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PREFACE 

" The present bulletin is the first of a series of reports on annual in
";'mes and expenditures of urban families in the United States. They 
are based on dhta secured from a survey conducted in 1936 by the 
United States Bureau of Labor Statistics in 32 cities varying in size 
and representing different sections of the country. The Urban Study 
of Consumer Purchases is paralleled by a survey of small city, village, 
and farm families conducted by the Bureau of Home Economics of the 
United States- Department of Agriculture. Both surveys, which 
together constitute the Study of Consumer Purchases, were admin
istered under a grant of funds from the Works Progress Administra
tion. The National Reso~es Committee and the Central Statistical 
Board both cooperated in the Nation-wide study. The plans for the 
project were developed and the administration was coordinated by a 
Technical Committee composed of representatives of the following 
agencies: National Resources Committee, Hildegarde Kneeland, 
chairman; Bureau of Labor Statistics, Faith M. Williams; Bureau of 
Home Economics, Day Monroe; Works Progress Administration, 
Milton Forster; and Central Statistical Board, Samuel J. Dennis. 

The general purpose of the investigation was to throw light on the 
patterns of consumption prevailing among families of different income 
levels, occupations, and family types. The information will be 
presented in a number of special studies dealing with the economic 
distribution of families in the community, and with the consumption 
of specifio commodities and services. 

The two agencies engaged in the conduct of the surveys are pre
paring separate reports on the distribution of income and family 
disbursements in the communities or areas which their respective 
surveys have covered. The National Resources Committee is 
utilizing the results in the preparation of estimates of national con
sumption, as related to the 8Ocial-economic distribution of the Ameri
can population. A general report on the scope and methodology of 
the project and a final summary report involving a comprehensive 
analysis of the separate bureau publications are to be prepared jointly 
by the two operating bureaus and the consumption research sta1f of 
the National Resources Committee. 

The Study of Consumer Purchases has been directed toward 
two related objectives. The first is to ascertain the distribution of 
fllmilies according to income, occupation, and family composition. 

VII 



VIII PREFACE 

The second is to learn how families of different incomes, ~ceupations 
and family types apportion their expenditures among specific goods 
and services in different parts of the country. 

In selecting the data to be secured and the analyses to be made, 
consideration has been given to the different interests which may be 
served by a study of consumer purchases. Scientific groups as well 
as legislative bodies and administrative agencies of the Government 
regularly need analyses of family incomes and expenditures to aid -
them in the study of such social and economie problems as taxation, 
social security, consumer protection, and wage adjustments. 

Simultaneous studies of rural and urban family incomes, and the 
manner of their disbursement, can shed light on the relative abilities 
of farm and city to absorb each other's products, and on the manner 
in which that capacity changes as rural and urban incomes change. 
Welfare agencies are concerned with data bearing on the budgetary 
requirements of families in the maintenance of minimum standards 
of subsistence. Manufacturers and distributors will utilize the in
formation on income distribution and consumer preferences in the 
planning of their production and sales programs. Finally, there is 
general interest in knowing how actual levele of living differ from 
commonly accepted standards of living. 

Obviously, any economie program must have, as one fundamental 
prerequisite, a definite knowledge of the distribution of families by 
incomes and of the choices made by families in the disbursement of 
their incomes. Heretofore we have not lacked impressive statistics 
of national production, bank clearings, and factory pay rolls. But 
with respect to the individual choices of the consumer-whose willing
ness and ability to absorb the offerings of the market go far to deter
mine the smoothness with which the economic order functions--we 
have had to content ourselves with theories which changed with the 
current fashion in psychology, with guesses derived from data on 'popu
lation, total sales, and general price movements. We have not Illown 
at what income level a family of a given type is likely to enter the 
market for recreational equipment, electrical appliances, or other 
luxury goods. Even with respect to staple articles we are in doubt as 
to what proportion of the population must find them beyond economic 
reach. Moreover, the variation in purchasing habits of the popula
tion in different regions of tt>e country, or of families living in cities of 
different size, has yet to be shown in terms which would measure 
the influence of these factors upon actual quantities purchased and 
prices paid. 

In recent years specific demands for such iuformation have been 
partially met by the development of research agencies within trade 
associations and large business units. They have devoted substantial 
portions of their annual budgets to the study of consumer preference 
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for their own particular co=odities. Charity organizations have 
made special studies bearing on the minimum requirements of in
digent families under their care. Employee groups have occasionally 
submitted family budgets for examination in connection with the 
establishment of pension funds, determination of rentals in company 
housing, or wage discussions. It has been obviously impossible, 
however, for any comprehensive outline of American consumption, 

---With all of its important implications, to be put together from such 
scattered studies, specialized in character, each gathered with a 
different purpose in mind. 

The closest approach to date to a. general study of fa.mily con
sumption of goods and services was provided by the series of surveys 
a.mong families of wage earners and clerical workers conducted by 
the Bureau of La.bor Statistics for the United Sta.tes Department of 
Labor in 1918-19, which furnished the basis for the present cost of 
living index. Aside from the fa.ct that this study was limited in 
scope, it is becoming obsolete for current purposes, inasmuch as the 
pattern of consumer purcha.ses ha.s materially altered since 1919. 
Not only does the price structure of today differ significantly from 
tha.t of 1919, but we have to reckon with numerous new goods and 
services that have entered the market, often at the expense of former 
staples which are declining in use or disappearing entirely. 

In response to the increa.singly apparent need for bringing its da.ta. 
on consumer buying habits more nearly up to date, the Cost of Living 
Division of the Bureau of Labor Statistics wa.s engaged from 1934 to 
1936 upon new studies of expenditures among the families of wage 
earners and low .... alaried clerical workers in 55 cities.' These ha.ve 
already brought into statistical relief certain chara.cteristics of the 
changing pattern of consumer purchases. They have indicated, for 
example, that transportation, heavily weighted with automobile 
expense, now vies with clothing as a. major item of expenditure in the 
family budget; that changing rela.tionships among retail prices, and 
changing consumption habits, have resulted in somewhat lower ex
penditures for food and clothing and increases in the money spent for 
transportation, recreation, and miscellaneous items of personal serv
ice. But these recent surveys, which cover only wage earner and 
clel'ical families, while valuable in giving greater current accuracy to 
tl,e cost of living index, and in supplying purcha.sing information 
regarding two important occupational groups, still left room for the 
larger objectives of a comprehensive study showing the distribution 
of income for the whole population, and the pattern of expenditures 
n t a. wider range of economic levels. 

The present study of consumer purchases differs from those pre
viously undertaken in that it is designed to cover a large enough 

1 A lbt ~ U1Me clUIlS _11l be found In appeodl.l: A. 
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number of frunilies to allow for comparison, not only between different 
sections of the country, between urban and rural communities, and 
between cities of different size, but also between frunilies at different 
income levels, and, within any given income level, between frunilies of 
different composition and occupational groups. Eighteen income 
classes are differentiated, ranging from families having less than $250 
in current income per annum 'to those with $10,000 a year and more. 
In addition to the wage earner, clerical, and farm groups which have 
been the subject of previous investigations, the present study includes 
professional and business categories, both salaried and self-employed, 
as well as families whose incomes are not dependent upon current 
employment. The classification by composition of the family dis
tinguishes five distinct types in all communities, and in certain 
communities as many as eight, varying from single individuals and 
families which contain only the husband and wife, to families of seven 
or eight persons, classified so as to take into account the age of family 
members other than husband and wife. The desire to classify the 
information on consumer purchases by these major factors has 
determined both the number and types of families interviewed. 

The combined study of consumer purchases for urban and rural 
families covers 2 metropolitan communities; 6 large cities averaging 
300,009 inhabitants; 14 middle-sized cities of 30,000 to 75,000; 29 
smaller cities of from 10,000 to 20,000; 140 villages; and 64 farm 
counties. A list of the cities and a description of the techniques of the 
general investigations will be found in appendixes A and B. 

Acknowledgments.-In addition to the agencies mentioned as 
participants, and the supervisory staff listed on page 2 of the cover, 
the Urban Study has had the benefit of cordial cooperation and 
advice from a number of other units within the Government. The 
Bureau of Labor Statistics wishes also to acknowledge the assist
ance it has received .from interested individuals and civic bodieS out
side the Government, too numerous to be mentioned here by name. 
In particular, the collaboration of two groups must be recognized as 
having made the studies possible: The W. P. A. workers, who per
formed the field collection and office tabulation of the data, often 
under unfavorable conditions, on a high plane of professional respon_ 
sibility; and the householders, more especially the hOlll!8wives, who 
laid aside their household tasks long enough to furnish answers to the 
detailed questions in the schedules. 

Volume I of this bulletin on Chicago families is concerned with the 
distribution of families in the community by income, occupation, and 
family type. Volume II will consider the summary of expenditures 
by main categories of the family budget. 

APRIL 1938. 

