8, professional, and 
clerieel groups in the Pl";ns and Mountain village sample, and tho Negro city and 
village samples in the Southeast necessita.ted a combination of these occupational 
groups. In tho Middle Atlantic and North Central region, which included a 
larger· number of communities, euflic.ient OaaeG were available for some tabulations 
for each of the family typeo separately (table 105). 

Machine T obvIation 
In the original plans for the consumer purohases study hand tabulation was 

considered, since the study was to be a Works Progress Administration project 
.and it was desired to keep the ratio of machine expense to labor expense at & 
minimum. It soon became apparent, howevel'l that if all of the tabulations were 
to be made by hand, it would be a matter of years before the results could be 
made available. Faced with the choice between limiting the quantity and variety 
of information to be presented, and using machine-tabulation methods, the par
ticipating ageneies decided in favor of the latter alternative. With machine 
tabulation it was p088ible to retain ell of the tabulations originally planned and 
to make some others for which a need was recognized. In addition, the data 
could be made available more quickly to interested agencies and persons. 

Fifty-one different card forms were required, 12 for the family sohedule, 11 for 
the expenditure-scheduJe summary r 25 for the expenditur&-8Chedule detail, and 1 
each for the 3 types of supplementary schedules. A total of approximatelY 
4,000,000 punched carda were used in obtaining the tabulationa made by the 
Bureau of Home Economics. 

The detailed proeedure8 followed in punching carda whioh eould be mechanicelly 
sorted and run through tabulators to obtain final table data, and the pro"""""" 
followed in the tabulating meehine center prelimioary to obtaining the final 
machine runs will be desoribed in a critique of methodology to be issued later as 
a aeparate report. 



Appendix D. Appraisal of the Sample of Families from WhicL 
Income Data Were Obtained 

Farm Caunties in the Pacific and the Plains and Mauntain Regions 

Summary 

The families giving income data in the seven farm. sections of the Pacific and of 
the Plains and Mountain regione represent, with reasonable adequaey, the group 
the study was designed to covel\ 1. e., white families that included a husband and & 
wife, both nativ~born, and that satisfied certain other eligibility requirement&. 
Available evidt>nce indicates that failure to obtain information from all eligible 
famil.iee did not seriously affect the findin~ of the study. There seems to be no 
evidence of underrep'rcsentation of the well-to-do farm families. Such a tendenoy 
waa noticed in the cIties and villages} but it 8ee1D8 probable that it was offset in the 
fann eections 8Y the cooperation of the Federal Extension Service and of organisa
tiona of farm operatore-. 

The nledian income or the native-white, unbroken families (the group eligible 
for study) in each farm section was higher than the median income of aU familiea. 
c.rtain of the groups that were excluded by plan from the inrome B8.Dlple tended 
to be In the low·income cluses. To depict the whole community, therefore, the 
findings (lonooming the eligible groups studied must be adjueted. to take ~ount 
of the exclusion of the lower-income ineligible families. 

In umng the findings of this income Btudv, it is essential that tbe definition of 
net farm-family income and the method ot computing it be clearly understood. 
(See p. 261 and GJ"""""y, Income, Farm Family.) Tbi.is.specially important if 
oompari80DB with other studies are to be made. 

Representative Character of th .. Income Sample 

Groups Included in and Excluded from the Somple 

Certain limitation. on the use of the findings of this investigation must be reeog
ni.ed. 'l'he most important consideration limiting the use of the income data is 
the relationship of the income sample to the first or reeord-card sample. (See 
Methodology, p. 238 for a discussion of the procedures in obtaining these two 
eampl08.) 

The first, or rocord-card ... mple, was desitrned to rep""",nt all groupo of families 
of farm operators found in each seetion. The second. or income sample, in con
tTMt" was limited; it included onJy the so-eall-ed eligible familiea-tJlOse in which 
there was a. husband and a wife. both native-born, that bad lived on the operatoo 
farm for a year and that met other eliJribiUty requirements (MethodololtY p. 238). 
The inoome sample WBS planned to be representative of the population group 
oompOBCd of native-white~ unbroken famHice that bad operated their farms for 
a Yl:'ar: it would not.. however, roprest"nt the entire population of the fArm section. 

The following farm population groupe included in the reoord-c.a.rd NLmple were 
excluded from the income aample: N~ and other colored raee8 (except in the 
Southeast where Negro families weJ'6 studied separately); familie8 in which bue. 
hand or wife was not native-bom; ono-peT80n families; broken families or otbers 
containing two OJ' more peraons, not husband and Wif&i families that bad moved 
dUJ'in« the yeaT and. thert"fore. could not provide facta oonceming a year'! income 
from one farm; families in whieh t.he husband and wife had been married less than 
1 YM1' aod. therefore. aould not I"f'port on family income fOl' a I-year period; 
familiee of farm operators who were paid managers. 

247 
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Farm population groups omitted from both samples as not representing fam 
ilies of farm operators included: Families of farm laberel'!l; families living on tracts 
of land too small, or in other ways failing to meet the census definition of & farm; 
families that did Dot engage in agriculture as a business, i. e.~ had no gross income 
from sale of farm products. 

The basic record-card sample was procured by oolieiting iofonnatioo from a 
deJinite proportion of the farm families in & county or township as ebcwn by a 
map. All eligible familiea in the record-card sample were asked to furnish facts 
needed for filling the income BOhedule. If, &t every farm visited, the family had 
given the information requested, there would have been DO question 88 to whether 
the record-card and the income samples were representative of the population 
groups they were designed to cover, within the usual limitations of sampling. 
However, the necessary informatioD for filling the record -eard and the income 
schedule was not obtained from every family drawn in the samplew The- BOOle
porting group included some families that were away from home and could not 
he reached, aod oome unable or unwilling to furnish the data requested by the 
field agent. 

An appraisal of the income sample, therefore. should take into consideration the 
two groups from which schedules were not obtained-the non reporting familiee. 
and the ineligible. Facta &beut these two group. will·throw light on the following 
Questions which must be &nBWered in order to interpret the data from the study: 
Witlli.n each fann section, did the income fl8.JDpJe obtained represent all groups of 
families seleoted as eligible for study? Or did the omission of nonreporting fam
ilies affect the representative character of the sample? Were the data that were 
secured biased hees_ of the ooDBistent failure of reporting families to supply 
certain items of ioformationf How do the families eligible for tbe study difier 
from all families of farm operators in the oommWlityT This last question is of 
especial concern to the peI'!IOD uaing the data from the selected sample in estimates 
of income of all farm Opel'&tora in a county or a farming section. For making 
national estimates of farm income, it is necessary to consider &180 the extent to 
whioh the data from the counties selected 88 representative of certain type-ot-farm 
are&B can be used in depicting the situation of farm families in other counties 
within the same or nearby States. -

The discuuion of these questions which follows is based m.a.in1y upon inform.&
tion obtained from this investigation and from the cellSWL Evidenoe as to the 
representative ch&.racter of the sample is furnished by the tabuiBtion of data from 
the record cards and by such facts as were available locally concerning the-u.. 
economic status of the nonreporting families. 

For comparing the eligible famili~ with the total populstion of farm operators' 
families in the communities it was necessary to know the numerical importance 
of beth the eligible and tbe ineligible groups. Such eounts were provided by the 
tehulstion of record-eard data. This tabulation also tells something as to the 
composition of the ineligible group-whether the reason for exclusion was color, 
nativity, family composition, period of residence on the farm.....t.., ri cetera. The 
details of income from a sampJe of the ineligible families in wnateom. County, 
W88h., and Riverside and Orange Counties, Calif., furnish a basis for relating 
the income distribution of eligihis families to that of all operators in the farm 
section. 

An extensive appraisal of the data to take account of all problems of interp_ 
t&tiOD would involve comparisons of information from the aample of families
studied with similar data. from a wide variety of 8OureeB. Farms in this area 
have heen subjected to many statistical studies, some of which apply to about 
the aa.me period and the same counties as did the consumer purchases study. 
No comparisons with this material have beeD attempted here, however. A 
critique of the methodology of the study will include a more detailed discussion 
of many problems of interpretatioo thao is attempted in this report. 

OmiRsioDB of famiJies could oecur in drawing the 1i.m or record-card sample. 
As baa a1resdy been stated, some families drawn in that sample failed to provide 
even the few facta needed for filling the record. card" or no respoDBible person 
could be found at home. Since the omission of these nonreporting families could 
ha.ve affected the character of the income sample, the first .OOp in thie appraisal 
is the consideration of the sample of families for which record carda were filled 
to learn whether" ..... subject to bias. 
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The Record-Card Sample 
The metbod of drawing the nmdom OJ' reeord-eard sample is outlined in the 

Methodology, Collection of Schedules. In Washington, oregon, and southern 
CAlifornia the sample was drawn to inelude every farm in the counties or tpwn
Ihipa surveyed; in central California, one-fourth of the farms; in South Dakota. 
Montana, and ColoJ'8do, aU of the farms; in Kansas and North Dakota, one-half. 
In lome -countiea certain inacceaaible portions known to include very few farms 
were not surveyed. For example, in Riverside County, Calif., only one-third 
of the townships were surveyed; those in the mounte.inous part and in the Coa
chella Valley were omitted. For the six townships studied the average size of 
ffU'Dl W88 100 acree. the average value of farm land and buildings, $24,172; for 
the whole county, eorresponding figures were 134 aeres Bnd $24,340, according 
to the censU8 of agriculture, 1930. Because of the omission of certain townships 
where land was rough or mountainous or Dot intensively cultivated, the average 
aise of farm in the townships 8urveyed is lower than in the entire county. The 
other omiBSion was in Pennington County, S. Dako, where- the western portion 
which lies in the Black Hills was no~ studied. Since there are reIative1y few" 
farm. in this portion of the county, theeample does not seem to have been affected. 

The total number of families of farm operators that were visited is given in 
table 114. This number includes only those on fa.n:ns that satisfied the census 
definition. However, itexeludes any families Jiving on tracts of land large enough 
to be called farms by the census bu' wbich in reality were suburban homes and 
provided DO income from the 88le of farm products. As a consequence of this 
exch18ioD the number of f&willes visitedJ adjusted to tOO-percent coverage, is 
aomewhat smaller than the number of farm operators as given by the census of 
agriculture of 1935. It is impossible, therefore,. to determine whether the field 
.lJIIInto failed to find farms that should have been included in the reoord-eard 
sample. However. the method of BAmpling tended to miDimiae the probability 
of omission of any significant number of farm families. 

With respect to population eharatrteristics the zecord-ea.nl YlDple appears to 
agree reasonably weU with census data.. The perrentage of families in the 
record~d sample that were DOt. white and the percentage of foreign-born may be 
estimated from the classification of the ineligible families by reason of ineligibility. 
Tb ... pereent&oes may be compared with datA for eacb f&nn section obtained 
from the census of families. 1930~ In addition~ the proportion of ODe-person 
families may be oompared with that for a.II I'UJ'a!.-farm families in the StAle or 
States repJ"e8ented (table 113). In such oomparisons~ allowance must be made 
for differences in methods of class.ification of families &nd in definitions followed 
by the ""MUS and by this study. 

For this study, the ineligible ramili_ were classified according to the first 
......,n tor ineligibility that W88 checked on the record card (p. 224). These 
reasons were given in the following oroer: Color, oue-penon family, nativity. 
INlI than 1 year on the farm, operation of farm by a paid manager, broken marit&l 
tiea or other incliftible family compoaition~ less than I year married. The num
her of one--pefl'lOn camm~ therefore, does not include those that were not white; 
tbe Dumber of foreigD·born white families does not include tbose previously elimi
nated because they were ODe--per80D families. Aecordiflltly, these counts would 
no' be expec&e<i to be etrlctly comparable with those shown in the census. Dif
ferences in the definition of one-penroD and foreign-born families and the exclusion 
from the sample of farms with no income from aale of fArm produet8 &leo would 
alfMt comparability of ooun\e." 

Tbe .......... abl. _, or the ~ ""-I on the dato. from the study 
with eena ... f'lPports as shown in ~ble 113 aupp0rt8 the 888Umption that the fa.mi-
liEe from whieh record carda were obtained are flepl"feeD.tative of the ~PUlatiOD 
umpled. Apparently, the nonrepomng families and any others- omItted were 
diBtributed $hroUllb all aoeioeoonomie groups aDd \heir omission does not intro
duce any obeervable hiu in the ...."ple. 

II TM dt"ftnltkul of Clftl'loptttnrrllt funl" UIIPd Is this study IIIdudM the t..nnn lMflI" &lnzwt bnt ucludM 
SMne .-rtnf'm-tp kml.U. _bleb tM omslJ' ClI)tInb u OQe-flN"SOb fsmUio'$ wltfl l~. T~ MQ..ql~ .lfoftrws 
• family u.fnrt<i-rn·ho.>rn iflltt' hfed is fo",icn-born. wtJ~ (or tbfsstudl.:.:::.:z WI!- SIC ~ ifl"itbft' 1M 
bYabaa4 or wtlt \01' La maa. beed _&be ...... bMd ifu... Wtift DO orwlfe) ... f-Oftipi-borD. 
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TABI.m 113.-I'AIlILT DATA :l'ROH SA..Ml"LB COMPAllIlD WITH CBNSUS: p~ of 
J.amiliBB that WeT4110t whm, included only tme per8O'n. or toere Jor~orn, accor~ 
.ng Us ,,,. ..... u"..,. purchaa .. • 'tidy and Us u.. ......... PaciM and P/ai,.. and M ... nlainfarm __ 

Oonsumer purcbues study. 19M CeDm1 of popolatlon. HI30 I 

Region and State 1' ......... :Foreign. Nonwhite l-penon bom Noowblte .. "....,. born faml11es tamlIies fallliUes I families families' -, 
• ..me - -- p""", - - --WnshlngtoD __________________ ... 13.4 36 .• ••• 11.7 ,8.1 Oregon. __________________ ••• _ •• 10.3 17.0 ••• lUi .8.1 California. centraL __________ ... 13.' ...8 ... 13.9 ... OalHomla. soutbem:. _________ ... IO.l! 18.7 13.7 ,"-' .... 

PL.\Dm Alm KOlJNT,lllI' 

North Dakota. ___________ • ___ •• D.' 33.' (') ... .... Kans&.lI ___ •••• ______ • _________ •• .. , ... •• ••• • •• Bontb Dakottl-Moutana-Colo-mdo _________________ • ____ ._ 
•• 13.7 ... , 1.' '1>.4 16.. 

1 FamiUes of 2 or more persons. in wbleh either the bll8band or wife or (If 1:ber6 ware no husband and Wife) 
tlle: male or female head of the household was foreign-born.. 

, Ccnstl3 of Population. 1'930, vol. 6-
I RutaHnrm families In tlle entire State. 
4: Families in whlcll the head of ~e homehold was rotWgn-bom. 
J O.oso petCeDt or less. 

Numerical Relationship Between the Record-Card Sample and the Income 
Sample 

The relationship or ratio between the number of families visited (the record-card 
sample) a.nd the number from which acceptable income schedules were obtained 
(the income sample) depends on the number of families that were foreign-bom or 
that had moved, the number of other ineligible families in the farm section, and 
of nonreporting families among those eligible. It therefore dilI'ered from one 
section to another. 

Since this relationship is affected by population composition and by tenure 
(renters move more often than owners) as weU 88 by techniques of field collection 
and by publio attitudes toward a study of this type, the significance of this ratio 
in 8. given farm. section e&n be understood only when facts are available as to the 
families from which schedules were not obtained. It is essential to know how 
many of such families were nonreporting and how many were ineligible. Sup
plemented by such facts, the ratio is helpful in evaluating the numerical impor
tance of the eligible families in any farm section for the interpretation of facta 
concerning the families studiedt and in the application of such facts to the popu
la.tion of farm operators 88 a whole. 

Number of Nonreporting Familia 

The nonreporting families included two groups: Th_ drawn in the record
card sample from which filled record cards were not; obtained either because the 
persons interviewed were unable 01' unwilling to supply the necessary information, 
or because the family could not be reached· those furnishing suffioient data. to 
till the reoflrd card but not providing the ;\ditionai facts needed for filling the 
family schedule. The tirst of these nonreporting groups included both eligible 
and ineligible families while the second included eligible families only. The 
number of families from which the necessary information for record cards was not 
obtained and the number of eligible f&milies that did not furnish complete family 
achedules are ehowu in table 114 for each farm section. 

Various measures, such as evening calls.-lettersJ and visits by supervisors. were 
used to reduce the number of suoh failures to obtain successful interviews. How .. 
ever, at no time was another family 8ubstituted for the one drawn in t.he aampJa 
Sinee collection pla:ns for nearly every farm &eetiOD included the likelihood of 
visiting every farm, it was not possible to resort to substitution of another lann for 
tbe one where information conld not be obtained. 
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TABL. 114.-suMMARY OJ' SAMPLING: Number oj Jamilie. in reC01'~rd &ampk 
ond RU..w.. of fi/l<d recora oo,a. and fam'ly .cJo.dulu _'""d, Pacifo; and Plai ... 
ana Mountain fMm ,ectiOM, 1856 

P, .. 
...... 0. 

Fand· ~--__ r----------------4----_T----
Roclon and State of 

taml
lJO$ ill 
.... pIe 

II .. 
In-

eluded 
1. 

samplcl 1 

1!-_. Famlllos KivIDr data 1!--< u;:a 1 ___ --. ______ ,-___ 1 ru:+ 
not ln9l!dble EUil:Ible not 

glvlnc All for family t«family gjvLcg 
datal scbedulel schedule daLat 

FsmI
I'" ",v"", 
data 

---1---1---....... -100 
Number 

S,31J 
6,7" ~ 
1.671 
f,2ll 

Number . " 2,.20 

Number Nu~ 
WuhlnrioD. ~. __ •••• __ • ___ •• 127 ... 
O~on ..... _ .. __ .•.•• ~ __ . __ _ 100 .. 

100 

472 1. Q48 
C&1ltornla. oontra.1. ___ • _____ _ 343 

I.'" .. "" CaUfornia. southct'D •• __ • __ ._ 313 1,159 

PL.I.Pi' .... 1) KOlJ'MT"UC 

Nortb Dakota. ____ •••. ___ •.• 
Kanaas_ ._+ •• ____ ••••••••••• _ 

South Dakola-MotI~ol-

t.O 3,182 
~ 1,582 

89 3,073 
11& I,W 

1.7m 1.313 

"" 028 
Ql8do ___ •. ____ +_ •• _____ •• 100 1.874. ... ..... 1,33& I, '298 

t ExcludM fanna DD wblt'll tb4! farm open.tor~. dweJlq W&'!!I not occupk>d. 

207 
:m 

" . 1,105 ... 
1.1108 

1 FamWoe tbat wero unable QtuoW1.1Utq: to I'IV1ldata..s Well as \hose wt could not be CODtacled eva by 
tePMt8d revisits to too home . 

• Fot too Dumber of farnlliee that wen IDeURfbla for &'pf:!Cffted reesGOS eoo tabl& 116 • 
.J Ellalbm foI" fImillJ' ~ule. but were unable or UDvrilling to Itve data, or gaV() data which W~ inc»m

pTote or hlOOnsW.eD~ 

Number 01 Inoligible Families 

Filled record cuds permitted tbe count of ineligible 88 well as of eligible families 
in the reporting group. However, since the eligibility of some of the nonreporting 
families is unknown. the total number of ineligible families in a farm section can 
only be estimated on the basis of the proportion found in the reporting group_ 

Of the families from which record cards were obtained, the following proportion 
In each farm section did not ... tisfy the eligibility requirements for the income 
eohedule: 

Pr:rtfttap of 
farrdUu ittdl9ifM 

Farm section: for ... CO ..... G"."" 
V<ashington___________________________________ 70 Oregon_______________________________________ 57 
CentnU ~ornia_____________________________ 79 
Southern California..._____ _ _ _ _ ______ __ _ ___ ___ ___ 63 
North Dakow,______ _ _ _______ ______ ___ ____ _ ___ _ 57 lCansao_______________________________________ 36 

South Dakota._Montana-Colorado________________ 61 

In an of the farm eee.tiOnB. exeept in Kansas, the ineligible group formed half 
or more of the family popui&tion_ Common observation leads to the conclUBion 
that .ome of these lDeligible familiee-tbe Negro and the other colored races, 
the broken familieo, &nd th_ that have lived on .. farm I ... than a y .............. 
more likely to be in the IoweMnoome balf of the farm community than are the 
eligible farum... V<heth81' the foreign-born group has .... income distribution 
eimilar to or dilferent from that of the native-born depends upon a number of 
fMto" aueh 88 race, period of immigration, and opportunitie! to beeome farm 
owneN. Evidt.'nee indicates that the foreign-born families of North Dakota, 
many of them northern Europeans who eettJed in t.bat area when land was free 
or to be had at low pri .... did nol dur ... ma.rkedly from the native-born group with 
_peet to a_ aloe ot farm or value of fann land and buildings. 

TIM large number of ineligible families in eaeb sectiou, more than any other 
f&ator, must be considered in tiMI use of ihe data from \he income sample.. The 
_JUon of thio limitation of the generality of the sample cannot be too strongly 
emphuiHd. 
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Differences in the proportion of ineligible families in the seven farm sections 
are related largely to differences in the proportion of foreign-born. In the counties 
surveyed in Kansas only 6 percent of the families were foreign-born, compared 
with 36 percent in San Joaquin County. Colif .• and 37 in Whateom County. Wash. 
The proportion of famili ... 1iated as ineligible b .... use they had been on the farm 
less then .. year also varied from place to pl&ce, being related to local situations 
(table 115). 

TABLZ 115-.-IIL1GIBILI'l'Y :roa PAMILT SCBBDULB: Number of familia givi'llf record 
-earth that 1Dt!t'8 6ligible and number that were ineligt,ole for ltpecijial reasons, Pacific 
and Plaim and Mountain farm aectiom, 19!J5-36 

Famines Fam:llies JneUgtb1e (or apecUied teaI01!a , 

For- I"arm Paml- H ... 
On'y .Ign F ..... ....... lieo ..... 

H6Ilon and State oper- without and 
EUd- In· 1 .... • born ..,. .ted both • wire An, 

hie aligi- Color' ron in h.,.. .... ,,, 
h ..... man ... h.o 'am- bond than ...... band . .,. 

II. ., 
ly .... or sal- ond thon wire f "'" wire ' ..... 

PACme Nu ... N_ N ..... N .... Nufft- Num- N .... Nu ... N ... N.".. 

'" '" ... ... ... '" ... ... ... ... Wasb1ngton_. ____________ ..... ..., ~2S7 12 ... 1.'" 473 • , .. 11 OregOD ______ •• ______ ••• _ .. "" 2,420 ~ ... •• ... ... 1,17.5 Tl .,. 
" Califoml&. eentraL •• ____ '."" ... 1,261 .01 223 .,. ... .. .. • G.allrornia, ,southern ______ ..... 1~4.72 .. "" ... .... '" ... ... 10 • • 

I'U.IN8 Am> )(OU}l{'I'AIN 

North DuokL.. ____ ._ ••• __ .3,m 1.813 1,760 • ... 1,014 .,. 18 '86 .. Kansas ____________ •• __ • 1.458 ... "" • "' SO ... • ,., 11 
South Dakota-Montana-Colorado. _. ___ * _____ • __ ~ ... I .... ' .... 10 .., <GO ... .. , .. 10 

I Famnlcs from which data for rooord cuds were obtained. Includes only Chose famllies-operstmg farms 
wbicll satl.sty tho eensua deflnitfon 01 B lamJ.. 

J Each inellgihle lamlly was classified aeoordlng to the flnt reason fer 1nelllibillty thai applIed to the 
faml.ly_ The order shown In this table folktws the order in which the questions mnoeming e1igibUIty were 
asked_ See Methodology for descrtptloD of tbe N&'IOruI rOT Ineligibility. 

J Only wbite famllios werestudled In all ngiona except the Southt'ast; 10 that regton Negro tamruea wen 
atudjed BepSl'&t£oly. 

t lncludea lamilk18 or 2 ot' man penona tn' which either the husband or wile ar (ll Ulere were- DO husband 
aDd wife) Uta maleor Cemale bead of the bouJehold W8! loreigo·bom. 

There is reason to question whether Bome of the families that had moved during 
the year were real farm fa.miliea or families that came from the nearby city to 
fB1'lD8 in order to obtain low rents or for other reasons. This would be especially 
probable in farm aections adjoining cities or industrial villages. The speeial 
study made in Washington of families on the farm less than 1 year indicated tha.t 
about three-fourths of these families did not have any money income from farming 
during the year report;e.d. and, therefore) would not have been included in the 
reoord-ea.rd sample if the det&ile of their incomes had been learned when the card 
was filled (p. 255). The large proportion of Oregon familieo that had moved 
doubtless was related to the proximity of portions of this section to cities. 

Proportion of Eligible Families Fumishin9 Income SchedulH 

'The group of eligible families from which information concemin~ income was 
not obtained consisted of two subgroups: An unknown number of ehgible families 
ine1uded in the total group from which reoord e&1'da were not secured; a known 
number of eligible families tha.t gave reoord carda but were uDable or uDwilling 
to -complete an income schedule. 

If it is assumed that the propoTtion of eligible familiea among those hom which 
no record oard WM obtained was the same 88 among the families furnishing 
record cardB, then the number of eligible families included in the first of the two 
gt'OupsliBted above may be estimated.. The percentages of eligihle families among 
those giving record cards ranged from 21 to 64 in the different sectionll studied. 

Using these figu .... the probable number of eligible familles in the group failing 
to give record cards ~88 computed. This number WAB added to the number shown 
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by record cards to be eligible; the lum provided an indication of the total number 
of eli~ble families in the S8m{'.le and thus made pOl!IBible an estimate of the per
centage of eligible familiea visited that furnished mcome acbedulea., as follows: 