ISADOR LUBm, 
Oommissioner oj Labor Slatistia. 
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Chapter! 

Family Income in Chicago 
Family income, determining the limits within which consumer 

purchases may be made over an extended period, is the primary 
control for the analysis of the data secured in the present study. 
Apart from its significance for the study of individual family expend
itures, information on the distribution of family incomes is intrinsically 
valuable as a guide in estimating oonsumer capacity and appraising 
the er.onomic well-being of the community. 

Population d~rilndion by income.-The median annual inoome for 
the ChicBgO community of approximately 823,000 families in 1935--;j6 
is estimated to have been $1,412. This is to say that about 400,000 
of ChicBgO's families received an average of $27 per week or less in 
curren t income. Among them are included the families, roughly 
equivalent to 13.7 percent of the population, which obtained relief at 
some time during the schedule year.' If we confined the estimate 
solely to nonrelief families, the median family income would be 
$1,579 per annum or $30 per week. 

Approximately one-third of all ChicBgO families [mcluding most of 
those which received relief during the year) were in the income 
brar.kets below $1,000. The incomes between $1,000 and $2,000 
included another 40 peroent of the population, leaving 28 percent of 
the families with incomes of $2,000 or more. Table 1 gives the 
cumulative percentages for all families (relief and nonrelief combined) 
at successive income levels. 

, FamUltll 'a"Ul'II olMStIlod .. bavlnc been on relief It tIley were IfaDted dlreo& reliel'ld anyUmedlllirll the 
)'till" by Ii pubUoor prI,..l.eIPDCf.orU&ll7membaroltbe fami)y wasem~ dmiDc Ule ;rMI'ODIl wadi: 
nUeI pro)e(!t (not Includlo.a C. O. c .• It DO member of tbe fami17 rece..lYed d..Ind relfetor warII: relief. CII' 

Jl&YmoDtafl'om ,.. 8. a. A.or N. Y. A. to a memberorlbefam!b' toeaablebim Co complete bisedUCltioD). 
Earnlnp ftom wort-nUel proJee&a ... lbduded with other iDeome 01 \be fuDUy; DO -'leIDpC ... made 
to akWtaUa 'be amouat of dlrec:c rwliet. ID 0ISb or eoocss.""'""", by &be ~ durtDc tbe,..... 

1 



2 FAMILY INCOME IN CHICAGO 

Some idea of what the distribution of families by income may mean 
in terms of their consumer purchasing power is obtained by aggregat
ing the actual incomes estimated for families in the successive income 
classes. For Chicago the total income available for family disburse
ment in the community in 1935--36 was distributed as indicated in 
figure I. Within the technique of a field survey it is impossible 
to secure complete reports as to the net amount of income received 
from all sources in the high income groups.' The proportion ofreturns 
showing family incomes of more than $5,000 appears to be approxi
mately correct, but the aggregate of income reported fa.lls short. 
Thus the highest income reported in this study did not exceed 
$50,00O--Obviously an understatement of peak income available 
for family spending in Chicago. However, the underststement 

I The analysis of Income tn terms of its distribution among tamWea Is V6t'1 different from an analysis of 
the total nationallo00me, and the concept ofincome &Ill used tn the Study of Consumer Purdlases 111 c0rra-

o spondingly different. The study was iDterested iD that part oHhe nationallDcome which ftow8 throogb 
femU,. exchequers during the course of a :rear. BOd &bos beeomes 8vailablslor the porchaee of conaumer 
good! and services. Its data refer to the years 1935-36. "'heD many tamlly lneomes, whether drawn rrom 
wages, salarles, profits. or investments. were still atmonnally 1O'W. despite the improV8DleDt over the 3 
years immediately prooedlng. and when many rammes, unable toremaln sell-supportlDg, receJved ass1staDco 
in theform otreUef. 

From the point of view oIostimatlng the degree of economic weD-being of the community. it is obviously 
deslrable to include all famWes. thOl!Je which remained oompletely self-supporting and thoae which received 
reUef either in the form of direcl grants or through employment on work'"telief projects. Accordingly. tbe 
Ogores given in this chapter on distribution of families by Income Include the relief group. From. other 
points of·vIew, however, it may be desirable to consider only that group of lamilles wboe& iUCODlea were 
drawn from eoonamlc activIty of one son 01' another, setting apart those families wbose Incomes far the year 
depended at least in part upon established need.. This is especially true since no attempt was made in the 
present study to dotermine the amounts received by tamllies in the form of direct relief, eltber In cash or 10 
goods. In many tables, therefore, in &he prosent study, tbe income distrlbution shown Is limited to tho 
famUJes which were self-depe:ncient througbout tbe -year. In the analysis of oonsumptlon e%pUDdltuns, 
which will be presented in later bulletim, only nomelier families were Included, UOO onlytbeircousUIDp
Uon patterns could be 8S5UID.ed to be basod upon free choices between ditle:rent consumers' goods and 
services. 

FamDy Inoome, M tbe term Is used In this study, includes tho IIOlDl!I rooaived by the family from the 
following sources: 

1. MDIUJ' IIIZmmp, including wages and salaries ot aU membersotthe economiofamDy (after the deduction 
of occupational expensos); net money Incomes of Independent business and professional earners insofar as 
these were withdta'tto for ramU,. WIO; and estimated net income IICCll'1liq from roomers and boarders and 
from casual work done in the home. 

2. Mom, iftCOmt GIller tAG" eami",., including dividends and interest received in cam from stocks and 
bonds; net rent (after deduction of maintenanoa expuIM) rmm. real estate othar tban the home; proftl.8 
actuaDyreoeived. by the famiJy from. businesses owned. bot nOl operated bymemben oUiIe family; amounts 
paid on pensions and annuities; money gilts for current use received from those otber tban members of the 
economic (amlly, along: with mbcellaneous l&ems such 81 alimony and gambling gains; such amounts ro
oeivod from inheritances 01' the soldiers' bonus as were used for cummt 81pe.ndi'urea. (See p. 198.) 

3. Nonmonq iJlCOrM from hoM"" including tbe estimated ront.al value of living quarters recelvod io 
payment lorservioos (sueb as migbt be reeeived by amin1ster, aresIdentJnan&gel', or aJan1tor); and imputed 
Income from owned homes, amounting to the dUlenmoe between. the total feotal value of the bome and 
money upenses for lnf.erost on mortgages and estimated money outlay tor tams and repairs. 

The impllcaUons of these reported souroos of'income are CCJDJideled in eh. IV. 
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of income at the upper limite does not confuse the broad outlines of 
the distribution, for the aggregate family income of the community." 

• The (bOOmG tu retuma made to the Federal Bnreao. of Internal Revenue Include forms of Income which· 
do not OIIIne within the meaning of "family Income" as defined In the Urban Study. But the mooma ta:I 
data may I8rVe to suneat llmJts of error to which our 8eJd IIDrV8f or ramU,. Inoome Is subject. In the cue of 
the bllher iUOODl8 remtlles. The only available report which presents the tu ntlll'lll by Income levels for 
the city of CbltBgO Is an ODpubUsbed anaJrall!l made by the'l'reasury Department tor tbe year 19M, which 
It baa pneroUlly made aooosslhie to the Urban Study for detaUecl examination. These Inoome tu. returns 

',,- ,(IOmpare, In Dumber of famlllea and aggregate &mounts, with the estimates caJcolated from the schedules 
obtained In tbe Study of Consumer Purob8ll8l.ln Chicaco. as folloOws: 

Cblcaco. 10M United States Chicago, 1936-36 Urban 
Income tax reports Study 

Income group 
Number of Aggregate net Number of Aggregate net 

returns income femmes income 

178,'" ............ 
87,697 142, 846. 536 
88,818 110, 863, 807 ...... 1111,316, 128 
9,643 -4.9,345,83" ..... .,7l2,4M ,,81. aI6, IU, 81M 

Among tho Income tal: retums flied with the Chicago Om08 of the Bureau. of Internal ae-yenue. and henoe 
tabulated as Chicago rotUI'DS. &n:l thOllO 01 f&mill. ros:Idlog outalde of Chicago, but earning their inoolll8l in 
Chia.go. (Themeb'opolltan arua of Chicago, at'IOOfd1ng to the IV30OIIDSOS, had a popmation 0",634,166. iii 
oomparod with 8,876,000 for Ch{oago PfO]JBI'.) The extent or th1a representation of Individuals not resident 
within tho corporate limite of Chicago can only be B'IlIllSed. A oomparlson of I'IIntala and owned-bome 
nluoain suburban Ooot Oounty Indlcatel!l that the county Is substantially higher in per capita raml1y in. 
oome than II the olty propar (Fifteenth 08DBUS of the United Statos. ID80, vol. 6, Families). The likelihood. 
LhUlIa that suhurban returns run to &hI) higher Inoomo bracteta more than proportionately. The CUOBSS of 
familloa obtained by the Urban Stud)' OWl' the numbershoWD tn tbelncome tu. returns, at allinoome levels 
botwNn $3,000 and ".lIOO, undoubtedly meaDS that • substantial to\al of famU)' Income wbleb the Urt.n 
Btudy assignl to lower inoome bracketa boloDgl to ramHlos which are picked up In the Income tal: returns at 
blghor Incomele'Vllla. But hore apln the oztent to which the uoess of Urban Study Income below $6.000 
matohoelocome tu. returns abol'(! 16,000 III a mattor of conjecture. E-..en II the number of tax returns coin
oIdod with tho number of ramillOl estlmatod 00 tho basie otthe Urban Study schedules. we must still reckon 
with the fact that ramllylncome In the Urban Study does not Inolude capital pins and other forms of buaJ
ness Inoome which are not immediately avaHable for the family budROt. 