Ettimmfll ptrCftltap 
of tl~b{e ftnnUln 

Farm section: nr,::a!J;d:'-
~~~~-~~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ 
Cent"" Caluornta_______________________________ 79 
Southern Caliiornta______________________________ 75 
North Dakota_____ _ _ __ __ _ _ __ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _____ ___ _ __ _ 82 
l<an ... _________________________________________ 69 

South Dakota-MOiltan .... Colorado__________________ 77 
III the I!Cctiona 'where every farm W88 visited-Washington, Oregon, southern 

California, and South Dakota-Montana~COlorado_these p€l'eentages represent 
utimatf08 of the proportion of all eligible farm families from which income data. 
'were obtained. In central CaliforniA, Norlll Dakota, and Kansas, where fewer 
than 100 percent of the farms were visited, the estimated proportions of all eli
gible families in the farm sections that were included in the income S81Dple beeoma 
20, 41~ and 35 percpnt. respectively. 

Th. Effect of Nanreporting Upon the Character of the Income Sample 

The number of nODl't'porting families was large enough to necessitate the eon· 
sideration of whether the income aample was biBBed because of their omission. 
IpJormation &8 to the aocioeoonomic distribution of such families can be only 
approximate) since little or no data on income could be obtained from them by 
inwrvie .... 

Some cheek on the income distribution of Donreporting families was provided 
by their distribution amon~ the minor civil dh'isions in the county. Such mforma· 
tion 8iv08 " rouitU indlcation of income. 8tatuB~ since farm inco~ tends to vary 
amOOR small civil divi8lons aoool'ding to differenooa in 80il and topography. The 
distribution of the nonreporting families bv minor dvil divisions was similar to 
that of families giving income schedules. This comparison provides only an indi
cation tha.t nonreporting farnilie8 did not diller from those reporting with respee' 
to income. Supportintl: evidence is furnished also by certain compariaona with the 
census of 1935 (covering the year 1934) given on page 257~ 

Incom .. of Elisible Farm Famili .. (omportd' with Incom .. of all Falll!-
operaton' Familia . 

In order to obtain information oonoeming the probable income distribution ~of 
aU farm--operatora' familiN, a special study waa made of the ineligibles in Washing. 
ton and southern California. All ineligible families drawn in one random sample, 
one-fourtb of the total, were uked to give inoome data for the family schedule. 
Sucb schedules were obtained from 252 ineligible families in the aouthem Cali
fornia acc-tion and 320, in \\~hataom County. \\~aeh. T~ families. like the 
elil!lible familiell, lived on farma as defined by the cen8U8 and had some inoome 
from the sale of farm produeta during the year. Since the- .eentral purpoae of 
the consumer purcha.sea project waa the study of families meeting the eiigibmty 
requirements, an extensive aurvey of those excluded was not attempteQ and the 
Cl.)Uection of data eonoerning them waa limited to these two farm sections. 

Incomes of In.ligible Families 

The ineilgibte Donrtili~ famili88 were oonaiderably below the eligible in gel1e1'1l1 
in~me IN'el in botb eouthern C.alitomia and Washington. More ,han. th~- . 
fifths of tht- ineligibles had inoomee leas than the median income of the eligible 
lI'Oup (table 116). The median inoome of the ineligible Donrelief fann ramil~ 
-.s 1875 in \\~hatoom Coun'v~ Wash., ud $1,100 in southern California, while 
'he ltK'dian iUt'lomea of the e)igible nOQ~lief familiee in t.heae .... 0 I!Iectiona were 
'1.1~1l and $1,534, rHpeeth-~Jy_ Thu •• the median ilJeo_ of Inelig;ble nonrelief 
f .... iliH w&s approxima~y $300 to $400 below ,he median inoo_ of \be eli@:ible. 

.'11 __ 11 
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TABLZ 116~-cOMPOSITION 01' INELIGIBLB FAMILIES: Num'berand pucemage dis
tribution oj families. number of one-peraon fama1"~ and number of /amilu3 01 
ttDQ or mor& perlOnB -including and not including a huaband and 1IJiJe, by relit! 
.tatua and income, Washington. and 80Ulhern California/arm stdicm8, 1986-56 

Wuhin&Wn BouUlern California 

FamUlesof2 FamiHe!I of2 
or DlOl'fI persons or more persons 

Relief statns and ramily- Fami- FamI· 
income class (dollars) An nos Includ· Not .\11 U" Iuc1ud- Not 

families: 011 Jngs includ· famliles oil i". a lnclud-
pe- l ... a .. """ Inga 
only h.," b .... only hus- b.,.. bond band 

and .... and b_ 
wife and wite .nd 

wifa ",lJe 

Num-I p"-
- ---

N .... p". N."," It.'um- N_ Hum- Num- N_ .... 'l;: I ...... .... .... .... ",,' .... "" .... A.ll :fam.i1les.. ________________ .,. 2,S M m 
I~ " .6. 50 

= = = = ReUeI tamiUes __ • _______ 30 • , 2Ii • • 2 , 3 2 N onnillef fam.illes. _____ 
"'" OJ (7 '93 50 ... .. .. ISS .. 

Net lossa. _________ • , 1 • • ---;;- • • • -. Net incomes. ______ ,.. 1M) .. '00 .. 23 • .. :r. , .. .. 
0-499. __________ ---.. ,. 20 27 7 .. " 11 .. • ,500-iHKt ________ J62 "" 14 .. 20 .. '" 7 '" 7 1,000-1,499 ______ M •• 2 41 I • .. •• S 31 • I,MO-l,m. ~ •••• 27 • • 22 • 30 .2 2 ,. • :2.QOO-2,IKIIL. ___ .. 7 • .. • " '3 7 18 • 3,000 or o\"er ••• _j T • • • "I 

,. II S .6 • 
When the ineligible families were classified according to eomp08ition~ that is. 

as one-person famili&l and as families of two or more persons, with and without 
husband and wife~ the percentage distributions of these three groups by relief 
statUB and income were found to diJf'er materially. For e::tample. in Washington 
94 percent of the one-person nonrelief families had incomes below $1,000 while 
only 51 percent of the ineligible families that inoluded both a husband and wife 
were at this ineome level. 

The median incomes of ineligible nonrelief families. classed as nonwhite. one
person. foreign-born, families of farm DtaDagers. and families of two or more 
without both husband and wife were also found to be decidedly dUferent, &8 the 
following figures show: 

Groups of ineligible nonrelief families: WfJ.hi~. Nonwhite families ___________________________ _ 
One-person families _______________________ $419 
Foreign-born families ____________________ 985. 
Families of farm managers ____________________ _ 
Native-white families of 2 or more persons 

without husband and wire ___________ • __ 896 

~outAl'Ml 
{UfiJorn14 

$708 
958 

1,125 
I. 192 

1,250 

The median income of the foreign-born and that of the native-white broken 
families differed less from the median of 'he eligible families th&D did the median 
inoome of one-person or of nonwhite.j8.lllilies. In '\\~ashilA((ton 44 percent of the 
foreign-born families had incomes of £1,000 or more, compared l\·ith 53 percent 
of the eligible families studied (table 117). 

The ineligible families were more dependent upon the farms as a source of 
income than were the eligible; in Washington. money income from nonfArDl 
sources was reoeived by 50 percent of the former and by 65 percent of the latter. 
The oorresponding percentages for southern California were 48 and 70. These 
differences are due in part to different proportions of families having money 
earnings-from nonfarm employment; nonfarm money income other than earnings 
was of little.coDsequence to the majority. III Washington 27 percent of the noo.
relief farm operators among ineligible families and 37 percent among the eligible 
had had aome-enployment olf the farm during the year. In southern California. 
the.., l"'rcentageB were 21 and 42. 
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TABLE 117.-REA80N J'OR INELIGIBILITY, BY INC01UC; Number of familie8 ineligible 
Jor ~cified TtGSDna,' by relief a~atua tlnd inco~ Waahingt<m and 80uthern C(dj... 
lomUl/orm UclUmB, 19S6-86 

W&.~blngttln tamDies In- j BouthdnJ CaUfomia farnOm lnellgIble for 
ellgtblelor spectlled l'tI8SODI! f !lpecined re&SOn.S I 

I 
F .... Fum Frunl· ' FeInt-

I Only ~hm- 0""'" "'" I Only 
F .... Farm F1U'IIlilies 

ReHer statu! and ftunllY-ln- 11 per- 00" with- ."". oper- with-
acme class (dollars) son in b .... .tOO out Cows l~ ""'" 

0 ..... · Iltffl • out 
llamily band "'~ oot. I",n b .... 8ll'd tor ~ both tlmn (amlly ,,,' 
I or I ,..,., a.bw- band than wap 'a bus-

wife I band lor or band 

! 
and wife 1 1,...,. 

~alatY and 
w,'" wife 

--- --1 _____ 

IN: N ... · .v.m·I ........ .. "\{U""" N.m·IN .... Nu ... !N· ... INu ... 
'" "" "" "" btr w lin' 1m" kr 

All ranillk"S ... _ .. --- . --I .. 2'.Z1 1& Sf 1. 401 Hi' S 3tJ: 33 -= ==1= = I' 21 ) =- 01 1 Rel~ffamllit>$. -- ___ I 1 21 "- :) 1 
Non:t'lh:lf ramUias. ----~ ~ 12 31 lr 39 117 1 ' 36; n -------- -- --,---------

Net lM!le!l ... _ --- __ 1 
3 t 0 I .() 1 • 61 1 01 • 

~el in('!.>DlI)s. _.- -.- " l~ 12 31 ,. se 111
1

336 28 
- ----- ---.0--;-1-0 '-01-' .,.. .. . ... I .. '" _I 7 • 500--119[L. ••• _ _.. 14 74. 31 11 • 1 24 1, S " 

1,nOO-l.nJ9:. ___ ... _! i In 3 9 , 5 l\l 0\ 18, 3 
I.Yf}--V.lu9-___ --- 21 J 2 , :2 Hi 0 g: i 3; 
2,OOl-Z.YW .. _ --·1 0 21 1 I 0 1 ; I "I I, 'I • S,OOOoru\:er •. -I 0 • 0 , 1 16 _ ' , o. • 

I 'F."...-b ftl.mOy tn ttl .. Sfl'l'{'lal study or ilwllllhk fIImlllos WM class.Iftod tct"Ordiog to tM tlnt rea..-.oo for in· 
oNbrlblllty \b.~t 61,pth'd to (hi' tamfiy. Tlw ordr.!' ahown in Ihb tabl ... and In r-able 1l~ (oJJows tbo order in 
which ttl(' tlU",slioolf (toilOt'loin;: cllglbllity wen.' a<,ked. See Mettwdology for desuilJljo-u of the teil50nafor 
IDt'!h::ihih: y. 

t In addition. t ",II~' family was Ifte-l~lbl(' bl-MU5!I of color, Toore' Wt'A' no (smiliE'S in the sample that 
In'n' in __ l\Jihh, I~,LW Uw farm wu Opm8ted for» w&fEI or salary or becnU!k' tbt> busOOod and wi~ lmd beoD 
marrit'J. U::<l- thau ! }·l':tr. 

, lndkM<:<;< f!lnUl1l'1 Ilf ltlf' mo1'" {M'ntlM in wblcb ~itbtlr the- bmband or wife or (i.f theze we're no husband 
or ",Ite') thto malt> cr tl'Dl1\k> bt'sd of Ibe hou!lehuM was forel~n·b<>rn . 

• 10 ll<1ttitll)n, I n(lm"lk.'fWully,ineowt>c~IO--S41JU. W1il!!int'~bJe~usetbehust;l\ndtU1d wtteblld beeD 
marrh. .• d les$ thnn 1 )''''''. 

"Duly whitt' f-1D)Ui~ we", studied In all rorlQns except the Southeft!t; in that nlgion Xegro families were 
'5tudtl-..j !lepanuei)', 

The proportion of families owning t,hcir farms WBB somewhat smaller among the 
iueii~jhle group than among the eligihlel 86 percent 8S compared witb 92. in the 
W8.tIhington sample. In southern California the pe~ntsg(>8 )\'ere 74 and 95. 
n>f'llCctivt..~ly. Th~ aVe1&gt'- size of farm for the two groups did not differ greatly 
within the same income class. 

This kltudy of ineligible ramilies shows, therefore, that the !!Iigibility require
ments which "·t.~re based principally on race) nath·ity. family composition, and 
p..·rind of r'Csidence on the larD} had the effect 01 eliminating from the study many 
famili('s with low incomes, a considcrnhle number of which bad no other source 
of iUCi.ome than the f&.rID. Tbe (!liftible families bad a higher mediaD income tban 
did famIlies of all operators in the farm population; a gTeater portion of them had 
nonfarm in('ome and a. great proportion owned the {srruB they operated. 

Incomes of Nonfarm Families LivinS on Farms 

Famili('1l that Ih'cd on so·called fanns (tracts of land meeting the eensus dt'fi.ni
tit\o) but hnd no Rf'086 income from sale of ft5rm produ('ts weTe Il'tlpposedJy ex
eluded (n ... m Uit" f't~t'Ord·C'aro sa.mpie as being 8uburban nClnfarm families lp. 249). 
Ht.lwlwer. t.hf. fact that thEo-re was no 8ul"h income 6t.\lUetimes WlUI not aSCertained 
until the field aflt"llt bt·!«W to fill the income schedule. Sillt"e" there was no specific 
qtlt'!lttt.u on the rt'{'(}ro ('ard in ~tr:&rd tt' f.um iuoome eXct"pt Olle re-Iat.ing to farms 
",.ntainmt( (""'{'r than 3. acrt"lS. A('('ordiug-iy. the (O'nup of families shown by the 
h:'{'()rtt card to be iUt.-'H~ible and nllt ask'£"d to furni:."h iaoome sl'heduit's cuntained 
80nte of lht>-se suburban nonfarm familiett. 

A (I.~i study iu ronnf"~tion l\'itb. the aamr.1e of in('Hgible familit"8 from which 
itH-"Onlf> ~Cht-dltl~ ""E'ft" obtained indit.'atE>s \.at such f:uburban familiE'8) inad
~'erkutly in~lud('d in the Ferord-ear<i SMUple t were oODCl"otratt.·d largely in the 



2-56 MISC. PUBLICATION 356, U. S. DEPT. OF AGBIOULT'URB 

group that bad lived on the farm Iess than a year. Inoome sehedules were 
obtained from 43 famili ... in W .. bington that had lived on their farms I ... than a 
year and also had no gross income from sa1e of farm producte. They I therefore 
should not have been classed as fann fa.milies in this study and should h&ve ~ 
excluded from the recol'd-card sample. Other data from these families BUppurt 
the assumption that they were properly classed as suburban nonfarm. families, 
at least for the year in question. The average Bize of farm WB8 mueb smaller 
than that of families included in the aample~ 19 acres 88 contrasted with 47 acres. 
The average value of land and bUildings also was mueh less. The operators had 
nonfarm employment for an average of 8 months, indicating considerable reliance 
on earnings &8 a source of family 8UppOrt. 

Some families that had lived on farms a year or longer also were excluded from 
the recon::l-card 8Dd income samples when their schedules showed no gross income 
from sale of farm products. Nearly all of them had one or more members working 
oft' the farm for an average of about 7 Dlontbs during the year. The proportion of 
tenants was greater than among the eligible group. 

Since these suburban families had no gross income from sale of farm products, 
their inclusion in B sample of bona fide farm families would have tended to lower 
the median income from farming. Their nonfarm earnings apparently were not 
sufficient to place many in the upper-income levels, since the median incomes of 
the two groups of Donrelief suburban families, those that had been on the farm 
less tban B year and those excluded only because of their nODlann cbaracter, were 
$875 and $633, or approxima.tely the ss.me os for the ineligibles. The elfect of 
the exclusion of suburban nonfarm families, therefore, is to increase the proportion 
of low-income families outside the sample, andJ therefore~ to increase the dif
ference between the median income of the eligible group and that of all families 
classed by the census as living on operated farms. 

There is no doubt, too, that the exclusion of these suburban families from the 
record-card samples of farm families served to make thi8 sample (when a 100-
percent coverage was made) sm.aller than the Dumber of operated farms reported 
by the census. It also tended to make difficult the comparison of findings from 
this study with findings from studies that classed such families with those of other 
fa.rm operators. 

Estimated Median Income of All Form.operators' Families (pacific Resion) 

In order to estimate the income distribution of families of all farm operators in 
the sections studied, income distributions of eligible and ineligible familiES were 
combined. In making the combination for San Joaquin County, Calif., where no 
data were obtained concerning the incomes of the ineligible families, it was assumed 
that they would be distributed as to income status in a manner similar to the 
distribution of ineligible farm. families in Orange and Riverside Counties, Calif. 
For the Oregon"section, it was assumed that the distribution of inelilrible families 
was similar to that found in the special Washington study. While thee assump
tions may not be entirely valid. there ean be little doubt but that the ineligible 
groups in the dIfferent farm sections were more similar in income status than T/ere 
the eligible and ineligible groups in the same section. Because of the difference 
in conditions between the Pacific cosst and the Plains and Mountain area, no 
estimate was made of the median income of all farm families in the latter region. 

Before combining the two grouPSt the eligible and the ineligible. the count of 
ineligible families in the reeord-cara. sample W88 adjusted to eliminate the sub
urban nonfarm families included therein because of lack of information as to their 
source of income. First. the proportion of ineligible families in each subgroup 
(nonwhite, one-person, forejgn-born~ etc.) was estimat.ed from table 115. It then 
was assumed that three-quarters of the fammes ineligible because the farm had 
been operated less than 1 year had no income from sale of farm products and thUIJ 
should be excluded as not bona fide farm families~ On this basis (i. e.~ excluding 
the nonfarm families) the proportion of eligible families in the record-card sample 
waB estimated to be 88 follows: 

B#fJMtlld~ 
Farm section: 01_1-

VV .. bington. __ ,._ •• _._._._._ •••••••• __ ._ ••• ___ ••• 33 
Oregon •••••• _ •••• __ •• __ •• _ •• __ • __ •• _ •• ___ ••• _._. 51 
Central California ____ •• _._ ••• _ ••• _. ____ • __ •• __ ._. 24 
Southern California _______________________________ 41 
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Tho median inoome or all nonreUef farm families (both those eligible and tbooo 
ineligible for the study) in each section WB8 then estimated, using the adjusted 
figure for the proportion of eligible familiea in the total number of nOJlrelief 
famili .. or farm operators. 

E1Umsttd m~ In· 
ctlml!. aU rwIDdle! 
fGmfllu of farm. 

Farm section: ormoior. VVasbington___________________________________ $970 Oregon _______________________________________ 1.030 
()on~California _____________________________ 1,110 
Soutbern CaIlfornia. ___________________________ 1,240 

To estimate the median income of the families of all fal'm operators in each 
section (the eligible and ineligible, relief a.nd nonrelief combined) it was assumed 
that the percentage of relief families was the same among the ineligible as among 
the eligible. On this basis the following estimates were obtained ~ 

EatlfIHIltd mediaD huome. eU 
form-opDYJtor.' [cmUiu. 

Farm scotion: "';'1 end rumrdi" VVashington___________________________________ $830 Oregon_______________________________________ 960 