The problem of halanc:Lng the '9VioUlelementt that mue for disarepancles between Income tal: retUI'DI 
and the Urban Study data Is a comploz one. On the baals or a'Vailablo e'V1dence. trom the Treasury analysis 
0119.'1'" Incomo lou reports, and Blte.r alIowlogler dlfterences In definition, estlmatee made of the underrepro
IOntatlon of tbe Urban Study, Insow as tamlly oonmmer Inoome Is oonoorned, lie tIlItween an upper limit 
018 paroent and a lower lim It or S peroeDt 01 tho total oonsumor IDoome of Chicago tamllIes as herein reported. 

At the pn!SIeD.t wrltlnl, lUI analysis or tho Inoome \aX returns tor 1835 Is available only by Statee. The 
IIIIt'IIRBte net Incomo shown lor illinois by the tas: returns 01 193& was $I,l71,SSfo,OOO, as agalnat $1,006,928.000 
for IU34. Thle Inoroaae ol.bout onHbtb of 11136 over HIM would require a stepping up or the estimate of 
undorropn!SOD.tation in the Urban Study lor tbe hilheet Income ramiUfII. But JU3t how the ratio ot Income 
1n the hlJht'llt brackt'tts to tho total oommunltylncome would be a1I'octed by this step-up wll1 not be deter
minable unUl a breat-down 01 U136 income tal re&urna tor Chicago bJ' Incomo brackets bas been. made. 
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TABU! I.-Eoli_d 'Peruntag. of fami!ioo with Ie .. than and with more than 
opecijUd amount. of family inc."..' 

[All (amUles] 

Percentage 
Income ot all 

lamilles 

Less than $2M~_~ ______________________ ~ 7.0 
~ than S6OO ______ ~~__________________ 13.7 
:Less than $7tiO. ____ ~_ •• _ ••• _ ••••• _. ____ • 22. 1 
l..eM than $1.00J _____ ._ ••• ___ .~.~_._ •• __ 32. 1 
:Less thon $1.260. __ • ___ .________________ 43." 
Leu tbon $1,1500_______ _____ _____ _______ 63. 6 
:Less than al.7tiO ____ .___________________ 63.3 
Less than 12,000._______________________ n.9 
Les:!J than $2,260________________________ 78. 6 
Less than $2,500________________________ 83.7 
Less than $3,000._______________________ 90.1 
Less tban $3,500._______________________ 93.8 
Less tban S4,(MJO________________________ 96.1 
Less tban $4,liOO.._____________________ __ 97." 
Less tban $6,000______________ __________ 98. 1 
Less than $7,600________________________ 99.8 
Less than $10.000_______________________ 99.8 

Income 

$10,000 and ovcr ______________________ _ 
$7,500 and over ______________ • ________ _ 
Sli.()(N) and over ______ ._. ________ ._ •.• __ 
$4,500 and over. __________________ • ___ _ 
$4,000 and over ________ •• _________ . _. __ 
$3,500 and over ____ • ___________ A ____ • _. 

$3,000 and over ________________ • ______ _ 
$2,500 and over ________________ • ____ • __ 
$2,260 and over __________________ A ____ _ 

$2,000 and over ______________ • ______ • __ 
$1,700 and over __________ • ___ ._ •. _____ _ 
$1,500 and over ________________ OW_A. __ _ 

$1,2.50 and over ______ • _________ • ______ _ 
$1,000 and over. ________ " _____________ _ 
$750 and over ___________ • ____ w __ • ____ _ 

$500 and over _____ ~ _________________ ~ __ 
SZ50 and over ________________________ ~~ 
None.. __ ~~ __ ~~ _____________________ ~_~_ 

Percentage 
01 aU 

famllles 

o.~ 

•• 1. 9 . .. 
3 .• 
6. , 

••• , .. 
21. 4 
28., 
38.7 .a. 
116.6 
67 •• 
77 .• 
86., 
93.0 

100.0 

I Based on reports from 38,:1 families chosen hy a random sampling method to give a representative 
(II'OIHeCtlon of the entire city. For details of sampling procedure. see appendix B. 

Included In Income are nonrellef and W. P. A. earnings of families which had been OD relief during the 
year, but not 8Jllounts secured. In the form of direct relief, either in cash or In kind. TbJ.! means tbat the 
Inoomes as reported for rclloffamilles were somewhat less thaD the aggregate grnss Income! which may heve 
been available- to them. It I.s also possible that tamilles which bad been on relief tended to understate some
what their nonre1ief inoomCII. 

The 1lgures on income also include net imputed income from owned homes. 

Total family income in Chicago in 1935-36, on the basis of the 
sample secured in this study, was $1,327,489,000. It will be seen from 
figure I that while one-third of the families in Chicago were either 
on relief at some time during the year or received incomes of less than 
$1,000, they received as a group less than one-ninth of aggregate 
family income. More than one-ruth of the families had incomes of 
$1,000 to $1,500 and received somewhat less than one-sixth of the 
aggregate family income. In other words, that half of the Chicago 
families with the lower incomes received less than one-fourth of the 
aggregate family income. The middle group, with incomes of $1,500 
to $3,000, included 36.5 percent of the families and received almost 
half the income. On the other hand, about one-tenth of the families, 
with incomes from $3,000 up, received substantially more than one
fourth of the family income of the community, and probably had 
more than one-third. It is in connection with incomes of more than 
$5,000 that the aggregate income figures derived from this survey 
appear to be seriously in error. This group of families, which con
stituted approximately 2 percent of the families in Chicago, reported 
one-twelfth of the aggregate family income, while income tax returns 
indicate that their share of the aggregate for Chicago families may 
be as much as one-sixth.· 
J Bee footnote a. OllmOOJDe tax returns In Cook County. 
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The dominant group, so far as consumer purchasing is concerned, 
would seem to consist of those families whose incomes lie between 

. $1,500 and $3,000. Nearly one-half of the aggregate family income 
of the community appeared to be concentrated in that 36 percent of 
the families whose family incomes came within this range. One-fourth 
of the aggregate family income went to the income groups below $1,500, 
and at least a fourth to those above $3,000. 

These figures for the entire composite Chicago community are built. 
up from samples covering native white, foreign bom white, and Negro 
families; including families which differ as to occupation, size and 
composition, home tenure, and sources of earnings. It is a function 
of this study to consider these groups separately, to see what place 
each occupies within the conglomerate economic pattern. 

For the native whites the median family income was $1,580, for 
the foreign born whites· $1,369, and for the Negroes $726. Excluding 
families which obtained relief during the year, the median incomes of 
the three groups were respectively, $1,709, $1,496, and $1,031. 
Conversely, the proportion of families obtaining relief at some time 
during the year was 10.6 percent for the native white, 12.2 percent for 
the foreign born white, and 46 percent for the Negro families (see fig. 
II). Grouped at the $1,000 and $2,000 levels fa.miIy incomes showed 
the distribution as presented in table 2. 

TABLII 2.-Distribution by i1lC01M of familia of ..,ecojiea ...... and fI<Ilivity 

Inoome class NBUvewhlte Fore!gn bam N .... white 

Permtt .Per«ftt PtrMtl UDder $1,000 1. _______________________ • ___ • ______ • ____ • ______ • 71.... 34.0 71.7 
Relief lamllle!L __________________ • ______ •• ____________ ___ _ 10.6 1'.1 46.0 
Nonrellet ramilles. _________________ • ____ ._________________ 16.8 11.8 11.1 

$1,(01)...$1,999. ____ 0 _____ • _______________ • __ ._ .... ________ ______ 39.0 40. 7 28. 0 

$2.000 and OVet 0- - - ---- ----- - •• ------------.-. '. -------- ------I--...,:, ... :.,.+-~ .. =.c.:'-I--_:.,: .. .:..:. 
100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 

I Not all famllies who received relief during the year bad Incomes or less tban $.,(XD. But thoIiIe on reUeI 
with inoomee or more tban '1,000 oonstitu&ed onl, 1.2 percent oIlhe entire sample. 

lID tbe preaant stud, the claasiftcatiOD "foreign bom" was appUed to white famWeI!II in which either &he 
husband or the wHe (or both) 1"81 not bclm.in the UnJted States. The Negro grouP. while predominantly 
native. Included some famllles (0.6 percent 01 the Nepoesin Cblcaao in lWO) bam outside 01 the ClOUDtty
for tbe most part natives or the West indIes. 