Central California _____________________________ 1,120 
Southern California ____________________________ 1,200 

These efltimated medians are an indication of the extent to which the general 
lncome level of the group inoluded in the study exceeded tha.t of all farm-operators' 
families (the eiigible and ineligible groups combined). For example, the differ
ence in media.n income between the- eligible families and the entire ~oup defined 
q, familtes of farm operaton W88 $259 in central California, $276 in southern 
C&lifornia, $209 in Washington, and $165 in Oregon. 

Additional Evidence as to Income levels 01 Eligible and Ineligible Famili ... 

Furthe1' evidence as to the differences between families in the income sample 
and those of aU farm operators is provided by comparisons of certain data from 
the cotl8umer purcbases study with those from tile Deneus of agriculture of 1935. 
The MlUne general order of difference between the two population fUoUPS as indi
cated by comparison of median jnoome figures is also shO\vn when the two groupe 
arc oompared 1\ith l'efilpeot to the average size of farm, the value of farm land and 
buildinftS, the peroentage of owner-operated farms, and the percentage of farm 
operators having nonfarm emplovment (table -118). The larger farms of the 
eligible group, the {lreRt.er value of land and buildings, and the hi;llher proportion 
of owners in most of the &aotions are all consonant with the bif,ther income of these 
families. That the eercentage of ope-ratol'S having nonfarm employment was 
hi,'ber among the eligible than the inpJigible group in some sections may be related 
to family compo,!lition, color, and nativity rather than income.. Families of wid
ows, on~perooll familieP. in whioh there was no one to carry re,."ponsibility for farm 
operation while the operator earned off the farm, and foreign-born, nonwhite 
families might be expected to have relatively low nonfarm etmlings~ 

In the 80uthern California aeotion the- average size of farm. operated by the 
elitdble families waa smaller than that reported by the eensU8 instead of larger. 
u- might be expected on the ba.aia of the exclusion of low-income ineligibles. This 
difference is not, therefore, to be explained by the difference in the population 
ltf'Oupe ta whleb the aver~ apply. The distribution by &ire of fanna in this 
section la BUch that the omission of some large farms from the sample because of 
the omL'Ullion of oe-rtain townships in Ri.verside County could IWUlt m a relatively 
lafJte ditference in the Ilve.ratle aile. Aooording to the eensus of apiculture 01 
1936, 71 peroont or the farm. in Oranjle County and 54 pereent of those in River
aide County C(>ntained t~wer than 20 acres. Farms of 40 acres or more represented 
10 pE'roont; of the total number in ~ County and 25 percent in Rh·erside. 
The diatribution of farms included in t.he u.:mple (table 3) agrees "'ell with the 
O&IU"" distribution for Orange County~ Of the farms 8Ul'Ve~,ed 67 pereent had 
fe,,"er than ao acres. and 11 ~nt had. 50 01' mote. 

The n\ooian &i.e of farms included in the sample, 16 aerea •• ~ with the 1035 
GenIUS mNiian of IS acres for Ora~ County and is som.ewhat smaller than 1.h& 
median of 19..,reo for Riverside County. It thua ap_rs that the dilfenmoo in 
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the averages is due to an underrepresentation in the B&Dlple of the relatively 
few fanns of large acreage in this area.. Figures for size of farm by township are 
not svsilable but data as to size of farm by type frolIl the 1930 census indicate 
that Ii larger proportion of fruit farms than of all farms in this area had fewer 
than 50 acres. 

TABLE: 118.-FARM DATA FROM SAMPLE COMPARED WITH CENSU$: Aver.age numbM' 
of "",eo in operated farm., averago val ... of farm land and buildi"IP, percen/<Jge of 
fa,..,." _-operated, and p8Tcen/<Jge of farm operato", having rumfarm .... ploy
"""1, according to the coneumer purchaua study and w lhe census.' Padjic and 
Plaim and 11<fountain farm sections 

Av~valueor 
Pm.'!6Dtsge 01 Pert'-entap of 

A v&'8oge area in farm land and farms operated farm operators 
operated farms buildings by lull or having nonfarm 

Region and State 
part owners employment 

Con· Con,os Con· C ...... Con· e.""" Con· CeIlS~ sum", 
of~. .... '" 01 Ag- ........ of .,~- "''''''' 01 Ai"-

~W". ~W". .c:;. .c:;. .S-.... ti • . """ ncuJ· rtcn]· ticul· 
study t "". , study S turn· study I 

_. 
study l ....... 

(1) (2) (3) (') (5) (0) m (S) (9) 

------
},Acne 

AQ .. A,," DoUar. Doll"" P ...... p",,", h-uot --Washington. ___________ .• _._ .. .. 5.091 .... 7 ., 
'" " .. 

~n ______________________ 
100 SO ..... 6,761 .. 78 " 37 C aU!ornla. centT'aL __________ 167 11, 14, ZI3 15,214 S5 " " .. 

CaUfarnI&. southern •• _______ 

" • 7 21.887 21,430 .. .. '" .. 
l'LUN8 1t.1oiD xomo:UIN 

North Dakota _______________ . " ... Il,I9'3 11,D " " 2l> .. Kansas. _______ . _____________ 58' ... 15,400 ".3lI3 .. 50 " .. 
South Dakota-Aofontana-cw.-orado ___________________ •• _ 

78' 7Tf ? ... <,m ,. 12 :IS .. 
I Where t!Je study co\'et'oo more than 1 connty. tbe oottsW data for the several ooanlles were combined. 

Por $Outhern CRlIfOl'n\a, the ilRUrns for Riverside. (J{)unty were divided by 2 before eombini~ with tbOM 
for OmORa C-ounty. bE!<'ause approximately hair of the. farms in Riverside County were included In the 
townshipl'l5!'lected for study. A.ll OOIl!US data exeept those in coIumu 9 ntpresent rull owners, pert OWllft8~ 
and tenants. Calumn 9 iucludes, in addition, (arm manGier&. 

t E1i!dble ri!1icl and nonre1fer famiUes.l935-36. 
1 Ce.nstl.'i of Ameultu"" 1936, vol. 1. 
f {4nsus of .\glicnIture, lQ36, Part-tIme Farming in the United S~. 

It seems reasonable to 38Sl.I.me, thereforf', that the underrepresentation of large 
fanns is part·]y a consequence of the inclusion in the townships surveyed in River
side County of an undue share of the county's small fruit farrruJ and the exclu8ion 
of larger fa.nns located in the townships that "'ere not studied. The underrepre
&entation of such large fannB does not affect other comparisons because their 
Dumber is small, and in average value and income they deviate less from the 
.ve-rage of th~ smaller fanne than they do in size. 

In North Dakota the proportion of families owning and the average value of 
land and buildings for the eligible families in the study is lower than that reported 
in the 1935 census of 8f{fieulture. This may be in part accounted for by the 
composition of the large foreign-born group. Many of these foreign-ooTn families 
were northern Europeans who had come to North Dakota in the latter part of 
the nineteenth century and acquired farms. They tended to be similar to the 
Dath'e-born fsmilics with respect to farm ownership, income levels. and consump
tion pattern!t. Since they constituted more than one-hall of the ineligible fami
lies, the exclusion of that group did not eliminate so large a proportion of low
income fami1ies M in some other 8ections. 

When the eli~ible famines were combined wit.h the ineli:ltible and facts 
concerning this larger group were compared with cellBUB data, a.greement 
WAS closer t.han when the comparison was based upon eligible families only. Thus, 
in Washington the resulting estimates for the eligible and inelitlrible families were: 
Aver~ ae·res, 42; average value, 84,618: and per~ntage of owner-operated fam,s, 
86--compared with ceusus figures of 42 acres, $4,647, and 83 percent of own .... 
operated farms. It is reasonable to eonclude, therefore, that the differenoee 
between censUi\ da.ta and those from the study are am.aIl enough in every case to 
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he explained by the differences in populations represented and in periods reported. 
The reasonable correspondence between census averages and those from the study 
support the 8Stmmption previously made, that the nonreporting families were not 
concentrated in any income group and their omission did not bias the income 
sample. 

Other Considerations in Appraising the Somple 

In order to obtain any numerical indication of the limitations imposed on 
generaii&ation by the selection of communities or by differences in the report year 
chosen by familieEl) or to estimate the extent of bias due to any consistent failures 
of families to report on certain items of inoome~ comparisons 'with other sources 
of informat.ion are necessary. Such comparisons are not attempted here. A few 
considerations with respect to these points &re, however. worth noting. 

Representative Character of the Farm Sections Chosen 

The farm "ections included in the sample were chosen to be representative of 
specific types of farming important in the Nation's business of agriculture. In 
tl1e counties chosen. conditions were sufficiently favorable to & pa.rticular type of 
farming tha.t considerable specialization occurred. The implieation in this method 
of 6elcoction is that the areas included in the sample were 8uperior to many others 
In the Stat.e or J'E'gion, from the st,andpoint of agrioultural production. For ex .. 
Atnple, the section in Riverside and Or8ntoo Counties, chosen 08 representing 
specialization in citrus fruit, is well adapted to the production of those products, 
and, 88 a com~equen{!e, in 1930 the average value of products sold, traded. or used 
per farm family was $5,Q63-higher than the State average of $4,84L (See ]930 
('emltls of ARriculture, vol. S.) In the Washington and the Ore.goll sections, where 
t1'tf.re WE're more dairy, poultry, and ~neral farms, the aver~ values of products 
sold. traded, or used ",'ere below the State averages. though they exceeded aver-
31l:<'S for aome oounties. (See p. 89 for a disCUSSIon of the sections chosen in the 
Plains and Mount.aill region With respeot to this point.) 

BecauRe of this basis of selection. the farm counties studied cannot be said to 
l'(oproet'nt a State or a ~graphic region. They represent type-of-farming areas, 
which in Borne CMes are relatively small in extent. If the data from a sample are 
used to depict a State or area., the extent to which the sections studied match the 
pertinent chaf8ctedstios of that State or area. must be taken into consideration. 

The Movable Report Year 

Anotlwr faet-or to ~ t'onsidt'l'f'd is the movable report year, Depending on the 
date of intervl(>w and on the farnily~s ability to supply more A(!t'urate information 
for one 12-month pf'riod than foT' anoth~r. the report. yt'Ar ended on the last day of 
one of the ca.1(,lldar months between December 31, ]935, and Deet>mber 31. 1936. 
Thus the data for the sample do not represent a fi:ted 12-month period (table] 19). 
Th~ ('ftlc-ndar H'tit" ~Ilded Decpmber 31, 1935, was chosen for reporting by almost 

th1'et'-fourthR of the families in WMhinl{ton t central Ca.lifornia, and 8()utbern 
C&lifornin. The remAining families ~a\'e the mformation for years that included 
1 or more months of 1936. C-onSt'qu(>ntly the data for these three Bections are 
more n'presentativt'o ilf )935 than of )936. In Oregon~ ho'\\"evt>t', the data cover 
• Blore e\'en t.ime dist.ribution throughout the 2-year lWriod of 1935-36. Only 
ahout one-fifth of the schooul(>S rolle-etM in Orel{on were for the calendar ~ar-
1935; one-half ooycl'f'd yeats that ellde-d in the spring of 1936 sometime between 
the end of MaJ'('h and May. and the remainder ooven:-d a ~·ear's period that ended 
in t,hfi"' sununf't or fall of 193ft In the Pl&ina and Mountain sections, almost all 
(92 pf'roont or more) of the schedules related to verioda ended between December 
3t. 1935, and May 31, 1936. 

In tht' Rf>Ctiotllll where $:001& of the IK'hedules covered one Cl'Op :t.~!, a.nd some 
the rm('(!~tUnJt ou{'>. the int'Olru} distributions of the familit'8 in the two time groups 
Dl~ht differ to the oxtt'nt that any ohange a.fhocting the incomes of aU families 
bad takt"n plaee. "·~ro the &CheduJes equally divi<kd between the earlier and 
the lawr Pf'riods. the data could be a<'repted as an &VElI"8!l8 fOT the two. However. 
t,he mAjorit;.- of t.he 6t!hedul("8 ft'iate w report years ended between ~ber 31, 
1935. and May 31. 1-036. Plftriode covering the Bummer and fall of ]935 therefore 
h.,'t' the great.eet. influence in ~ sample. 
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TABLI! 119.-allPOl!!r YJlAB: Diotributiml of famil;" by date of end .f report ,,<ar, 
by relief at"' .... PlJeific OM PIM ... aM Mountain farm ...00"" 1985-86 

(White fam01as that inelud& & .husband and wIfe, both natlve-boro] 

All 

Non-I"'''·' 
All NeD- ... 11. All N ..... Relle Al' NOIl- ...... Dale of end of report year lami- relleffaml famJ- "''''' fam!.. 10Jn!. "'Ie, famJ· 'am!. -, '0Jn!. , ... (ami· lIes- lies famJ· .... lies ram> .... , ... 'am!- , ... , ... lies H. , ... 

WASmNGTON OREGON OALIFORNIA~ 
OENTRAL 

CALIFORNIA, 
SOUTHERN 

Na. Na. No. N •. N •. ~ N •. N •. N •• N •. Na. Na. All dates _______________ ._ ... ... '33 11.9<8 1,788 '60 "" ... 12 I, UiU l,nS .. 
Dec. 31,1936 __________ ... 007 TI ... 367 32 212 207 • ... ." r---n Ian. Sl,l93tL _________ 2 • • • • 0 0 0 • , , • Feb.2II,1936. ______ ._. , 1 0 1 1 • • • 1 17 17 • Mar. 31, 193fL __ • _____ • • 1 1<. .28 1> 12 .. • 7 1 • ~ .... 1.,. ......... - • • • 147 13. '7 .. 31 • • • • ay 31,1936. _________ ... '30 27 101 ... .. '" 11 3 101 30 1. Jun&30.1938. _________ • • • IS •• • • 0 • • • • July 31, 1936 __________ 1 • I .. .. • • • • • 2 • Aug. 31, 193fL ________ 17 J3 • .. .. • • 0 • .. " • Sept. 30, U136. ________ a. 1. " , .. 'ao '" 0 • 0 " .. 3 Od. 31. 193(L ________ 10 • • ... 251 I. 0 • 0 10 .. 1 Nov. 80. 1931L _______ • • • • • • • 0 • • '" sa • Dec. SI,lm. _________ 1 0 • I 0 1 • 0 • • • 0 

SOUTH 
NORTH KANSAS DAKOTA~ 

DAKOTA MONTANA.· 
COLORADO 

All date5... ________________ 
U" ... 112 'e" ' ... 07 I .... ... ... ------ .. _--- ------------------Dee. 31, 19M ________ ._ 

'"' ... 181 618 491 31 .,.. ." "'" ------ ----- ------Jan,31,1936 __________ 1 1 0 I 1 • • 0 • ------ ._---- ------Feb. 29. 1936 _______ ~ __ ,. ,. • • • • .. 11 • ------ ._---- ----.-Mar. 31,19.\& _________ .. .. I. ,. 1 • 12 • • ------ ------ ------
~ .... ''''"--........ • • 1 13 ,. I .. .. I. ------ ------ .-.---sy 31, IQ3(L ________ 1. '" • .. .. • ". ... .. ------ ------ --.---,Tune 30, 193CL _____ • __ I 1 • .. IS • as ,. 12 ------ ------ ------July 31, 19M __________ • • • •• • 1 • 0 • ------ ----.- ------Aug. Ill, 1936.. _________ 0 • • 13 13 • 2 • • ------ ------ --.--. Sept. SO, 1006 _________ • 0 • • • • I. ,. • ------ ------ ----.-Oct. 31, 1936. _________ 1 1 • " .. • .. 37 , ------ ------ ------NOv.30,I93IL ________ • • 0 1 1 • • • • :::::r:::: ------Dee. 31,1936 __________ 0 • • • 0 0 • 0 • 

I Includes 1 family tbatdld Dot give the date 01 end ofreport}'$U'. 

Reliability of Famili ... • Statements 

A third consideration is the possibility of biBS of the results because of consistent 
undemtatements or e-:.:aggerations in the data reported. The income schedules 
were checked for consistency and reliability in various ways. For the families 
that also ga.ve expenditure schedules the reporte en income could be cheeked by 
balancing them against expenditures and change§-1n net worth. Where income 
and disbursements did not agree within the limits of error permitted (10 percent). 
f&miliea were revisited irf an effort to obtain additional information as a basis for 
schedule corrections. These corrections followed DO consistent pattern-; under
estimates and overestimates of both income a.nd disbursements were found. 

The income schedules which were not accompanied by expenditure schedu1ee 
had to be accepted without any such rigid check of accuracy. Experienoe ""ilk 
the corrected sohedules, however, furnishes evidence of the likelihood of oom
"ens&ting errors in amounts ot total inoome. Tendencies for exaggeratIons or 
~i88ions in eslimatea of relatively small itemB, such as income from interest on 
iavfngs aeoounte or minor expenditures for items infrequently bougbt, would be 
IUs easily dettloted. Overstatements or omissions of smaU amounts might OOOUf 
oonaistently, even on the balanced achedulea. if they feU within the permitted 
margin of error. Only by comparisons of the aggregates of various inoome and 
expenditure !tema with estima.te. of the same items from other sources will the 
expmt of 8~.C~ disorepaneies, if they exi8t, be determined. 
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Methods of Computation of locome 

The method of computation of farm family income and the degree of exactitude 
to which acoountingrrocedurea are followed in a research project depend upon the 
purpose and scope 0 the study, the time, t>ersonnel. and funds available. and the 
degree of cooperation obtained from the families participating. For example, a 
study of income from farming made by the agrioultural economists of a State 
college with the cooperation of selected farm operators, over a period of a year, 
could be ba3ed upon reoords involving details not obtainable in a field Burvey such 
88 the study of i)onsumer purchases. Account might be taken of depreciation of 
farm equipment, the labor of the farm family, and various other factors in com
puting the returna from the farm enterprise~ 

In thiB study, an effort W88 made to obtain as reliable as possible a picture of the 
total net income for the year, both in cash and in kind. IS Components of gross 
income &B defined for the study represent money or nonmoney receipts from the 
vear's business enterprises. Deductions to obtain net income represent e~endi
iut"eS (purchases for cash or credit) or actual decreases in quantities of crops 
stored for sale (such as bales of cotton or bushels of wheat) or in livestock owned. 
No allowance was made for depreciation of farm machinery and equipment, for 
values of labor of fann fa.mily, or for other aecounting items that do not represent 
money expenditul'E',s, Changes in value of livestock owned or crops stored due 
to changes in market prices were not taken into account. 

Money outlays for repairs or replacements of equipment or other capital goods 
were com.idercd expenditures for farm operation; outlays for new buildings or 
additions to old ones, or for a new type of equipment not previously used in pro
duction were classed as investments in the farm business. 

Expenditures for purchase and operation of an automobile used both for the 
f&rm business and for hou.sehold orrands and family recreation were not taken 
intb I\ooount in obts.ining the net inoome figure used in this report. However, 
the farm share of automobile expenditures was deducted later from gross income 
in computing tho more ex&C:t net income figure obtained by using data. on both 
the income and expenditure-net worth schedules. (See table 111 for the two 
methods of incomo oomputation.) The omission of data. concerning automobile 
oxpenditures from the income schedule was based upon expediency. Since full 
details oonceming purohase and operation of the car were to be obtained on the 
expenditure schedule, it 1\'8.6 considered inexpedient to ask similar questions 
wben tht" income schedule was taken. and risk losing the family's cooperation by 
repf'tition of Questions. 

It is rt"Cognized that the omi88ion of expenditures for business use of the eM' 
from total cxpenditurt's for farm operation serves to field a figure for net farm 
inoome somewhat higher than would have been obtained had it been included. 
However, data. prosented in part 2: of this report) dealing with family expendi
tures. permit an adjustment of the income data by a.nyone interested in thue. 
refining the material. 

The mt'thod of e\'a1uating farm-furnished goods is another factor which may 
affect the comparability of the data from this study and those from other 8Ources. 
The purpose of tht" investigator hu usually determined the procedures used. 
tn 80me studies the value of food furnished the family by the fa.rm has been ob
tained by using TOtaiJ prices; in oth~ prices paid to farmers. In the consumer 
purobases study the prices usoo to value the home-produced food were averages 
of priOO8 paid to neighbors and tended to fall between retail prices and those paid 
to farmt"TS for products sold. The faet that these prices used m detetmining values 
were not uniform within a region must be kept in mind in comparing the sections 
with respoot to income from home-produced food. The prot'cdure followed in 
t.hia study of including in income an estimate of the value of occupancy of the 
fann dw('Uing, f'("J{3rdl('5S of "'hetber the farm \VaS ownt'd or rented, also <lifters 
somewhat from t hat followed in 6ODlt" otht'l'S. 

Since methods of computation of farm income vary and no uniform procedure 
has been adopt('d by research worket'8 in this field. it is e8pE!1ciaUy important that 
Anyone using data from this study in conjunction with data from other sources 
&bowd make him8t'lf familiar with the procedures fonowed in obtaining all the 
faot.,.1 material he u_ ""d the posaible etfeola of dilfenmoeo in definitions, and 
In aampling procedu.reo. 

tt 8M GIO!NfY. lnooma, Farm hmll)' &ad tabhlll tor a deleripUoa of the me\hQd. olcom'PUtaticm or-.a 
ItuIOme. The J.'Q&'I,bUlty ollocludhu .. cross mcmey lDOOlIHI tub reoeind from sUe oJ erops sa.ored frOm 
\M ". ~ or- car UTlS~ pnvtousb' owllt'l4 b diseuaad In thiS aect.lQll of eM alOlll&r'J' aD4 sbouI4 N -. 



Appendix E. Glossary of Terms Used in the Consumer Purchases 
Study" 

As.els and Jiabilitie .. ---see Change in Net Worth. 
Automobile expenditures.-Net purchase price of new or used automobiles 

bought during the report year, expense for maintenance and operation, accessories, 
rentals: fines, automobile insurance, taxes, parking, and garage fees. Proportion 
of expense eharge&ble to business was deducted. See also Travel and Transpor-
tation. . 

Balancing dilrerence.-Amount of discrepancy between money receipts (income 
pIu8 decrease in net worth) and disbul13ements (expenditure plus increase in net 
worth). as reported by the family on the Income and expenditure schedules. If 
the difference between the two amounts exceeded S.49 percent of the larger figure 
for city and village families, or 10.4-9 percent for farm families, the expenditure 
schedule was rejected. The ditrere~ was considered positive when estimAted 
receipte exceeded estimated disburtlements. and negative when the reverse W88' 
found~ In balancing farm schedules the figure for money receipts was adjusted 
for the net change in \l'alue of crops stored and livestock owned, since that value 
was included as an increase or decrease in family assets. 

When an average net balancing difference is shown, it is the algebraic sum of the 
aggregate differences (positive and negative) for 8. group of families, divided by 
the number of families m the group; hence it does Dot indicate the average amount 
of error. 

Boarder-week.-The equivalent of three meals a day per person for 7' days. 
The Dumber of boarder-weeks for each familyi. obtained by dividing by 21 the 
total number of mea1a served to boarders during the year. 

Bonus. Boldiers-.. -Money (cash or bonds) received from payment of the 
soldiers' bonus is considered a decrease in assets and handled in the same way aa 
money received from settlement of an insurance pcilicy, whether or not any of the 
payment was used for family living during the report year. 

Business losse.s.-See Income, City and Village Family: Business Losses. 
Change in net wOI'ih.-{Increase or surplus; decrease or deficit..) Net ehange 

in family assets and liabilities during the report year is obtained as (ollows: Add 
together the items representing an increase in assets and those representing a 
decrease in liabilities, from this total subtract the sum of decrease in assets and 
increase in liabilities. If the former sum is great.er,an jncrea...~ in net worth, or 
surplus, was attained by the family; if the latter sum is greater. a decrease in net 
worth, or deficit, was sustained. For city and village families, only changes in 
assets and li&.bilities resulting from actual money transactions are included; 
appreciation or depreciation in value of assets is excluded. For farm families,. a 
nonmoney item representing the net increase or decrease in vahle of crops stored 
for sale or of livestock owned. is included with bueines8 'investments, in addition 
to the money items. Inheritances or gifts of money not used for current living 
are included in both inere&8e and decrease in assets. and aTe thus exe1uded 
from the net figure for changes in assets and liabilities. The amount of 8uch 
money inheritances or gifts is available from separate tabulations, however. 
The value of gifts of property not sold or converted to m'tley is excluded from aU 
tabulations. 

Intrease in BSBets.-Amount of net increase in money in savings accounts, 
cbecking accounts, or on hand; in investments in busine88, in real estate, 
stocks., bonds, or other property purchased; improvements on owned home 

• or other real estate; insurance premiums paid; .outstanding 10aD& made during 
the year; money received from inheritances, not used for f&lnily living. 

u The OlIJ,~ry Isutanged alphabetically throullbout, eUE'pt for terms ured ttl tbe dlsetRlon oflnft)me. 
Tenns that pertaiu to the Income or elty and vfllaye families BA defined under tbe heAdfnjl: Income, City 
and Village FaIntly; Ulosetbat pertain tor.rm fatnJJy tnt'OlDe Ire denlled under tile bead1D1 LDoome. Farm 
hmU,-. 
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Deerealle in .... ets.-Amount of net deerease in money in bank!! or on hand; 
In-" bulliooss investment due to withdrawal of funds; in reAl estAte, .toek., 
bonds, or other property due to sales; in value of insurance policies due to 
.urrendcr or settlement; in value of soldiers' bonus certificates due to pay
ment of eoldiera' bonusj in value of loans made previou8 to report year due 
to repa.vments. Money inberitances not used tor family living are also in
cluded here as a balance item if the funda were invested and included as an 
increase in a.ssetB. 

Increase in Uabillties.-Amount of increase in mortgages and DOtes due to 
corporations or individuals; increase in billa due, &8 ren~ taxes, charge 
accounts, or installment purohaee& 

Deerease in lIabUitl-es.-Amount paid on principal of mortgages or on 
notes: payment on bills owed at the beginning of report year, as back rents~ 
taxes, charge at-Dounts, or installment purchases. 

Cheek 1151 .. -8 .. Supplementary Schedules. 
Chief oeeupation.-8ee Occupation, Chief. 
Clothing e:r:penditures.-Expenee for purchase, dry cleaning and other up'lteep. 

excluding laundry, of all types of wearing apparel. including uniforms not furnished 
by employer. Expenso incurred during months of membership in economic 
family during the yea.r was recorded for each family member. 

Dell<lt.---See Change in Net Worth. 
Earner~-A peNOn who received money earnings at any· time during the 

report year. In cities and villages, earnerB were cla...~ as prinoipal or-supplementary. 
Earner. principal.-The person in the family whose total earnings were greater 

than those of Any other family m(>mber. If two or more persons had equal earn
ings. the prinCipal earner was the one highest in the following order of family 
members: Husband) wifo. sons and daughters, according to age; others according 
ti) relationship to bus band And wife. If relationship was the sarno, the oldea~ 
pep;on was considered the principal earner. 

Earner. aupplementary.-A fa.milv member who reported some earnings tor 
the yea.t' but who~ ea.rnings were leSs than those of the principal eamer. 

Earning., money.--8ee Income) City and Village Family: Money Earnings, 
Net; ahllo. Inoome, Farm FamilY4 

Earnl.u not attributable to an Indlvldual.-See Income, City and Village 
FamilY': Money Earnings Not Attributable to an Individual. 

Economle famU,..-A group of pe1'8ODS living in the Bame dwelling, "baring a 
oomnlon tahla. pooling incomes, and dependent on family funds for most of their 
support. In addition to such persons living in the home, the economio family 
u here deflned includes BOne and dau~hters who are away from home. yet depend
ent on the fanu'y Inn<>me for aUeest 75 percent of their support. Sons or daughters 
living a.t home who earned but paid nothiDft for room and board, and guests who 
U"od in the household 27 weeks or lonp;er during the year, making no payment 
for room 01' board, were oone.idered family members. Information con-cerning the 
incomo nnd e!\penditures of all such members was required for an ac~pta.b)e 
expenditure 8chedule. 

The ooononlic family does not include related dependents such 88 aged parents 
living apart from the familY; sons in Civilian Conservation Corps; sons and 
daul{htc1"9 who ll&Ve separated their finances from tbose of the parents and are 
living at home 88 roomers or boarders: persons in institutions at no expense to 
the family. See also Y ~Ar--equivatent Person. 

EduC'atron eJ;penditure •• -S~ Fonna! Education Expenditures. 
Eligibility tt'qulrements.-Characteristies which an economic. family must 

ha.ve in order to be included in the study. Chief requirements ror the income 
sample W{'J"(', that the family include a husband and wife who had been married at 
least a Yl'-&r. both "'bite (e:r:ccpt in the Southeast. where a separate Negro sample 
was taken) and native-born. Further .reQuirements were imposed for the ron~ 
sumplion sample. 8f.e Methodology. The Consumption Sample. Eligibility 
R('o(}uiremt"nts. 

Expenditure Mhedule.-S('hMule on which were recorded the amounts spent 
by all fftmily members foJ' different types of goods and services; quantities of 
eertain items purehasN\ and the prices paid; kind of housing facilities in the 
d"'E'llin~ unit: oWllenlhip of automobiles and certain major types of household 
and t'et't'E'ntion&l eQuiptnenti change- in net worth; and other items. E-spenditure 
peht'o:ules WN't'! obtained only from families mt'eting OPrtain eligibility reqllire
mf'nUJ. ~ Methodology, The Consumption Sample, Eligibility Requirements. 

Ibpendltu ..... -Money upendituree incurred for fAmill living, whether or 
not p.ayment bas ~n made. AU Items of esperue were c}assLtied in Ii ezpenditure 
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groups: Food; household operation; housing; furnishings and equipment; cloth
ing; automobile; other travel and transportation; personal care; medical care; 
ftcreationj tobacco; reading; formal educationj giftsf community weHare, ana 
&erected tuesj other items of family expenditure. For definition of items in .. 
muded in each group, see .heedings for specific types of expenditU1'e8,' such ... 
Automobile Expenditures and Clothing Expenditures. 
, Expenditures, otltel" family.-Miscellaneous itema not properly c1888i:fiable in 
any of the 14 other expenditure groups, as interest on debta incurred for family 
living, bank charges, l&wyers1 fees, money lost or stolen, installments paid on 

. repossessed caT or furniture, funeral. expense for members of the economic familYI 
a.nd purchase and upkeep of family cemetery lo~ For city and village families. 
expense incurred for home-produced food is included here also. 

Family.--s .. Ecooomic Family. 
Family Income.--8ee Income, City and Village Family; or Income, Farm 

Family. 
Family oecupation.-8ee Occupational Classification. 

. Family schedule. eity OJ' vilIagea-Bchedule on which were recorded data- on 
family and household composition during the report year; home tenure; interest 
on mortgage on owned home; type of living quarters occupied; money income of all 
family members from earnings or other sources j eetim&ted Donmoney income from 
occupancy of an owned home· value of home-produced food; relief status. 

Family schedule. far;;;:::s.,hedule on which were recorded data on family and 
household composition during the report ye&rj"gros&-'money receipts from fann .. 
ing; farm expenditures; net change in value of crops stored and livestock owned; 
tenure statUI; size and value of operated farm; money income of all family mem .. 
bers from employment not perta.ining to the farm enterpriBe. and money income 
from sources other than earningsj value of products furnished by the farm f~ 
family u .. ; relief statU8. 

Family size.-See Economic Family; and Yea.r-equiva]ent Person. 
Family type.-Based on age and number of year-equivalent famUy members 

other than husband and wife. Each family was classified. as one of nine types, &8 
indicated below. For example. a family containing husband, wifet two children 
under 16, and one penon 16 or -older was designated 88 family type 5. In all 
types ex-cept 1, 2t and 3 there was some flexibility as to number aDd/or age group 
of persons other than husband and wife. The number of different combinationa 
possible is indicated by the number of times the family-type number appears in 
table 120. 

TABLJI 12(}.-Family-lI/Po numb<r. a .. igMd to familia ha"'''II'petijiMI ftumb<r of 
yea,...qui.et.nl poT ..... , otlMr _ """band and "",0, "nd .. 111 y ..... o/ogo and 1. 
OT old".' 

Ntlmw of persons I onder 16)'ears ot ~ 
Persons 11 18 ,aars or age orolder 1---;---.---,---.--.. - .. ,...-..... --

(number) • • • , .. 
mon 1 • I 

---------1----I-- --1--+--+--
NOIIII _______________________ • ____ _ 
1 _________ . ___________ • __________ _ 
lIL _______________________________ _ 

S •••••••••••••• ••••• •• •••••••••••• ,---------------------_._------ --5. __ ._. ______ •• __________ • -- --__ _ 
80r more. __ • ______ •• ___________ _ 

1 • • • • • • 

• • • • , , 
• 

• • • 7 , 
• • 

• • , , 
• • • 

• 1 7 0 , , • • T 0 • • • • 0 • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • 
J Tbl)ramUy-lyp& number ~trn&d: to I) fsmUy ft- tbe number at the eoneartUee or the nrtlcal m1nm1l 

determined by the numbM'of pelSODI UDder 11:1 ill Ute fa.mil7 aud the borlIontaloo1UDlD ~ b7lb1 
oumberofpersons 18 or older. ; 

• Year-equlva)ent pencIlS. 

Because the classification by family type was based on year-equivalent persons. 
families may have included peraon& who were present t.oo short a time to affeo&. 
the family's family-type classificstion. Thu8, families of type 1 may include & 
child or other peraon for fewer than 27 weeks; families of types 2, ~ and 6 may 
include adults, provided they were members for a total of not more than 26 week&. 
However, the earnings of these persons while Camily members were Included .. 
pert of familY f)lods. Sea Ye_uivalen~ Person. 
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Farm.-A plot of land outside tbe boundary limits of .. city or villeo:e, at least 
S acres in size, upon which farming operations s.re conducted. Plots leas than 3 
acres in size were jncluded if the value of products sold or used by the family was 
$250 or mOTe. An exception to this was made in the special study of the Oregon 
part--time farm area where land of less than 3 acres was cla.saed as a farm if the 
value of products sold and uaed by the f&mily was $100 or more. Suburban 
homes which were not farms were excluded by the requirement that Bome gross 
income from the !Sale of farm products must have been received. 

Farm {amily ineome .. -8ee Income, Farm Family. 
Farm expenditures.-8ee Income, Farm Family: Farm Expenditures. 
Farm operator.-A person responsible for the faTm enterprise, either perform

ing the labor himelf or directly 8upervising it. Farm managers and laborers 
were exoluded. Farm operators are classified according to the tenure under wbich 
t.hey operate their farlDB, as fonows! 

Ow-nefa.-Farm operator. who own any part of the land they operate. 
No distinotion is made between full owners and part owners. 

Rentera.-Farm operators who hire all of the land which they operate 
paying a stipulated amount for rent, either in 088h- (oash renters) or produce 
(share renk>rs). 

Sharecroppers in the Southeast region were distinguished from operators in all 
analylSC8 as a separate occupa.tional group. See Sharecropper. 