DISTRIBUTION BY INCOME OF FAMIUES OF SPECIFIED COLOR AND NATIVITY 
CHICAGO 1935 -1936 
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A more detailed break-down showing the percentage distribution 
by income bands is presented in table 3. It is apparent that while the 
income distribution of the native white families is more favorable than 
that of the foreign born, the margin is not nearly so wide as that 
between the white and the Negro populations. 

TABLE a.-Native and foreign born white and Negro families, by income 1 

[All tamillesJ 

While 
Income class AllramJlleo 1----;----1 

Native Foreign bom 

p.,,,,,, - p.,,,,,, .... "'" Total .... _______ --------------- ________________ 1 __ --='00.=.:0_1_--==-1---===-1----==-= 
Rellet. ____________ _____ ___ __ _____ ___ _________ __ 13.7 

100.O 100.O 100. ° 
10.6 12_' 4ft.O 

N""'olle'--- ____________________________________ 1 __ -= .. ~--'-8-1_--=::.:-I---_=::__+--_:.:'--: 
Under S2S0. ___ • ___ • _____________ ._."._.".__ 2. I 

.. _t 87_8 ... 0 
10 U 1.7 

~gg___________________________________ 8.4: '_6 U '.t $.500-$749 ________________ ._._._._.". ___ ._.__ 5.5 U 6_0 U $75().$99!L _______________ • _____ • ___________ A 8. 8 7_8 ._. 10.8 

:a~=:~:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::: 1:': 
$I,6(X)-$I,749._____ _____ _____________________ 9." 
$I,7liO-$l,999 ________ • _____ __ __ ___ __ ______ ___ 8." 
$2,()(11)-$2,249___________ _____ __ ___ ____ _______ 8.6 
$2.2.50-$2,499 ______ •••. ___ . _______ ___ ____ ____ 6. I 

ln 1 11.2 10.2 .. _, 11.1 ... 
lnO 0_. au 
9.' a. U 7.8 6.0 2-l 
aJ ... L4 

S2,~2,999 ••• ________ • ______ .oo __ • _. __ ____ 6. 4 7.' at .8 
$3,~,499_. ____ .. _. ___ .• _. ___ . __ .________ a 7 t.' &< .6 $3,500--$3,999 ____________ . _______ •••• _____ ._. 2. 3 
$4,01)()-$4,499 ______ . __ . ____ . __ ._ •• _________ ._ 1.3 U 2-2 .1 1_6 La •• $4,600--$4,999 ______________ .•.• ____ •• _____ .__ .7 
$5,()()()--$7,4119 _____ • ________ . ___ .. ___ • ___ • ___ . 1.6 
$7,fX)()...$9.999. ______________________ • _____ .__ .2 
$10,000 and over ____ • _____________ ._________ .2 

1_0 •• .1 
2-l •• --------------_8 _1 --------------.t .1 --------------

I For a separate dlstrlbutioD of Donreller ramntes only. by income, see tabular!UlIllIlSrY. sec. A. table 1. 
p. 110. When relief familles are allocated to their respective income bands. the dlstributloD of aU fBmi.Il. fa 
as follows: . 

While 
Income class All ramDl .. 1-----,-----1 N .... 

Native ForeJgn bom 

~«'fJl Percefll Pt:rcntl PmntJ 
TotaL __ --------- ----- ______ • __ :. _______________ 1 __ --=".,=.:°_

1 
__ ---'-'00:.:-:.:°-1-_-='.::00..::°+ __ _,_100.::,-,0 

Under S2liO _______________ • ____________ ._._____ _ 7.0 6. 2 6. 9 20. 4 
1260-$499 _______ . ________ • ____________________ •• 6. 7 S. 8 7.2 10. 5 
S5OO--$'749 ______ • ______________ .• _ __ _______ ___ ___ 8. 4 6.5 8. 7 20.9 
$760-$999 ______ • ______ • _________ . __ .____________ 10.0 8.2 10.9 16.1 
$1,6OO--$1,24IL ___ • ____ .• ____ • ___ ._______________ 11.3 10.6 11.9 11.7 
$1,260-$1,499_. ____ . __________ • ________ ._________ 10. 2 9.5 11.5 6. 9 
$1,500-$1,749 ___ • ____________________________ .___ 9.7 10.1 10.1 4. 1 
$1,7MhSI,999 ___________ . ______________________ • 8. 8 9.6 8. 6 a 2 
$2,Il00-$2,249.._ .. ___________ . _____ •• ___ _______ __ 6. 7 7.8 6. 0 2. ft 
S2.~.499 ___ oo ____ :__________________________ 6.1 6.1 4.6 1.4 
$2,600 and over __________ .______________________ 16.8 111. 7 14..8 a:l 

The incomes of relief famlli. as reported do not inclnde am0un&8 reooi.ved. as direct rel1eI. either in eaah 
orin kind. 

OccupoJwn and incoffle.-Variations in family income levels are so 
intimately associated with the type of occupation in which the 
breadwinners are engaged that we may expect to find significant 
differences in the occupational patterns within the nativity and race 
groups which we have here distinguished. The relation between 
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oocupation and income forms the subject of the following chapter, 
but for our immediate purpose it may be noted that among the native 
white nomelief families approximately 43 percent were in the wage
earner occupations, as compared with 56.9 percent of the foreign born 
families and 68 percent of the Negro families." On the other hand, 
12 percent of the native white families were in the usually more 
remunerative professional and salaried business occupations, as 
contrasted with 4.7 percent among the foreign born and 3.9 percent 
among the Negro families.7 

Not only is the occupational distribution of the foreign born and 
Negro families different from that of the native white families, but 
among families of a given occupational group the incomes show a 
considerable spread. Among the wage earners (including both the 
relief and nonrelief families), for example, the median family income 
for the composite white sample was $1,339 and for the Negro, $804. 
The median income received by the foreign born families ($1,319) of 
this occupational group was less than that.of the native born white 
families ($1,369),· although the discrepancy is so small as to suggest 
that most of the foreign born have been here long enough to minimize 
the difference in earning capacity between them and the native whites. 

Family composition in relation to income.-While the occupational 
composition of the nativity and racial groups is of primary impor
tance in determining its income pattern, that pattern is further modi
fied by the composition of the income-earning unit-the family. In 
grouping families of similar size and composition for the analysis of 
family expenditures, it was desirable first to segregate complete 
families, i. e., those containing both husband and wife, from broken 
fllmilies and other households whose membership did not include a 
married couple." In each of the nlltivity and racial groups, it was 
found that the complete families were on a higher average income level 
than the families which did not contain both husband and wife. 
Certain comparisons of the complete with the incomplete families are 
made in the accompanying table 4. 

It will be noted that, while the foreign born families of all types 
were concentrated at lower income levels than were the native white, 
their economic position as a group was superior to that of the incom
plete native white families. In other words, the income level of the 
family seems to be more directly related to the presence or absence of 

• See table 7. 00. II, Occupational DbLrlbu&ion of FamW. or SpecUled Color- and Nallv''',. 
I Tbe occupational distribution b somewbat aftea&ted by the inaluslon 01 nllet fllmllies <see discussion in 

abo II), slnoe the major proponlon or th, posltlODI oooupled by the employeea on work-reltet projects carne 
{u the ''wap earner" ClItotelOr7. It gould bf, boted abo" that aU t.be famWes studtfld IJl &be preaent; 
1n".UpUon were IfOUped aooordilll to the work which suppUed. Uao IP'IIIlW put or their eaI'Iliqs lD the 
)'eU' oovered. by the 1Obedule. wllhout. nprd to the type 01 wort: which the,. may have pur.med earlIer. 

• 8eetablea.cb. II, MfdlaD lnllOlDelof FamWesolSpecl8ed Colorand. NaUvity, by OcoupaUooal Group. 
• Tbeterm "IUlll'1," uued in the Urbaa. Studycd' CoDsuIDa' Purcbues.nfen &othetlClOD:OlPio family

allQUp ~ beJoqtq &0 the tame bouaebold and dependeot upon. GOIDlDOII. taaome (see ~ m 
.. _ C). "'.....,.. .. ....u ... 11> oII ..... l1>oIude __ _ 
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both husband and wife in the family than it is to nativity. The cause
and-effect relationship between the two factors is probably in both 
diIections-incomplete families find it more difficult to attain the 
higher income levels, and families at the lower income levels bave 
less stability and higher rates of desertion and separa.tion. 

TABLE '.-Complete and incomplete families of .pecified .. lor and nativity, by 
income 

(AIlI_J 

WhI,. N .... 