Farm type.-1'he classification of & farm either according to its predominant 
orop, or as part-time, or self-suffieing. A farm W88 classed AS one of the product 
types listed below when receipts from sales of the products specified plus the value 
of the product paid aa share rent were greater than receipts from sales of any atbel' 
produot and were equal to at lea.st 40 percent of the sum of gross receipts from 
sales, valuo of farm products used by the family, and value of share rent. 

, Wheat..-Wheat~ bu; not buckwhea~ 
Corn or other cash grain.-Corn, oats, barley, rye, emmer, ape-It, buck ... 

wheat" rice. ftaueed, grain sorghums. If not -& wheat farm, wheat ma.y be 
included also. 
Truck~ Potatoes, tomatoes, dry edible bean. and all other vegetableo, 

rhubarb, watermelous, and oantaloups. 
Fruit and nuta.-8mal1 fruita, tree fruits. berries. and nute~ 
Tobaceo.-Tobaceo. 
Col1on.-CottoD and cottonseed. remaining after deductions were made 

to cover the COBt of ginning when such costs were paid with a. part of the crop. 
Datr)'.-Milk. oream, butter, and chee8e. 
Powtr,-4-Eggl, chiekena, turkey~ ducka, geese. equabs, baby chicks, 

and income from poultry breeding. 
Animal _iallr-RanI8 Ilvealock.-Liveatook, .Iaugbtered meat, .."d 

Ih"e8tock produots such as wool and mobair~ Animal specialty and range 
livestock were distinguished by the ratio of the number of Bcrea in pasture 
to the number of ~ in cropa. E~ of the Mississippi a farm was classed 
M Animal -specialty when the ratio wu llWt than 5 acres in pasture to 1 in 
crops; west of the Mississippi, wben t.be ratio was less thlUl 10 aCre8 in 
pasture to 1 in crops. 

Other ,roducl8~-Alfa1fa.. eug&r beets. bopa. foxes, bees, honey, wood. 
aeeds of various kinds, nursery producta, and byproducte.. 

General.-Wnen none of the groups of products listed above provided 40 
percent or more of the total value of prOductl (gross reeeipte from salee, 
value of farm products used by the family, value of ehare ftot). and the farm 
W88 beithu part-time nor aeJJ-euffioiDg. 

If not cl .... iS.ble AI one of the above product types, a farm was cl_ .. 0 ... 

of two ."""ial types: 
Self .... llidnl.-Tbe value of products furnisbed by the farm 8Dd eon

oumed by lb. family during the past 8 yean wae equal to or ...... ler than u.. 
value of produots sold and ueed 88 sbare :rent during that period. For 
metbod 01 &\'aluation, see Income, Farm Family: Farm-furniahed Products.. 
Tbis valuation. tending to be bil[her than the Jump-.sum estimates reported to 
ermau. enumerator&, aeJ'Ved to inereaae the Dumbai' of ee-if..sufticing farms iD: 
~ &reM above that reported by the census. 

P.rt-dme.-A flU'lll whoae operator spent 150 daye or more in nonfarm buRi
n .. and from whi\"h ""' gI"OB8 inoome from u.lN, value of products used by 
the family or paid all abare-l"Pnt 'tVM ft.s than $750. In Oregon? wbere a special 
etudy of part·tiDlt!l fann familes was made. a alightly differen, definition wu 
uBE"d. In that apeoial sample) time 8pl'nt at nonfarm oeeupationa waa nm 
u8t"d as a criterion for deeision as to wMUter- .. fum was ~time. but the 
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value of farm products had to he I ... than $750 and also Ieos than the opera
tors nonfa.rm income (earnings plus other money income, excluding relief)~ 

If the income from sales of each of two products was the same and each 
was 40 percent or more of the value of farm products, the farm was classed 
as of the type more prevalent in the county_ A farm meeting the definition 
of both part...time and self--sufficing was classified as part-time. 

In general, the classifications follow those used in the 1930 census, but 
there are a few differences; -8. g.y potatoes are classed by the census under 
Crop-specia.lty a.nd by this study .under Truck; tobacco is classed under 
Crop-specialty by the census but is a separate type in this study; wheat is 
claased under Cssh-grain by the census, whereas it is a separate type in this 
study; and there are a few other differences of less importance. 

Occasionally a. farm was classed as of a specified type because that was the 
usual type of farming foHowed, even though because of crop failures the sale 
of products during the report year did not justily the classification. How
ever, no account was taken of possible changes due to participation in the 
agricultural adjustment and crop-di versiou programs of the Federal Govern
ment. A. A. A. payments were not allocated by products and consequently 
were not taken account of in determining type of farming. In a few border
line csses the decrease in land used for such crops may have cbanged the type
of-farm classification from wheat, for example, to general or, on the less 
productive farms, to self-sufficing. This may have a.ffected to a BDl&U degree 
the typEH)f-farm distributions. 

Food expenditures..-E.~ense for all food consumed by members of the eco
nomic family at home or away from home (including board at school) and by 
paid help and guests fed by the family. Expense for boarders' food is exeluded. 

Food~ home-produced.--8ee Income, City and Village Family: Home-produced 
Food; also Income. Farm Family: F&rm-furnished Products Used by Family. 

Food check lisl.-See Supplementary Schedules, Food Check List. 
Food .. expenditure uniL-The relative expenditure for food for different in

dividuals based on the expenditure for food for the moderately active adult. All 
average expenditures or values per meal were based OD. the total number of meals 
served in terms of the fooo-expenditure unit. For example. if 730 meals were 
served to & person 18 to 19 years of age. the equivalent rerson meals was 803 
(7aOX1.1). The aeale in table 121 waa used for analysis 0 family food expendi
tures. 

T ABL" 121.-8cale oj ,.lati.e food ezp<ndilu, .. Jor dijJennl indillidutJU 

Relative food· Relative rood~ 
upendlture units upendltura units 

Per&ons 1', ..... 

C"fi ""d ..... Fann City and 
viii ... Farm 

---
'20 yeart OJ' older ___ ~_~ ____ • ____ 

'.0 L' Guests __ ------------_. -------- I .• LO I3-Uli )'SaIS.. _____ • __________ • __ 1.1 Ll PaM bowehold he1p-__________ 1.0 LO 6-12 y~r.!.. ." ____ •••• __________ •• •• Nurse for~l('k ____ 0 __________ ._ •• •• Under 6 years._ • ____ • ___ ••• ____ •• •• Paid farm he1p _______ ••• _._. __ ---------- La Boardersaud. trans18Du-______ 1 .• 1 •• 

FooG I'ecord.-See Supplementary Schedules, Food Record. 
Formal education expenditures.-Fees for school tuition, laboratory, and 

library, for which payment wo.s made during the report year; expense for 8ohoo1 
books and supplies; for special lessons ill music, dancing, Art, sporta-: other e!tpen:se, 
.ueh 88 diploma. lea and supplies for special lessons not classifiable as reereatioll 
expense. Expense for room and board of persons a.ttending school away Crom 
home arc o-l883ed as expense for housing and for food. 

Furnishings and equipment expenditures.-Expc-nse for furnitUre and for 
kitchen, cleaning, snd laundry equipment; ta.bleware) such as glass. china. ~d 
silver; floor coverings; household texti1es, such as linens, bedding, and curtal~; 
miscellaneous items, such as window shades, luggage. lamps, cleaning. repaIrs. 
insurance on furniture. Included in the analysis was a special study of owner
ship and of expense for purchases during the year of the foUowing~ Press~re 
cookeT, refrigerator, washing machine, ironing machine. vacuum cleaner~ sewing 
machjne. 
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Purnl.h1n,. check Uet.-8ee Supplementary SeheduIeo. FurnlshlDga Check 
LIot. 

Gif", eommuni., welfare, and _ed tues.-Contribution. to support of 
periODS not memberi of the economic family; gilts to persons outside the family; 
contributions to community cheat and other welfare agencies; eontributions to 
religioUli organizatioll8j and poll, income, and pe1'8onal·property taxes payable 
during the report year. Does not include the following taxes: Taxes on occupied 
owned homes, which were considered housing expense; real-estate taxes. ot.her 
than on occupied owned homes, which were deducted from. income received; 
automobile taxes which were considered automobile expense; and sales taJ:ee. 
which were included as expense for the commodity on which the tax: was levied. 

Gueat.-PeTSOD not a meml>er of the economic family who has stayed with the 
family one or mOl'e nigh~ making DO payment for rent or food. A guest in the 
household for 27 weeks or longer was classed as 8 family member if data concerning 
hia income and expense during the period could be obtained; jf this could not be 
obtained. the family was not included in the expenditure sample. 

Guest-week.-The equivalent of a guest in the borne for 7 nigll'te. The number 
of such weeks is obwincd by dividing the total number of guest-nights during the 
year by 7. . 

Home-produced food.-Soo Income, City and Village Family: Home-produced 
Food; and Income, .'arm Family: Farm-furnished Products Used by the Family. 
Household~-All pel'8Oll8 who n,,'ed in the family dwelling or had meals there 

dUMllg the year. including in addition to members of the economic family. the fol
lowiug nonfaruily members: Roomers and boarders. tourists, transients, paid help 
(both farm and household help), and guests. 

Household heJp.-Houeehold employees. such .88 cook, general housekeeper, 
laundrcuJ girl who earns (or the children, nurse who cares for a well person, man 
fM'oar& of the yard, etc. Farm help and help employed to cook C3.clusively for 
farm hands were Dot included as household help. 

Housebold operation 4tqtenditures.-Expense (or fuel for heating, cooking. and 
home plant for electricity; for lighting, &nd for refrigeration; for paid household 
help; flfld for &u('h other items as telephoneJ laundry supplies; laundry ~nt out; 
Itntioncry t postage. telegrams, greeting cards, pencils, ~. and ink for bousebola 
use; exprc6&t freight, draY8lle, moving of household goods; water rent; other hous&
hold supplies, such as scouring materials, matches, toilet paper. paper napkins and 
towels, shelf and WAXed paper, clothespins and clotheslines, lawn seeds and plants. 
out flowers, rent of post-otfice bas. 

HoUBin, espenditurea.-Expenae incurred during the year for all bousing, 
including o""ned or rented family bomes, vaeation homes, and Jodging of family 
members while away from home. 

10 cities and villages, expenditures of (amilies renting their homes include total 
rent int.'urred after deduction of rental concessions. plus repairs paid for by the 
family without rcimbuf8eDlent b,," the Isndlord. Expenditures of home owners 
inc~ude Interest on mortgages; refinaneing charges; taxes payable but not back: 
taJ;es; special a.ssesament.a as for !it~ improvements; repairs and replacements; 
ill8uranoe premiums on hODle. Structural additions to the home. improvements 
that wore not just replacomon~ and payments for amo:1.izstioQ of mortgages 
w~re considered an increase in 888e~ not. an expenditUl'6. See lllcomet City and 
Village }'amily: HOusing, Konmoney Income from:. 

For farm fanulies, expenditures for teD~ taxes, and interest on the farm mod
~ arc not included in this category, being handled as farm~business expense. 
See 11lcow.e~ Farm Family: Jo'arm Expenditures. and Occupancy of Farm Dwelling. 

Housln, reeei,ed ... a\1'L-8ee Income, City and Village Family: Housing 
Recc.ivoo as Gift or Pay. 

lMOme. ei17 and "ulAle fami1Ya-Net money income from earnings and from 
other sources, plus Df't uonruoney incomo. Bccam.e the expenditure schedule 
allpplit.'ti additional data for calculating net incomot the income figures bv which 
lacorne a.nd expendit.ure I!Ichedules were classified differed 8lightly. :POI' dis--. 
CUIWOll of this point and fur tabular preaentatioD. of the items included in the 
total family ineome, 6CO Mdhodology. Family Income, and table llO~ 

Mone, iMome. net..--8um of Dot monoy earnings of a.U family members 
&11d llet money income from sources other t.han earnings, minua business 
)0SIS('6 not ~wbe-re deducted . 

.. "Io"~ Nrfti",., nel.-Total amount receh~ from wages. salaries, or 
business earnings after deduction of businees expense. Includes earp-inp 
of individuals; eami~ Dot alIoeat«l to individual family Dlembers; earninga 
from rootnen Aftd boardfta. If & net :to. from & &iven buainetlll was iDeurred 
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by an entrepreneur J the amount was recorded separately 88 a business 1081 
and not deducted from any other earnings he or other memb'ers of bis family 
may have had. All occupational expenses except certain minor ones were 
deducted before this figure was recorded. (See Occupational Expense; and 
Methodology, Family Income.) Business and profe82ional persons generally 
reported net cash received during the year; however, if accounts were kept: 
on an &eCrual basis, the aetua.l net yearly earnings were recorded~ 

Money earning, from rQomera and boardeT&, nst.-Grose earnings from 
room.eN and boarders minus the expense for boarders' food. See Method .. 
ology, table 110. 

Momy earnings not tJUributable to an imliPidual.-Net money earninga 
not attributable to a.ny one family member, 88, for exa.mple, net income 
from the 8&le of home-ba.ked goods in which several family members partie-
ipated. Earnings of an individual were included here only if the earner WAI 
not reported or if they were small, as when two children earned a dollAr 
apiece during the year. Although net income from roomers and boarders 
was not attributed to any ODe family member it is not included he~ being 
reported as a separate item.. 

Money incom€! from other aouraa (other tkan earning8).-Money income 
from sources other than earnings: Interest and dividends; net profits from 
business owned. but not operated. by the family, or from property bought 
and sold during the year (transactions in .tocb, bonds, real estate, by 
persons for whom it is not & regular occupation-see Profits); rents after 
deduction of expenses; pensions, annuiti~ benefits when receipts of such 
funds did not depend on proof of need; money inheritances or gifts in 
cash from persons not family members if the funds were used to meet current 
living expenses; rewards and prizes, alimony, gambling gains. Net losses 
suffered from business during the report year were tabulated separately. 
For this reason the sum of the items listed above is net only in the sense 
that it includes net profits on each item. Receipts from the sale of capital 
assets owned before the beginning of the report year, inheritances not used 
for current 1iving expenses, and payments from the soldiers' bonus, are 
exeJuded aleo. 

Bu.siness losses.-Actual net money losses for the year of a family member 
from operation of any independent business; net losses when expense on 
property waa in excess of income, aa taxes and insurance on empty rental 
pro:rerty; money losses from sale of securities and real -estate bought and 
sol during the repol't year. Deprecia.tion in value of property owned ill 
not included. 

Nonmoney ineome.-Net- nonmoney income from housing. and for village 
(but not for city) families, nonmoney income from home-produced food. 

Houaingt nonmoMJI income jrom.-Net nonmoney income from occupancy 
of owned homes plus nonmoney income from housing received as pay. For 
difl'ereneea betwoen such income for family and for expenditure schedules,. 
see Methodology, Family Income. 

Occupancy of owned homes, net Donmoney income from.-The Det return 
on the home owner's investment received in the form of occupancy of t.he 
home. This return is the difference between the rental value of the owned 
home for the period of occupaucy, as estimated by the family, and the sum 
of the expense for interest on mortgage, and other expenses, such as ta.Ze8, 
insurance, and repairs. See Rental Value of Owned Homes; and Method
olOilY't Family Income. 

Housing received as gift or pay, nonm,oney income Crom.-Estimated on 
ba.aia of monthly rental value snd number of months during which the famit, 
occupied the dwelling without incurring any rent. If & family ~d leal 
eash rent than the stated monthly value, the difference was conSIdered to 
be free rent except when rental concessions had been received. See Method~ 
ology, table no, for different metbods of bandling for income and e.-q>elld
iture analyses. 

Owned vacation home, nonmoney income hom.-Net value of oeeupancy 
of the vacation home was estimated by deducting from the total rental value 
for the period occupied. the maintena.nce eXpell8e for the entire year. 

HOf1"le-prlldlzced food, nonmonB1/ income from..-{For village families only.) 
Value of eggs. milk, meat, and poultry produced and consumed at borne, 
food from home gardens; Sirup, honey; and fisb Qr game killed for food .. 
Values were- bued an current retail prices at local stores. Deduction for 
expense of production was not made, being bandled as. family expense. See: 
EXpenditures, Other Family. 
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Income, rarm r.mitr.-Because the expenditure 8chedule oup{'1ied addi
tional data for calculating net inCOIM, the income figures by which mcome and 
~ditu", achedulea were cluoified diffemd slightly. For discussioD of tbia 
POlOt and for tabular presentatioD of the items included in tot&! family income, 
_ Methodology, Family Income. and table lU. 

An exampJe showing computation of farm iocome Is given below: 1. Farm money income, groM. ____________________________ $3.000 
2. Value of farm-furnished praducto used by family__________ 300 
8. Value of oceup8Ilcy of farm dweUing_____________________ 200 
4. Value of croPI!I stored and livestock owned, net increase____ 0 
G. Value of crops stored .. nd livestock owned net decreaBe..___ -200 
6. Farm income. _ (Bum I, 2, 3, 4 minus 5)______________ 8.300 
7. Farm expenditul"eS_____________________________________ 1,600 
8.. Farm income, net (6 minu8 7)-----------~--------------- 1,.800 
9. Money income from RQurcea other than the operated farm, net_____ ______________ _________________ ____ ____ ____ 200 

10. Tot&! family Inoome (8 plus 9)__________________________ 2.000 
1 t. Money income from fanning, net (1 minu87)_____________ It 600 
12. Money income from all .. u ....... net (11 plus 9)____________ 1,700 
18. Nonmone-y income from farm, net (sum of 2, 3, 4 minus 6).. 300 

FamD1 Income. total.-Net money a.nd nonmoooy income from the farm, 
net money earnings from employment other than operating the fa.rm, &nil 
net money income from. sources other than earnings. 

'arm income, net..-Groea money income from farming minus fann 
expenditures, plus value of houling and farm products used by family, plUl- or 
minus net change in value of crops stored and livestock owned. 

" Farm Ineome,. fl"088.-Grosa money income from farming, value of housing 
and farm producta used by family, plus or minus net change in value of 
.rope .tomd and Iive.tock owned. Excludes value of producto paid ... 
share rent. May include valuo of livestock purchases representing mcreaae 
In _ (_ Crope Stored and Livestock Owned). 

Farm .Ofte)O ineom., net..-Gl'088 money income from the farm minus 
farm expend.tures. May include some money receipts representing li.quida
tion of _to. (See Crops Stored and Livestock Owned.) 

Farm money incom.e, IP'OfIB.-Total money income received from the farm 
before deduction of expenditures. Includes receipts from sale of farm 
producta during the year; Government payments in connection with the agri
eultural-recovery program; inaome from work off the farm involving the 
uee of farm equipment. May include lome money J'e«'ipta .representing 
liquidation of _to. (See Crops Stored and Livestock Owned.) 

Fum eJ:pe:ndlturea.-Expenditurea. for farm operations.. Includes ex
pense for hired labor; livestock:; feed, hay t straw; fertililer} spraying material; 
aeeds, pJaubJ trees: repairs and replacements of m&Chinery and tools; gasoline, 
oil, tires, for ope1'8tion of machinerYL.repairs on buildings and fenees; rent 
101' land and buUdinflS including dwellingsj taxes and insurance on all farm 
property ino}uding dwelling; interest and refinancing ch~ Gn fann and 
ehattel mort.tmge; and other expenditures incidental to preparing crops fot' 
mArket and for marketing tht"m. May indude expense- for livetitock bought 
as an in ......... in _ts. (See Crops Stored and Livestock Owned.) The 
fonowing items chargeable to fll!'m businesa are Dot included in this eategory: 
Automobile and otheJ' transportation expense, food expense for farm em
ploYee5t and sucb incidentAl farm expense &8 that for farm periodicsJa and 
dUH to fST1l1·business orpniJiationB. See MethodoloflY. table 111. 

Expenditures for farm mAChinery of types not owned before were conside-M 
an increase in farm-bUBinesa investment and entered in the expenditure 
ached.1e. See Ch"""" in Net Worth. Inc"",,", in Asseto. 

Farm nOllmoft-e, Incom, Ilet.-Value of farm produots used by the family; 
o! oaaupanoy of ,he fann dwelli~: plus or Ininus the ne~ cbange iD value of 
livestock owned and 01 orops stored for ea.le. 

F ar"../,"NI1'.AeJ, prod"ctt lI"td b, jO'mily, fWnU"eMY in.co-tJM.-Estimated 
value obtained by multiplying tbe quant.ity _of products used. u report:.ed 
by tbe family, by a price estimated for each locality. Price estimates were 
baood upon what .. """,pie 01 f_ famHies in the 100aJily reported they 
would hove paid had they bougbt products :>f the same quality a.nd in the 
am. quantity from n~hbo .... or from the mnet likely p_ of purebaee. 
This methnd 01 eva.luattoo Ii- a higher ftcure than that obtained "han 

• ., ao 18 
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valuation is based on farm prices or wholesale market prices. ProduN 
included are milk, cream, eggs, poultry, meat, potatoes, garden produ .... 
fruit, other food such &8 sirups, grain produote; fuel and other products 
such &8 wood, tob&coo ioe. . 

OOCUporu;1I of form dtDdli"l/, """money income f""".-Value of the year'. 
Oecu.pSDO>y was arbitrarily set at 9 percent of the present estimated value at 
the dwelling on an owned farm, and 11 percent of the estimated value of 
the dwelling on a rented farm, except in the Southeast and in CalifOrnia, 
where 10 and 12 percent were used because of the more :rapid depreciation of 
f~houses. These percentages were based on interest rates, taxes, deprecia
tion, and a reasonable return on money invested. In estimating present 
value of the houseJ its replacement value, as estimated by the family, was 
redueed to present value by taking aooount of the age of the hou .. and the 
family's estimate of its remaining years of usefulness. For example, jf the 
proheble repl&eement value of the hou.. was $1,600, ita probable life 40 
yea"" and ita present age 10 years, ita eatim&ted value would he $1,200 
($~600 divided by 40, multiplied by 30). 
. f;.DP. atored and liv .. todr. D1D1U<i, net chtmg •• -N et increase or deerease 
bl value of livestock owned or of crops stored for sale between the 
beginning and end ·of the report yea.r~ Increases in livestock are due to 
new purchases. maturation, and birt~ income from which was not realized 

. in the current yea.r; deoreases are due to sale or lose of livestock. by death.. 
which represent capital decreases. Increases in crops stored for sale indicate 
deferred sales, representing income earned during the current year but not 
converted into money j decreases in stored crops indicate realization of 
income earned prior to the report y...... Only dilIerences due to quantity 
changes were included; ditrenmces in value due to price obanges wens 
excluded. 

In making schedule entriee of money spent for pureheaea of livestock, no <fi&.. 
tinction was made between cattle bought for B&le (an operating expense) and thoM 
bought for building up more permanent herds (a capital investment). Since the 
farmer seldom could sep8l'ate his numerou8 transactione into these two types of 
diabul"8ements, both typee were entered as expenditures for operating the faTJQ. 
Similarly, money received from sale of cattle was not divided into receipts from 
cattle born during the year (income) and receipts from cattle owned in previous 
years (a decrease in capital investment). As a consequence of these prooed~ 
other schedule entries were affected. It is important, therefore, to recognise the 
possibility that the figures entered in the following categories may occasionally 
include some transactions Dot customarily olassified therein: Nonmoney income 
from WCJ"ea88 in value of livestock, negative nonmoney income or decrease in 
value of livestock, gross farm income, gross farm money income, net money 
income. and fann expenditures. The averages far these categories that represent 
families in alI income groups probably are not ~tly aft'eeted by theee inclusioDIJi 
figures fol' a small number of families in " hl({b-inoome class might be aftected 
considerably, especially in the cattle-range section. 

Ways: in which these categories are a1fected are described below. Two emmpl_ 
B!'P given, later, to illustrate the various entries arising from transactions affecting 
net value of crops stored and liveetoek owned. 

Nonmoney income from increase in value of livestock owned may include 
capital investment in herds as well 88 true Donmoney income from operating the 
farm (I. P., births and maturation of cattle during the year). 

Nonmoney losses or deoreases in value of livestock owned or C1'OJ,l8 stored, 
represent a deerease in net worth tbrough liquidation of investments of previa.,. 
years. 

G ...... rann income for the year may he overstated if value of herds has beeD 
Increased th1"OUgb purchases; such purchases are taken into account in computiog 
net inorefiLSe in value of livestock, which in tum becomes & conatituent pan of 
gr<);BS farm,..inoome. 

Grou !ann mODt'y income ma.y Qvenepresent true groas money income for the 
current year through the inclusion of receipts from ~e of stored crape or ?' live
stook acquired before the report year. Gross fann meotne and net farm lDCOme 
are not similarry affected by BUch eales, since they take into account ihe ne' 
decrease tn value of stored orops a.nd of livestock. 
_ Net ~CN!ey Income may overstate true income since it may include money 

receipts hOm liquidation of assets sa.1eB of crops stored or of livestock owned 
hefore the beginnin& '~f the report year. 
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Farm ellj>endltureo may be ov_ted by Incluoion of purcru.- of Iivestook 
for building up bordo, along with purcbaaes for feeding and aale during tbe curren~ 
year. 

The total net Increase In value of herdo (that due to births and maturation, and 
that due to p'urobaea) waa includedt together with net increase in crops stored fol' 
ea1e, as an item of increaae in net worthj the combined total W88 considered .. 
IlOnmoney income invested in the fann businesa. Hence the procedures followed 
did not affect the figures for net change (increase or deereese) in ...... to and 
liabilities during the year (see Change In Net Worth). 

Net fann income, another Important figure, also ...... not affeeted by tbeee 
proceduree, sinoe an overatatement in expenditures was bal.anced by an over
atatement of grog tarm inoome; and an overstatement of gro&8 money income from 
liquidating .... to wae balanoed by .. deduction of ncnmoney loooee (_tive 
nonmoney income) that aotually ",presented a decrease in ...... to. 

In balancing the schedule, It wae 0_'7 to adjwot the figure for total mo...". 
IeOelpto by the amount of the not change in value of crepo .tared and liveetook, 
l e. to add to money receipta the value of .. Det increase in these inventoripB, or 
to deduct the value of a net deereaee ( .... Balan.ing Difference). Thia adjun
ment W88 made necessary because the value of the net change in thHe inventories 
livestock and crepo otared for aale) wao conoidered In th. computation of both 
Income and net worth-in the latter figure, 88 an increaae or decreaae in iuvestmen' 
In the farm busin .... 

Th. (ollowing example explain. the procedure used in computing net farm 
Ineome when the valu. of herd. bad been increaeed through purch ...... &0 woD ... 
other means: A dairy farmer had 8J'08B money income from fa.rming, including 
&al .. of cattle and Iiveotook pradu.to, amounting to $2.000. During the year bia 
herd 10 ... _ in value $500 $200 through births .... d maturation and $300 
through livestock pur.b..... Bis mone,. diaburoementB for the farm busineeo for 
the 11- were $1,500, Includiog $1,200 operating expenditures and the $300 .pen~ 
for'ncreaeing hlo herdo. Value of housing and producto supplied the family by 
the (arm amounted to $400. Hia net farm income wao $1,400 and bia change In 
net worth 1500, ao foDowo, 

(0) 0""", moner Ineome from farming __________________ $2,000 
(b) Nonmoney IDcome uaed for famil;v Dvlng_____________ 400 
(0) Nonmoney inoome, i. 8., Increase In value of IMm:is (live--

stock In_ through blrtbo. maturatlona, a.nd pUl'-ahaeoo}________________________________________ &00 

~~ ElIj>endT=ro;:.~~=~r;.;a;,(ldi~ti. 2,_ 
for building up herdo~-__________________________ 1.500 

CJ) Net farm Income, money and OOIlIIlODey_______ 1,400 

(g) Compcoltion of net farm Inoome: 
Net money Inneme, item (u) min ... item (0). ____ _ 
Nonmoney inoome: 

Uoed for famlly living, item (0) ____________ _ 
Liveotook ino_. item (el (aloo Included &0 In_ in net worth) _____________ • ____ _ 600 
T~ _______________________________ 1,(00 

Had eonventlonal acoountlng prooedurea been fallowed, the net money income 
of the farm .. in th& above aample would have been entered os $300 (not $5(0) 
and bJa nonmoney income from increase in herds as $200 (not $500). The $300 
pUl'Ohue of livestock was made from groas money inaome and, strictly: speakin& 
rep;l't'8e'nted transformation of monf!Y income into nonmoney asseta. The fi~ 
for net farm jrwo~ ill the samet howevert irreepedive of how Ule $1,400 is divuled 
between money and nonmoney inaome. 

A ..... nd example Uluotrate& the prooedute fono_d when value of hordo wao 
deereo...d through aalea of li • ."tock that "'l'r8'Il'nted liquidation of aooeto. If th& 
dai:ry fanner discmSM"d above had deeided k) reduce his business. bought DO new 
... ttl~1 and obtained $300 by oelling animals acquired in previous y ...... the ....... 
putat on of bia net farm Income would have been u foUo ... , 
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(a) Gross money income from farming (actually, income 
plus receipts fro~!!uidation of assetB)_n_n_u ___ $2, 800 

(b) Nonmoney lDcome for family living_____________ 400 
(e) Nonmoney 100sea, i. 6., decrease in value of herds ($200 

minus $300)____________________________________ -100 

(d) Total gross farm income _______________ ._____ 2,600 
(e) Expenditures for operating farm busin ... ____________ 1. 200 

(f) Net farm income, money and nonmoney _______ 1,400 

(g) Composition of net farm income: 
Net money income, item (0) minus item (e) _ _ ___ _ 1, 100 
Nonmoney income: 

Used for family living, item (ol_____________ 400 
Livestock deere-, item (e) (also included ... d ....... e in net worth)___________________ -100 

Total ________________________________ 1,400 

In this case the operator's gross money reeeiptB from farming, tabulated as 
ffgross farm money income," actually were compOsed of $2,000 gross inwme and 
$300 receipts from liquidation of assets. Although he had nonmoney inoom8 
amounting to $200 because ol natural increase in value of his herds, sales of cattle 
v&lued at $300 resulted in a net decrease of $100 in the value of the livesto<:k 
owned.. While this net decrease is designated in this study as "negative nOD
money ineome," or as unonmoney losses" it does not represent an excess of 
operating expenditures over income during the year 88 would be the C88e with a 
true negative income figlll"e. Of the total gross farm income figure. $2,000 rep~ 
sents income in tbe accepted seDse; the additional money receipts of $300 from 
depletion of herd were offset by the $300 decrease in ..... ts. (The algebraic sum 
of this $300 decrease jn assets and the $200 nonmoney income from natural in
orease in herde, yield a net decrease of $100 during the ye ..... ) The total net 

. money income includes $300 ea.sh received from liquidation of BSBet& The 
ligures for net farm income ($1,400), however, and for net deerease in....,to ($100) 
are the same 88 they would have been had the transaction involving Jiquidatinn of 
assets not been included in the income computation. 

Money income from sources other thaD the operated farm,. DeL-Net 
earnings from employment of individuals Dot pertaining to the farm entera 
Pt'iset net' earnings from roomers and boarders and from sale of home-made 
products; money income from sources other than earnings. The nonfarm 
income of farm families was computed on the same basis as money income 
of city and village families except tbat in computing net income from fOO.JIl-o 
era and boarders for farm-expenditure schedules, the value of bomeo-produced 
food served to boarders, as well as money expense for tbeir food, was de
dueted. See Income, City and VilJage Family: MODey Earnings; Money 
Earnings from Roomers and Boarders; Money Income from Other Sources.. 

Inherltance.-8 .. Change in Net Worth. 
Liabllities.-&e Change in Net Worth. 
thing quarters, type ef.-Living quarters occupied by tbe family at the um. 

of interview. 
Apartment.-Building whleh is primarily residential in character, 00 ... 

taining three or more dwelling unim. 
Dwelling anit in business building.-Building in which at least ()n~tbird 

of the fioor space is for business Use&, but whieh contains one or more dwelling 
unite. 

One-family hoose.-Dwelling designed for oecupancy by one family. It 
i8 detached when it is free-standing with open space on All four sides, aDd 
,tteched when at least one wall is built directly against an adjoining stru,," 
ture. Row houses are ineluded in the attaehed type.. 

Room or reoms.-Living quarters (except in .. lhotel) providing no kitchen 
nor other housekeeping facilities.. 

Two-lamOy hOllse.-Dwelling designed to provide separate units for two 
families. H a side--by-side type, the separatIon extends from basement to 
root; if a two-decker type, the dwelling units are one above the other. 

Other types or Ihing quarters.-RoollUl in a hotel; other livin, anange
mente Dot elassifiable a.bove, such as living quarters in a trailer OJ' ID ., hoW18 
with another family but not in a two-family house 88.defmed. 
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The above definitions are comparable to those used in the Financial Survey of 
Urban Housing, published by the United States Department of Commerce, 
Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, 1937. 

Medical rare e:rpenditurea.-Expense for physieian; oculist; other epecialiri' 
.clinic; hospital; private nurse in home: for special examinations and testa, 8uch 
as X .. ray, metabolism, or blood tests, tor medicines and dru~. exclusive of cod
liver oil and dry milk products for children which are classed sa food expensei 
for eyegl8.8S88 Bnd optician's fees; medical appliances and suppliesj accident ana 
health insurance, but not tife insurance. 

Money earnlnll8.-S.e Inoome, City and Village Family; and Income, Farm 
Family. 

Monthly rent.-See Rental, Monthly. 
Monthly rental value .. --see Rental Value of Owned Homes, Monthly. 
Nativ ...... blte family.-Any family in which both the hushand and wife are 

white and were born in continental United States or outlying Territories or 
IWMe8sions, or of American parents temporarily residing in a foreign country. 

N e& b8tandng difl'erenee.-See Balancing Difference. 
Net worth.-See Change in Net Worth. 
NonramU,. membertt.-see Household. 
No report.-A echedule was not accepted for tabulation if it contained no 

Teport on any basic item of information necessary for the computation of total 