All Native born Foreign born Inoomec]asa Ia.mt-
lies Total Oom- In-

whlte In- In· All plete oom-
All Com- oom- All Com- oom- p"" plate p1.te ploto p"te -- - ---- I-----

Pd. Pd. Pet. Pd. Pet. Pel. Pet. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Alllnoomes ____________ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 •• 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 -- -------------- ------Under 11,000 •• _. _______ 112.1 .... ".7 .... 41.7 32.7 .... .... 67.9 .... .... Sl,1JOI).41,999. ________ , __ .... .... ".7 41.3 .... .... .. .. 31.8 ... 32.6 U.8 $2.{)()I)-$2,9119 __ , ________ , 18.' 19.2 21.1 23.. I~. IU 17.6 13.8 M ... 2.. S3.001}--$4,999 ____________ 8.. t~· 9.7 10.4 7.' 7 .• 7.7 U 1.2 I.' -------$6,000 and ovm'. ________ I .• ••• '.1 I .• 1.1 I .• .7 ------ ------- --------- = = = P'int quartDo point. __ . .... $882 "'1 11,073 $587 $825 .... $501 $357 .... 1136 Modlan ________________ 
1,412 1,473 I .... 1,687 1,181 1,369 1,429 1.038 726 87. 317 Third quanDe polnt ____ 2, 116 2.1" ~283 2. 361 1,931 2,Olli 2.062 1,736 1,148 1,284 737 

Among the Negro group, as a whole, low incomes were predominant; 
this was particularly true among the incomplete Negro families. 
Here again there is probably a definite relationship between the lower 
economic level of the Negro group and the fact that incomplete fami
lies were one and one-half times as frequent there as among the 
white families, as will be seen from the following figures: 10 

Percentage of total families which were incomplete: 
AUfamUia 

21.6 
7ti:allllU. 

20.9 
Nali.-.hfU 

23. 3 
N",. 
32. 5 

The relationship between incomplete families and inadequate in
comes shows up in the relatively high percentages of incomplete and 
broken families on relief. Here again the differences between the 
native and the foreign born are not nearly so great as the differences 
between the complete and incomplete families_ The proportion of 
unbroken foreign born families on relief was smaller than that of 
incomplete native born families_ 

Oomplete native white jamuUs,-A much more substantial random 
sample was taken of the native white families containing husband and 
wife than of the other groups with which we have been comparing 
them, since expenditure schedules were to be taken only from the 
native white complete families. With the era of mass immigration 

It A. high rate of desertion and DOll5llpport has been aonslstcmtly noted In dUdtes of Negro famfUee, u a 
phase in tbe prooeu of adjuslment to the urban en'rironment. Ct. E. Fnmtlln Prulel\ The Necro PamU,. 
ill Chicago (1932). ab. VIII. "DMU'UOD aod.Noosupport," -
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coming to a close, the native white sample is likely to prove more 
serviceable for comparison with future consumption studies of the 
American population than one which includes the heterogeneous 
foreign groups. A more clear-cut comparison, moreover, is found to 
be possible as between different cities which have been surveyed in 
the present study, when these comparisons are confined to a homo
geneous group such as the native white population. 

A few summary income figures and comments bearing on the native 
white sample of complete families are therefore made at this point. 
The median annual income of the unbroken native white families in 
Chicago in 1935-36 was found to be $1,687." This is a high average, 
not only as compared with the other elements of the Chic8.e"O commu
nity already oonsidered, but also as compared with the corresponding 
medians obtained in this study for the native white families of other 
nortbern cities: Providence, $1,407; Columbus, $1,622; Omaha, 
$1,561; Denver, $1,535; and Portland, $1,506. It is not so high, 
however, ItS tbe median figure for native white complete families in 
New York City-$1,807.'· These high averages reBect in part the 
conoentration of capital and large-scale enterprise in tbe metropolitan 
oommunity, entailing a large percentage of well-remlwerated man
agerial and professional posts, usually manned by native born per
sons. Our figure may furthermore be taken as probably understat
ing the median for all tbe native white families regarding themselves 
liS ChicagollDs, inasmuch liS it does not include a number of outstand
ing high income families who derive their income from the metropolis 
but reside in suburban homes adjoining the city. 

The complete native wbite fllmilies with incomes of less than 
$1,000, including those which had received relief at some time during 
tbe year, comprised less tblln one-fourth (22 percent) of the total. 
Tbose with incomes of $1,000 to $2,000 accounted for the next two
fifths (41.3 percent). Anotber 15.6 percent came within the group 
of $2,000 to $2,500. It may be stated, therefore, that unbroken 
famili<'S with incomes of $2,500 or more were roughly in the upper 
fifth of native white families and that those with $4,000 or more were 
in the top seventeenth. The percentages at successive income levels 
are cumulated in table 5. 

Of the 2,713 relief families drawn in the native white sample in 
Chicago, 372, or about 14 percent, obtained no earnings wbatever 

It Tho m8It.D. annuallnoome per famUy- from. aU IIOUf(S was about $J,8ID. It is a less desirable figure 1;baD 
the medIaD. putly becauae U. Is less aaaurate. beoauae more distorted by the iD«ImpleteDea 01 the data lD 
t.he bllber income oIaMes. and partly becau8e the arilbmedo avenae Is III any cue .. 1_ npnamtatlve 
ftJUl'l for the entlre oommtmJty ainoe It Is muab. aftected by tbelarp incomes of Lbe r ..... families lD the bJab.t 
Inaomo classes. The ranp of ac&ual GUrmlt incomes reported extended. up to $50.000. Tbe peroantap 01 
l'amillaem Ula 116.0» to $15,(0) iDcome braoftt was 0.18; I.D. tile $1&'(0) &0 $3).000 braatet,O.M; in \he$:l),OOD 
to $&0,000 bncht. 0.0&. There wen. OIl. the other band. It ..... ODDStitutlq 0.05 peroent 01 the fam.Wts 
I!Itudied, In wblch \ben were nept.lft Inmmu Oosses uaeed.iD.c IDCIOIIlIB), ranciDl rrom. $7 to $.,,, and 
ave.rqlna $M8. to 10SH6. TbNe fImIlIII lIN omtUed. from III &be dboasslOD wblob foUowa. 

u 1'IolIm1Dar7"""" 
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from an occupation during the schedule year, and of them all but 28 
reported no money income for the year. 

With the relief fa.milies omitted from the count," the median income 
among unbroken native white fa.milies was $1,798. (Corresponding 
figures for the cities cited above are: Providence, $1,554; Columbus, 
$1,751; Omaha, $1,733; Denver, $1,705; Portland, $1,654; New York 
City, $2,023.") Approximately one-seventh (14.8 percent) of this 
totally self-dependent group received family incomes of less than 
$1,000. The income bracket $1,750 to $2,000 was the most frequent 
for nonrelief families, about one-ninth (11.6 percent) of the families 
having incomes within this range. 

TABLE G.-Percentage 0/ familuB reporting leu than and more than apecifi,edamountl 
of family income 

[All white famUles including husband and wile, both naUve born] 

Income I 
P"""" .... oI.n 

families 

J 4. 0 
'.0 

14.6 
22.0 
32.4 
42.' 62., 
",. 
72.1 
,&9 .... 
91.2 .... .... "". .... .... 

Income I 

$10,000 and ovor. ____ ._ .••• _____ • _____ • 
$7,600 and over •• ____ ". ___ ." •• __ • _____ _ 
$6,000 and over •• _____________ ._. _____ _ 
$4,500 and over •. _. _____________ ._._ ••• 
$4,000 and over. __ • _____ . _________ ._ •• _ 
$3,600 and over ••• ________________ ._._. 
$3,000 and over. __ • _ •• _" .. ________ • ___ _ 
$2,600 and over _._. _._. _." . ____ •. _. ___ _ 
$2,~ and over. ___________ ...••.•... 0. 

1:2,000 and over ••..•....•.•.•.••••••.•. 
$1,750 and over. ____ . ___ . ____ ._ .••••••• 
$I,liOCI and over •••••••.•.•.•.•.... ____ • 
$1,2.50 and over_. _____ ._ ••••• _ •••• _. __ _ 
$1.000 and over_. ________ .• _._ ..... ___ _ 
$750 and over_ ••• ________________ •• ___ _ 
$500 and over _______ • __ • _______ .. __ ._ • 
$250 and over •• ______ • _____ • _______ •. _ 
None_ •• ___ ._. _________ • __ • _______ . __ ._ 

Peroentage 
ola1l 

lamlliM 

0.4 
.8 

3.1 
4. 1 
5.8 
&8 

13_ 6 
21. 1 
27 .• 
36' 
47.3 
67.8 
67 .• 
78.. .. .. 
91. 0 "". t 100. 0 

I The Incomes of familles which bad been on rellef have been distributed to their proper income brackets 
in spite of tbeir probable unrellabUity (see table I, footnote I). This makes very )ittle difference in the 
cumulative percentages in the income levels above $1,000 and no dUJerenoo above the S'l(OOO income Jeve-1. 