family income) or if the family was unable to repot"t on any of the main expendi .. 
ture groups, auoh 88 clothing or automobile expense. A schedule was accepted 
for tabulation, howevert If it contained no report in an item of relatively amaH 
importance. 8uoh as the number of guests entertained during the year, or expense 
for specifio items within a matn expenditure group, if the total expense for the 
group was reported. In the latter case, it was asaumed that entries of no report 
ratller than ... ra meant that the flUD11y had some expen ... for the items but waa 
unp.bto to say how much. In tabulating the data, Jater, the total expense re
pdtted was allocated to the individual items of expense on the basis of data from 
othor families in the same income, family-type, a.nd ocoupational group having 
and reporting expen.'18 for the apecific items. Adjustment tor no-report eDtri. 
was made on the expenditure achedules and on supplementary schedules only. 

Occupation, ehief.-The occupation from which a person derives the greater 
part of his earnings. 

O.ru,otionaJ elasolftoatlon.-Cltr and vl11&ge ramilieo were classified according 
to the ocoupational group from whtch tile largest proportion of the familTs total 
eaTninJ{8 ",'U derived'. If family earnings were received from more than ODe of the 
four busine58 and protessionu subgroups such earnin~ were totaled and if the Bum 
WILl grooter than for anyone of the other Jisted occupatioDs tbe family was classed 
tn the business or profeB81onaliubgroup which yielded the largest amount of earn
InR!. If the earnmgs from two occupational l{l'OupS were the same, and higher 
thaD from any ot.her group, the family was classified aoeording to the chief oecupa
tion of the prinoipal earner. If no family member earned during the report year 
and there was no income from roomers and boarders, the family was classified as 
having no earnings from occupation. Cl88Slfication of individual earners by 
oacupaUon was based upon the liat used by the Works ProA'fCSS Administration in 
Circular No.2, Occupational Clusifi.ea.tion and Code, and Circular No. 2At Indez 
d Oocupations. Oooupations were classified. as foUows: 

SUBtness and profeaslonal.-Independent and salaried business: and pro
t~ional wo,.kers, defined below, were combined as one occupational group 
for tnost of the analv8C8. 
Indt.~d"" huMnQ •. -Entre~fe'neurs: peTSons engaged in business enter-

prises in whit'h thl'Y invest caPItal and assume business risks; they mayor 
may not employ others to work for them. Net in.aome from roomers and 
boardC'rs WBI' cl~d &8 Independent business. 

Ind~~nde"t profotmonol.-Doetors, lawyera, architects) ete. 
SaMn·td btl3jmll'.-Mana~ra. business officials, etc. 
Salori" projslliOM'I.-Professional \\"orkcrs on a salary basisl .ucb .. 

tt>8t'hf'rs, clergymen} J[l"aduate nurses. and social workers. 
neri('aI~-Offioe workers, eaJeamen t m&il earriera, telephone. telegraph, and 

radio Gperatora. 
Waa_rner.-8km .... workera and foremen, _I.killed and unskilled 

'Workers. persona in domestio and penonal service, and farm laborers. 
Oth_.~upationl!l other tban thoae defined above were combiMd for 

mo...t of the analJ1lt"S. This group includea tbe following: 
Fa"" opt'I'GIOJ'~-Penon operating farm, living~in .:eity 01' village. 
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F4f'm .h4rur"1'per.-A oeparate farm o,",upational group In the Southeast 
region. See 8hareoropper. A few of theBe agricultural workera 1ive in the 
30utheastem villages. 

No """';"9' from ..... pal ...... -Familiea having no member earning during 
the report year. 

UnJmovm occupation.-This c1assification was nsed where the oceupatiOD 
could not be determined. 

Farm families scheduled in farm sections were classed 88 in ODe occupational 
group (farm-operator) except in the Southeast region where sharecroppers were
studied separately. However, earnings of farm-family membem from work no •. 
pertaining to the farm enterprise were classified 88 business and professional, cler
Ical, and wage-earner, according to the procedure given above for city and village-
families. 

OCC1lpational expens_(CIassi1ioation on expenditure .ohedule.} Only minor 
items of expense incurred fot' business purposes, such as dues to unioD, hade, and 
professional.&8BociatioD8; expense for technical books &nd journals; small expensea 
for supplies and equipment or expense for a trip to & meetin« of A professional 
association. Such expense was deducted from income reponed on "he family 
sehedule when computing the income figure by which expendit.ure sehedulea were
alassified. See Methodulogy. tabl .. 110 &Dd Ill. 

Paid help, h01l.ehold.-Bee Household Help. 
Paid help. farm.-F&rm employees living in the hou.ehold wen> considered .... 

members of the household, but expense for their food was deducted as a farm-
bUBiri ... expell8e. See t&ble 111. 

P ....... nal care. expenditur ••• -Servi .... such &B haireuts, shampoo., shavea,. 
manicures, facials; toilet articles and preparatioD8~ such 88 toilet soap.. tIooth p~ 
mouthwash, shaving soap and cream, cold cream, cosmetics, deodorants, bath 
alta, shampoo!, brushes, combs, razors, files, mirron, cleansing tisBaes,. powder 
puff~~Uuy8Uppll~. 

Persona per roolL-Total number of pel'8OD8 usually oecupyiBs tMrooms in the
dwelling (family membel'Bt paid help, roomers, SODS or daugnters eveD if Away a* 
ooIl.ge) divided by the number of rooms in the. dwelling. See aIao Room., Num~ 
her of. 

Prlneipal earner .-See E&rner, Prinoipal. 
ProAta.-(8ubdivision of Money Income from Other Sources). Net profits 

from. & bUBinesa owned but not operated by the family, 8uch 88 an owned stont 
managed by & paid employee; profits from buying and selling stooks, or from rea) 
estate bought and sold during the year, when not a regular occupation. TJria. 
cla.ssificatio-n d-oea not include the income of aD entrepreneur from his buaines&.. 
iIince auch income is classed &8 individual earnin~ or the income of a farm oper
ator from farming~ Excluded also are "paper" profits which represent an inCrea&ft 
in the value of investments owned throughout the report Je&l'1 profits from the
aaIe of e&pital assets _Hired before the report ye&r. &D profits from inv_ 
menta that remained in .. corporation and were not made available for curren. 
family use. 

Reading expenditures.-Expense for d8.l1y and weekly newspape1'8, m.aguinee,. 
books. for general reading, book rentals, and library fees, but not school book~ 
picture books for young children, or teohnie&l books used in onnnection witllo 
work. ' 

Reeerd card.-Sohedule used for the r&ndom sample of &ddreBBea visited. n 
DOWS color, nativity, whether the family included both husband and wife, 
whether married for more than a year, and other qualifieationa affecting eligibility 
for the f&mily .chedule. See Methodolol<Y. The Fil'8t or Recor<kant 8&mple. 

Recreation 8zpenditurea.-Paid admissions for family members and guests of 
the family to movies, spectator sports, fairs, circuses, dances, amusement parks; 
equipment. supplies, feetlt and licenses for games and sports i purchase and upkeep' 
of radios and musical instrumenta, aheet music, phonograpn records: photograph 
supplies; children's toys and play equipment; petsj entertainin~ excluding food;_ 
dues to social and recreational clubs; gambling 100000j expense for hobbies and ool
lections; unclassified spending money. Expense for lodging, traveling, or food' 
while on vaeation or triP8J. and uniforms ud other clothing used in TeOreAtional 
activities are excluded. 
. Relief famlly.-Family in which &By member received direet relief In O&Bh or 
kind at a.ny time during the report year; work relief from publio or private ~n
cieI; charity donations received upon proof of need; any pension of noncontribu
tory type paid upon proof of need~ Receipt of money from a 80n in Ci~liaD 
Conservation Corps W&B eoUBidered direet relief. E&rninp from the NatlOnU 
Youth Admlniatration were not eonsidered relief. 
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Re.t lUI .. ,.-Bee Ineome, City and Village Family: Nonmoney "'come, 
Housing Received 88 Gift or Pay. 

Rental. montblJ.-The monthly rent&! rate of the dwelling occupied at the end 
<If the report year~ No deductions were made for free rent or for rental conee. 
'Bions.. 

Rental cORee.mon.-An exempMon from paying rent or a diecount on rent 
-offered for a limited period by a landlord as Bn inducement to obtain or retain 
a tenant. In Buch cases the oustomary rental rate was tabulated, but the vaiue 
of the con0C88ion was deducted in computing the totaJ. expenditure fer rent during 
the YM!'. Familiea receiving nlIntai concessions were not considered &8 having 
received free rent. 

Rutal value of owned home .. monthb..--The value of oocupancy of an owned 
home tor 1 month, as estimated by the family. In making this estimate9 familieIJ 
'Were aakcd to consider the rates charged for similar homes in the neighborhood 
that were rented. It Is thus eom'farable to the monthly rental rates of rented 
homes. This gross rental value 0 owned homes W88 used in estimating the net 
nonmoney income from ocoupancy of owned homes. See Income, City and 
Village l"amily: Occupancy of Owned Homes. 

Rep.'" and replaeementa.-Expenditures lor that type of improvement wblch 
helps to rcstore property to good condit-ion. Expenditures for structural add(. 
tiona are oonsideTed a capital investment, Dot a current expenditure. 

Report ,ear.-Any 12-month period between January I, 1935 and Deoemher 
31, 1036, for which the family chose to give the information. If more than one 
eahedule W88 fiUed, the year reported was the same on all schedules for & family. 

Roomer.-PersoD sleeping in the family home for at least 7 consec.utive daYJI 
and paying for his room. 

Roomer-:rear.-Equivalent to one roomer for 62 weeks. Families reportiDI 
IMH than 10 room ..... yea.ra during the report year were ineligible for the famiIi 
.. hedul ... 

Roome. number ot.-Only roomll ueed for living purposes are counted. A fiB.. 
iehed basement or attio room and an enolosed porch were counted as rooms. but 
not a bathroom, hallway f clO89tt pantry, atcove, open porch, or room used entirely 
tor business purpoaea. A kite-benette and dinette not divided by a wall are counted 
as one room. 

Sample. and aampl1nl.-See Methodology, Collection of Schedules. 
Sehedulo.-Bee the 8peclfio kind of ochedulel. ouch as Family Schedule, Farm 

or City and ViIl&!!": Expenditure Schedule; or lSupplementary Sehedul ... 
Sharecropper.-F&l'mer in the Southeast region who rents land on ahal'88 and 

is furnished work animals and in some oases equipment by tbe farm operator. 
The landlord makeo aU important decisions relating to the operation of the farm 
and supervises operations. The sharecropper is thus & type of laborer who is 
paid wages in kind Oil the basis of what he prod ..... , his ohare usually heiDg half 
the crop or lese. 

Shore tenant.-A farm op ..... tor who rents the land, _um .. responsibility for 
Ito op .... tion. and pays the nmt with a definite &hare or a stipulated amount of the 
farm products. 

Slr".laral addltlon.-Somethlng added to the heme that ..... not there hef""" 
auoh &8 a new room or porch built on the house; a porch converted into a l'OOmj 
plumbin« equ:r" meut installed for the first. time. It is distinguished fJ'Om espenae 
for repairs an replaeementl because it reprnsents an increase in investment. 

Sap.mentarJ earner.--8ee Earner. Supplementary. 
Supplementary oehedulea.-Requ .. ted only from f&mill .. that furnished ft

penditure acbedulee and were willing to give the necessary additional details. 
Clolhln ....... k nal.-A achedule ueed to obtain quantiti .. of and expendl

tUf'1'I8 101" clothing pureha.qe(j during the report YUl' and value of donated. 
clothing. A list was filled for each pe1'mm wbo was a member of the economic 
family for 52 weeks, and who was wining to cooperate. 

Food <heck U.I.-A .. bedule used to obtain quantitiea and money value or 
food oonoumed by the houoehold during the 7 days preeeding the intervl .... 
Th~ number of meaD: furnhthed was also reoorded. 

Food reeord.-A record of weiRht or other meaau", of food consumed during 
1 wee.k. It aonsists of an inventory of the weight OT other measure of MCh 
kind 01 food on hand at t~' '. and end of tbe ",ret and of all foods 
brought into the bouae d . '-lha Dumber of meals eerveci 
to .ho ..... hold members, ,U~~"",c)eoord of the age, height, 
":,,,.M, and day-by-day ooe ~ .!""'~n served Ia also included. 
1 h __ ......... used for • atudj' ~'* of dieta. 
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Furniahlnf. cbeck Ii.t.-A schedule used to obtain qUAntities of and ex_ 
penditures for household fumiBhlngs and equipment purehased by the family 
during the report year. 

Surplus.'-See Change in N.t Worth. 
Taxes.-see Gifts, Commuuity Welfare. and Selected Taxes. 

, Tenant, farm.-Farmer who does not own any of the land he operates. 8ee
Farm Operator; Sh ..... Tenant; Sharecropper. 

Tobaceo expenditure&-Expense for cigarettes. cigars, chewing and smoking 
tobacco, snuff, pipes, pipe cleaftel'Bt humidors, ligbters, cigarette holders, and 
ash trays. Smoking stands are included with furniture; smoking i""kets with 
clothiol¥ 
.' TouriSts and transients.-Persons- rooming in the family dwelling for fewer 
then 7 consecutive days who mayor may not he furnished meala by the familY. 
Includes occupants of tourist cabins on farm property. 

Travel and tr&Dspol'tation 8J:pentliiures.-Expenditures for all family travel and 
transportation other than by family automobile, 8uch as bus, trolley, and taxi '$0 
work. school, or 8hoppiog; travel, except for busin .... by railroad, interurban bus 
and trolley boats, and airplanes. This also includes purchase- and upkeep of 
motorcyls, horse and carriage, boat, or other conveyance. after deduction of pro
portion chargeable to business. Expense for bicycles, boats, or other vehicles 
used primarily for recreation are included in recreation expenditures.. 

Type or family.'-See Family Typa. 
Type or farm.'-See Farm Typa. 
Value of family Ihing .. -Value of all goods and services purchased for family 

living and. of certain other goode and services received without direct expense. 
For city and village families, value of living includes total living expensej the 
value of housing, food, fuel, ice, and clothing received without direct eIpenBe, 
but not the value of furnishings or other goods received free. For farm families 
value of living includes total living expense; the vAlue ()f food. fuel, and other 
goods received from the farm, including occupancy of farm dwelling' value of 
housing from a rent-free farm; value of nonfarm family housing, fuel, ice, and 
food received without payment; and value of clothing received as gift or pay. 

Value of farm land and buildings.-Market value of the farm, including land, 
farm buildings, and family dwellings 88 estimated by the operator OD the basis 
of what it would sell for under normal conditions~ not at forced sale.. 

Value of home-produced roo<L--8ee Income, City and Village Family: Hom. 
produced Food; and Income, Farm Family: Farm-Furnished Products. 

Value of housing furnished b7 'he larm.-8ee Income, Farm Family: Oceu· 
pancy of Farm: Dwelling~ 

Value of honsing re<eived "" gift or pay.-see Income. City and Village FamilY: 
Bousing Received as Gift 01' Pay. 

Value of oceupaney of owned homes.--8ee Income, City and Village Family: 
Occupancy of Owned Homes,. and Rental Value of Owned Homee.. 

Value per meal per rood-expenditure unit.-Average value per meal of food 
purchased, home-produced, and received as gift or pay in terms ol food-expendi
ture units. See Food-expenditure Unit. 

Yeat'..equivalent person.-Eqiuvalent to one person in the family for the report 
year (52 weeks). For the el&B&llication of a family by type, persona other than 
husband and wife under 16 were separated from those 1-6 or older and the total 
weeks of memberBhip for each age group was obtained. Fewer than 27 weeks 
of memberahip for either age group were not counted; 27 to 79 weeks of 
membership were considered one-year-equivalent pel'BOn. . 

In computiog averages for a group of families two methods of bandling year
equivalents were used, as foUows: 

All members.-The total weeks of membership of all members of families 
in the grour. for which an average was desired, was divided by 52 times ihe 
number of amilies in the group. 

Members other tllan husband and wife by age poups.-The Dumber of 
year-equivalent persona under 16 and 16 or older was oomputed for each 
family by rounding fractional year-equivaJent& as described above; the sum 
of these rounded figures was divided by the number of families in the group 
for whioh an average W88 desired. 
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Sons, daughters. a.nd others (not husba.nd or wife) contributed 8. 
huger share of aggr~te family earnings from nonfarm sources tha.n 
did husbands in families of types 8 and 9 in North Dakota a.nd in 
Kansas1 and a share not much smaller in the South Dakota.-Monta.na
Colora<10 section. In families of types 4 and 5 contributions of such 
family members were approximately one-third of aggregate earnings. 
In families of types 6 and 1 there were fewer potential earners and their 
ea'!rings ranged from 2 p8!C8Ilt to 35 percent of the aggregate. 

The number of wives who earned in each type group was so amoll 
that comparisons of the different family-type groups with respect to 
wives' nonfarm earninge were not attempted. 

TABLE 53.-NONFAlUl KQI!fBY lNCOIO (YtB:IDa TIlAlf EA.RNINGS: 1 Number oj 
familia luwing """farm ...-y i_ from _ceo _ 1M .. _"i"f" IJ104 
(We1'agIJ amount rooeiHd, by lamil'll type cmd income, Plains and MouniaJn jarm 
.e_.l935-86 

[White 110ureUeUamllies that lnolude. a hillhalld and wile. both tuiUve-boni} 
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