I Approximately 30 percent of this group (less than $250) consisted of mile! families whic.n had no earnings 
from an occupation and Which, In addItion, reported no money income for the year. 

TABLE G.-Percentage of families in 8pecified income classes 
JAil white tamlUes including husband and wife, both native born] , 

In-come clam 

Under $MIO_. ______________ • ________ • _____ ' _. ___________________________ • ___ A ______________ _ ----- --.. --_ .... __ ._._. _. --_. _. --- -_. _. --.-... _. _ .. -.. __ .- ---- -- -_ .. -.---- .. --- .... -_.-$l,()()()-$I,4i99 _______ • _____ • _______________ ' ____________ • ___ • __ • ___ • ____________________ • _____ _ 
$1,.500-$1,999. _______ • ____ • __ • ______ • ____________________________ •• _. ________ ._. _. ________ • __ 
12,~,"' .. __________ . __ ._ .. _ .. _. ____ .. ' ______ . __ . _. _._ ... ___ ._ ... __ . ______ . ___ .'_ ..... __ 
13,()()I)--$4i,999_. ____ • _____ ._ •• _._ •• __ •• ______ • ________________ • ____ A __ A •• ________________ • ___ _ 

S6.010 and over ••• ____ ._._ •• __ • _ •••• ____ •• _ •• ____ • ____ •• _ • _______ A ___ •• ____ • __________ •• ___ _ 

Percentage 
of an 

lamlli .. 

'.0 
13.0 
:nO 
21. 1 
23.' 
10.4 
'.1 

11 Among complete native white rcJ.loJ' families, the median Income-from. both nonrelIet 8OUl'C88 and 
W. P. A. eam1Dp-was $3M. and the ml!8D, $4i61. Only9percentreported inoomes olSl,OOO or more. Theile 
ligures must, however. be accepted witb caution as representing a probable understatement_ Although 
each family was assured that the information It gave would be treated. with the strictest oonfIdence. the 
temptation to understate income would be pecuJ.larly &mat am.0Dg relief families. since the obtaining of rellal 
Involved a form of means toot. 

U PrellmiDary figure. 



FAMn.y INCOME IN CHICAGO 13 

The income distribution of native white families (relief and non
relief) containing husband and wife is summarized in table 6, and is 
graphically presented in figure III. 

This distribution of families by "disbursement income" must be 
understood to represent not all the community income allocable to 
the native white complete families of Chicago, but only that part of 
their income reported as available for family spending. As noted in 

'1 .. 111 

DISTRIBUTION BY INCOME OF NATIVE WHITE FAMIUES 
INCLUDING BOTH HUSBAND AND WIFE 

CHICAGO 1935-1936 

u. S. 8URUU 0' l ... OR STATISTICS 

II HOII-RlUEF 'AlIIIUIS 

~ FAMIUE'!I ON REUlE' AT 
~ ANY TIME; DURING TH! YnII: 

the estimate of the total family income of the community (see pp. 
4-6), that portion of the total reported by the families with incomes 
of $5,000 and over is particularly subject in any field survey to an 
underestimation of the total individual incomes. 

Consumer purchasing in this group is also concentrated chielly 
among the frunilies having between $1,500 and $3,000. This group 
anlong the native white complete families included 44 percent of the 
families and reported about half of the aggregate income available for 
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family spending. (In the community as a whole, it will be remem
bered, this group included only 36.5 percent of the families.)" 

Even among this relatively well-favored group of native white 
families, economic well-being showed marked variations. The next 
chapter is devoted to variations in income as related to occupation. 

J. See p. 4. 



Chapterll 

Family Income by Occupational Group 

Norms of compensation for given lines of employment are estab
lished under the combined influence of a number of factors: Competi
tion, custom, labor organization, and trade agreements. The occu
pational differences in average earnings which thus arise are of great 
significance in determining family income, particularly since, as we 
shall see in the later chapter on sources of income, more than 80 per
cent of family earnings are attributable to the principal earner. It is 
outside the scope of the present analysis to describe in detsil the pre
vailing wages for individual trades or calliogs. Our purpose is, rather, 
to examine the distribution of family incomes within the broadest 
occupational classifications which are likely to reveal significant 
differences between the major social and economic segments of the 
population. To this end, seven occupational groups have been dis
tinguished in the present study: (1) Wage earner; (2) clerical and 
kindred pursuits; (3) independent business; (4) independent profes
sional; (5) salaried husiness; (6) salaried professional; (7) fa.milies 
with no gainfully employed members, i. e., those whose income was not 
derived from an occupation.' 

Fa.milies were classified according to the occupation which accountsd 
for the major part of the family earnings. Thus, for example, if the 
proprietor of & store (independent business) had & net income of 
$2,000, while his two daughters who lived at home and pooled their 
incomes with the family were school teachers (salaried professional) 
each earning $1,600 per annum-combined income from teaching, 
$3,20o-the family would be classed as salaried professional even 

I A dtlllCC'lptton of t.be apeclOo OI!cupatl-oDI InclUded wllhlD each of tbeee seven categoriea wtll be found 10 
the glossary, appendix C. The OODUpaUonal olUSllS used in the present. study are baled upon the Workll 
Protlf8!IS AdmlniltraUou's "Manual of Work Division Prooedun," 180. 2, Occupational ClassUlcatioD 
(JunG 1036), and "lndu of OcoupaUous.," otnmlar No. U (September llilM). In pneral, the walf\Hllll'1lU 
oatorory Included aU types ofaldUed, aem1skllled. and uoaIt:ll1ed maDualJoba wbieb areusuaUy paid by the 
bour, day, or weak rather U1au on a monthly or 8IlllW Mlary buJ& In tbe clerical ~tlon were 
groupod ltore ol&rh and salesmen wortillJ' tor ot.ben, as wen u ofIloe worDn. Proftla1oDa1.l8DliprolBssiooal.. 
Uld tIclutIca1 workerl Wtlre lncluded lD lbe lDdependent pro1atamJ group wben employed on their OWD 
8.000\lot, and In the aalarlod PI'OfDssIoDBlll'OuP wben they wereemploJ8d byotbarson. salary buis. Per-
8008 claslIUled in tbe Independant buliness tp'Oupe were ent.repreneun O1I'D.iDZ and operating businaII8es or 
My type. Also clusU'led.ln the lndependent bualDee&II'OUP were6unll1es wblch derived their obJefiDoomea 
from roomers and b.rdera. The ealaried buainess 'OI.tecory oona19ted mainly of aiarled IIIaIl8pni and 
omo18la; chief oOloon of oorpcn.t1oDJ drawlna: salaries. as well .. m:lnor enoutlves. are thus claasUled in the 
salaried. buam- rather tbul t.be lndepeDdent businesa 1I'OUpt. Tbe .veatb oa.tecory 00DSided. of famil_ 
wbiell bad ooeamlnaa from aD OOOU .. tlOb. wbetberdue &0 reUrammt, receiptor. pIlDSion, nonemployDllln,
or other OftlillOS: In tbe Chlaqo tab_ the number shown In this If'OUP also looJudes llllyen fannen drawn ID 
t.be IBlUpk for wblob It wu Dot dllllDled daslnt.ble to lilt up. sepuw.&e oocupatJoaw olusiOaaUon. 

15 
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though the head of the family and principal earner came within the 
independent business category. But in general, we shall see as the 
analysis proceeds, the occupational classification of the family coin
cided with that of the principal earner. 

Distribution oj occupational group8.-Employing the seven broad 
occupational classes.indicated above, we find that, on the basis of the 
sample studied, the families of Chicago were distributed during the 
year 1935-36 in the following proportions: 

Perce'IIt 
Wage earner ___________________________________________ 50. 8 
ClericaL ______________________________________________ 22.6 
Independent business ___________________________________ 10.5 
Independent professional. _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ 1. 2 
Salaried business_______________________________________ 2.8 
Salaried professionaL.__________________________________ 4. 2 
No gainfully employed members_________________________ 7.9 

As a metropolitan center, Chicago may be expected to have a com
paratively high percentage of service enterprises, with a broad range 
of cultural activities catering to a large surrounding area. But the 
above distribution reveals that the Wage-earner families predominate 
nevertheless, in the metropolis as well as in the factory town, and that 
the independent professional families constitute the smallest of the 
seven occupational groups. Wage-earner and clerical occupations are 
the main support of three-fourths of Chicago families, while the two 
occupational groups which are as a rule the highest paid-the salaried 
business and independent professional-together account for a scant 
4 percent of the total (see figure IV). It should be noted, in showing 
this occupational distribution for the year 1935-36, that occupational 
readjustments were imposed upon many families by the economic 
conditions of the period immediately preceding the study. 

In the above percentage distribution, families having received relief 
at any time during the year, as well as the nonrelief families, have been 
allocated to occupational groups.' The 7.9 percent of the families 

I Some pertinent questions may properly be raised 88 to how tba assimilation otreUel ramllies atfects the 
occupational distribution and. ind98d, on what basIs an occupational clas!lUI.ca.tion of mlief ramilies can be 
made. To facilitate the explanation. let us first separate tbe occopational distribution into nonrel.ief and 
relJeflamllles, 8S given below: 

OCCUpatiObli Nonrelief 

p""," Wage earner __ . _. _________ • __ ._ •• ___ ._ ••• __ •• ____ •••• ___ • ___ •• _. __ ._____ __ ___ 49.1 
Olerlcal •• __________________________ • ______________ • ____ • _________________ .__ 24.8 
Independent business _________________________________ • _______________ . ___ '_ 11.6 
Independent professionaL _______________________________ . ______________ . ____ I. to 

ReI'" 

p""," .... 
8.8 ... 

(.) Balar1&d. buslness _______________________ • _________________________________ ... 3.2 • 1 

~~~i:t~yre::~y:t~ mimib8ii:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: ~: g ~ ! 
1---11---lCno uno 

• Less than 0.06 percent 01 all rellef tamUles. 
The column headed "Miler" tella us, flnt, that 01 the tamllies whlcll wem on relief., any \lme during the 

;year all but 21.4, percentreoelvod some lnoometromearnlnpon prlvateor publlo wort. Asa matter oflact, 
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listed in the seventh category, "No gainfully employed members," 
includes not only those which were entirely supported from savings, 
rents, interest, dividends, and pensions, but also those relief families 
which had received no income from the earnings of any member, 
whether from W. P. A. or regular employment. 

There were appreciable differences in occupational distribution 
between the native and foreign born among the white families and 
between the white and Negro families. Counting all families, relief 
as well as nonrelief, only 42.8 percent of the native whites were in 
the wag~aroer classification, while 57 percent of the foreign born 
whites were classified as wage earners. Among the Negro families, 
more than two-thirds were in the wag~er group (see table 7). 
The only other occupation in which the percentage of the foreign born 
whites was greater than the percentage of the native whites was the 
independent business. The proportion of clerical workers, on the 
other hand, was almost twice as large among the native born as among 
the foreign born. In the case of the Negroes, the percentage classified 
as independent business (7.2 percent) was greater than that in the 
clerical group (5 percent). The salaried business and professional 
classes, in which 12 percent of the native white families were included, 
accounted for less than 5 percent of the foreign born families and less 
than 4 percent of the Negro families. 

we bave found, In B special analyala of native wblte ramtUu containing husband and will, that even for tbe 
ramlllu rooelvin, nlllot In Chicago during tbe lICbedu1e year 1935-38, the principal earner had on the average 
lIOIDe employment to eacb of a weeks (lnoIuding the time spent on w. P. A. projectt). (See Tabular 
Summary, aeo. B, table", p.tU.) 

The reUef as well 88 the nonrGlief families wve cla.ssifted according to the oocu.pe,Uon wWeb acconnted for 
t.he greater pn.rt of the earnIngs received. by tbe ramu),. Orten the head of the famtly interviewed. would 
\.eke oooasIon to DOW that be had been trained for, and bad formerly been employed in, a profession or OCCQ

paUon dUJerllnt h'om the one In wbleb he 'Wall oompelled to 8ClDl!pt employment during the cumnt :rear 
But In the lnletast of atatistJcaJ. oonsilitenCJ', the famUy was elasslftad according to the occopation which 
actually provlded tbe ramUy fuDds In the year covered by the sebedule. 

Before we proceed to any pneralbatioDS rugwdtog lhe oocupatlonal distribution of tbe relief group, we 
mwt rot"OgIli .. tbat, with only rare uceptions, wort OJ!. reliefproject.s fell into one of three of th.e oorupational 
ceteKorlee dlftenm.tiated in tbisstudr-wace 81U'D81', t'ler1cal. orsalar1ed professiOD&l. This means that lbcee 
families wblob reoeivecl their principal earnings from wort-reUef projects were necessarUy clBSSifted in one 
of UtMt'l three oategorl.. Tbe families io the salaried. busht.". independent business, and independent ~ 
hls!donal groupe which were listed as relief tamllies wen on relief only a part of the year, Lbelt earnings iD 
Lhelr normal oorupaUons uoead1na wbat was received. from work on relief pioJeets. The percentage dls
tribution of relief famUl81 by ocoupaUon should not, tbendore. be interpreted as necessarily indleative of 
"be relaUve ability of familiMin the dUlerent oocupationai IfOUIIII to remain :wM«lpportiDR. 

The 1.,.. peroentare of the relief families In tbe W1lIHI8fD6f group reflects the influence of two factors: 
(I) Low earnll\J[S and relative instability of employment In this occupational group. wbicb prevent &be 
aooumulRtion of ftnanclal !"tIII8f\'ea to tide the family over periods of business depression; (2) tbe predoml· 
nance. In wort·relle' projects, of types of employment cl&ssifled. u ~ oocupations. Tbus, .... 
tbou.b less than balf the fam.Ul. not on relief wweln tbe ~ group,. men lban ~ftItbs of Ute 
relief famUies were clMSifted. as ware tIIItntIn!I. One-fourtb oftbe DODftUef ramillte: feU Into tbe derlcaJ. group; 
1_ tban oue-tenth 01 tbe relleflamllles were class11led as clerical, althougb most 01 tbe relief Jobs wblch were 
1I0t In the waa.....rner r.tegory fell Into the eIeri ... CII.ua. The proportion of relief Wnllies clMsifted as 
salart.1Id professional, t,ltbou«b smtJI,dOtlll show the Influenoe 01 W«ts Progress AdmJnisttation (W. P. A..) 
projecLs employtQl eehool teachers, nurses. and members of Ute anIst profftlslona. Tbe bigb percentage 01 
relief ramUies tn tho ITOUP labeled "No plnfWly employed memben" is seJ.r-u:planatory; It nIIects depres 
.Ion Ios.a 01 property. reduced. IIlt'OlDe from Investments or pensIoDI. and ODemp}oyabllity CII' IaiIure to 
obtain any pinM tIDllwyment. 



18 FAMILY INCOME IN CHICAGO 

DISTRIBUTION OF FAMIUES OF SPECIFIED COLOR 
AND NATIVITY, BY OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS 

CHICAGO 1935-1936 
(ALL FAMIUES) 

PERCENT PERCENT 

NIOlVE WHITE 
FAMIUES 

f _ ............. .-J FMIIUES WITH NO &4I/W1.I.a EIIIUW£D_ 
!IAI.AIIIDI • tIL tiRtIUI' 
!lALA_1I IIUSIIIESS tIIIrJt.P , :-==.~~ .. :: .. :: .... =.-:::-
QEI/fQIL""'" 
1M«' EARNER IRfJW 

---I ..... .Jo 
NEGRO 

_lUES 

DlSTRIIIUTlON OF ALL FAMIUES 

"~~ITEE FOR ......... ...,. .......... 
,:'S1i'fs 

OlOta30 •• ,......, 
• ....., 44% .,~IlftWrQltr· 
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Fig. V 

DISTRIBUTION OF RELIEF FAMIUES AND OF 
NON-REUEF FAMIUES AT SPECIFIED INCOME LEVELS 

BY OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS 
CHICAGO 1935-1936 

{A~L FAMIUESJ 

100 PI'()·CCI'r·~TM8r-TI8TI1~~r~~~1~~n~~nPERCENT 
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10 
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,.--=, FAllIU£$ ."" Nfl ~IIIIAJUY EIII'U1rEII IilEIIUfIf$ 

$ALAINEP I'IIO'ESS D 4L ~ 
SAI.AllIEtJ IlU$lIIE$$ ~ 
llIIJE/I'E1IIIJEIIT MOF'£$$IOIIAI. ."."". 
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Among the foreign born as well as the Negro families, the independ
ent business class consisted mainly of small-scale proprietors. Ob
viously the language barrier is not so serious for the foreign born in 
the wage earner and independent business occupations as it is in the 
white-collar positions. The small business establishments among 
the foreign born often cater to' fellow nationals, thus capitalizing 
on the problem of language. The small percentage of salaried busi
ness and professional families in the Negro population reflects the 
limited clientele available to them and the expensive training required 
to enter the better paid professions. 

TABLE 7.-0ccupational di8tribution of !amiluB of Bpecijied color and nativity 
[All families) 

White 

Occupational group All famtlles 1-----;----1 Negro 
Native Foreign born 

Pnum Pnum Pnum PnuM 
All occupational groups. _____________ ._________ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Wage earner. _. ___ • __ •. __ .• __ ___ __ _ __ __ _____ ___ 50.8 42. 8 56.9 68. 0 
ClericaL ••• ___ ._ •• ______ • __ ••• ____ • ______ . ___ __ 22.6 29. r; 17.6 6. 0 
Independent buslness ___________ ...... _________ 10. Ii 8.7 12. I) 7.2 
Independent professionaL_____________________ 1.2 1.7 .8 .6 
Salaried business. _________________________ .__ __ 2.8 4.6 1. 2 . ti 
Salaried professionaL _________________ ••••••••• 4.2 0.8 2. 7 2.9 
No gainfully employed members............... 7.9 6.9 7.9 15. 9 

Occupational differentials in income.-The inverse relationship com
monly observed, between the frequency of an occupational group and 
the level of earnings which prevail therein, appears clearly in the figures 
for median family incomes: 

All 
Iamill"'· 

All occupational groups _____________________ $1,412 

VVageearner ______________________________ _ 
Clerical _________ . ____________________ . ____ _ 
Independent business __________________ . ___ _ 
Independent professional ___________________ _ 
Salaried business ___________________ • ______ _ 
Salaried professionaL ___ . __________________ _ 
No gainfully employed members ______ . ______ _ 

1,278 
1,784 
1,386 
2,763 
2,838 
2, 169 

219 

NonreUef 
Iamllies 

$1,579 

1,436 
1,843 
1,442 
2, 772 
2,847 
2,269 

494 
• None oltho Incomes In this column Include Income In cash or kind received as direct relier. This affect;, 

particularlJ the Income shown for lamllies with no ga1ntully employed members. 

The wage-earner group, which included half of all the families 
(relief and nonrelief combined), had a median family income of $1,278. 
This was less than half the corresponding averages for the salaried 
business and independent professional groups, which together com
prised only 4 percent of all families. Even within the nonrelief grouP. 
the median income for families of wage earners was only about half 
that for the two rarest occupational groups. 
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The families of clerico.\ workers, o.\though more numerous tha.n the 
independent business group, had a media.n income almost $400 higher 
($1,784 as compared with $1,386). This difference in favor of the 
clerico.\ families offers an interesting sidelight on the place of the 
independent business group in the toto.\ echeme. With the wide
spread incOrporation of the larger a.nd more modern business units, 
this occupational group is composed largely of smoJl-sco.\e traders 
and craftsmen, whose social a.nd economic position is akin to that of 
the wage-earner group, their median incomes being not widely different. 
It should be noted, however, that the relatively low money income of 
the independent business group does not take fully into account the 
supplies of clothing or food which ma.ny small storekeepers provide 
for their families without keeping adequate account of these con
tributions. 

While the wage-earner classification, as shown in table 8, included 
hill of all families, it comprised only two-fifths of those with incomes 
of $2,000 to $3,000, and less than 30 percent of those having incomes 
of $3,000 to $5,000. Thanks to the presence of supplementary earners, 
there were families in this occupationo.\ classification showing family 
incomes of $5,000 and over. But at this income level, wage-earner 
families amounted to only one-tenth of the totoJ. 

The families with no gainfully employed members comprised less 
than 8 percent of all families, but more than 20 percent of the families 
with incomes under $1,000. These families are to be found, however, 
at all income levels, and actually constituted a larger percentage of 
totoJ families at the $5,000 and over income level than of families with 
incomes between $2,000 and $5,000. 

The independent professional and so.\aried business groups, which 
had the highest median incomes, constituted only 0.5 percent of the 
families with incomes of less than $1,000, but more than one-third of 
all the families with incomes of $5,000 and over. The independent 
business group, while it comprised 10 percent of the families with 
incomes under $1,000, was even more heavily represented among those 
having incomes of $5,000 and over. The clerical group, like the 
independent business group, was well represented at all income levels, 
being most heavily concentrated among the families having incomes 
between $2,000 and $5,000.' 

TM rac.-nativily jactor.-The relative income positions of the 
native, foreign born, and Negro families within any given occupational 
group may be illustrated by a comparison of their median incomes. 
This occupational comparison is made for all families, including those 
on relief, in the accompanying table 9a, and for nonrelief families only 

l Some of Lb6 fUDUies Hsted as derlc.I lD the biIbeIl tnomDe bDdJ either had sewn! Mr1BS or were la 
OOClUpaUODS on tbe I&laried JW'Ofessional...alariecl ~ bonier llDe. For cUsco.ssicm. of the klDds of c:JerisI 
fluntUu wbiah aorouot flit lute fwllly inoomes In tbet POOP ... tbI!I section on clertca1 fam..Wes 011. pp. 
aHOo 
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in table 9b. Reference to these figures shows that the native white 
families enjoyed a relatively favorable income position in each occu
pational group. 

TABLE 8.-Famili .. at different i"""me kt1ela dislribuled by o=<palional group 

[All tam'""'! 

Percentage distribution of fBmllies 

Ocropatlonal group 
All tam- Under $1,000- S2,1m- SUm- '!iao:? 

Uies 11.000 11,_ $2.990 14,m over 

All occupatloDaJ groDP8----------------- -------- ------ 1110. • 10110 100. 100. 100.0 
~ 

~~~~::=::::::::::::::=::=::::::::::::::::::::: 6O.S ".S 66.S .... 20.' 10.0 ... 10. Ii 25.' .... 31.6 23.7 

t;t=~~=:=oD8I-_-~::::~:::::::::::::::::::::: 10.6 10.5 10.2 B .• 11.11 U;.7 
L' .3 .7 1.8 8.B I., Salaried business. _____________________________________ U •• L. U 10.8 "B Salaried profess:lonal. _________________________________ 
U 1.9 al U 11.1 1<1 No gainfUlly employed members ___ ... __ • ___ •• ________ 7.9 2O.S .. 1.2 L2 to 

In comparing the two tables, it will be seen that the inclusion of the 
relief families in the picture tends to reduce the median income in the 
case of the Negroes more drastically than among either the native 
white or foreign bom white families, because of the large percentage 
of Negro families which received relief. By the same token, it is in 
respect to the wage-eamer and no-occupation groups that the table 
for nonrelief families alone differs most markedly from the one which 
includes the families that received relief. 

The most significant occupational divisions for drawing comparisons 
between the median incomes of the three race-nativity groups are the 
wage earner and independent business. These are the two in which 
the foreign bom and Negro families together comprise a majority of 
the total number in the occupation (see table 11). The spread between 
the median incomes of the native white and foreign bom in the wage
earner group-about $50 per annum for all families and $86 for non
relief families only-may be explained by the fact that the foreign 
bom are more hea.vily represented in the unskilled lines of employ
ment. On the other hand, analysis of the data for other large cities, 
as well as for Chicago, tends to inlpress one with the closeness of the 
wage levels of the foreign bom to those of their native white coworkers, 
rather than with the discrepancies between them. The differences in 
wage levels that do exist are attributable to differences in the oppor
tunities to enter various lines of employment rather than to differences 
in rates of pay for similar work. Twenty years of restricted inLmi
gration have left us, among the foreign bom, a large percentage of 
workers who arrived in this country as minors and are less subject 
than were their elders to handicaps resulting from nativity. On 
given jobs, their rates of pay do not seem to differ appreciably from 
those of their native bom coworkers. 
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DISTRIBUTION BY INCOME OF FAMILIES 
OF SPECIFIED OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS 
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CHICAGO 1935-1936 
(ALL FAMIUES) 

CLERICAL NlEPENDEN1' N)£PfJrIOENT SALARIED 
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TABLE D.-Median incomca of jam1'lies oj specified color and nativity by occupational 
group 

s. ALL F AMILIEB 

White 

Occupational group All faml-I---,---I N_ 
Ilea I ForeIgn 

Native bom 

Wage earner __________________ • _______________________________ _ 
Clerical. ___________________________________ ._. _____ . _. __ . _____ _ 

tt=~:: ~:::ss~n8i==========:==::::=::=::::::::::::::::: Salaried buslness __________________________________________ • ___ _ 
Salaried professlonaL ____________________________________ ~ _____ _ 
No gRlnfully employed members ______________________________ _ 

],278 
1,784 
1,386 
.,63 
2,838 
2, '69 

"9 

b. NONRELIEF FAMILIES ONLY 

$1,580 

1,360 
1,797 
1,469 
U21 
2, 1)13 
2,320 

241 

11,709 
All oocapational groups. ___ .__________ _____________ ______ __ _ ___ 11,679 

1-:-=-1--:-:-:-:-1 
~=ceJ~::::::::::::: :::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::: ::::: ~::: 1,520 

1,84.5 Independent business ____________________________ ." __ .. _____ . __ 1,442 
Independent professional___________________________ ____________ 2. 772 
Salaried business_________ _______ _ _____ _____________ _ _ _____ __ _ __ 2, 847 
Salaried prole&'lloDaL. ______ • ______ • ____ ." _____ _____ _ _____ ____ _ _ 2, 21'1'9 
No gainfully employed members _______________ ._______________ 41M 

1,518 
U37 "22 
~382 

74.8 

$1.369 

1,319 
1,772 
1,408 
2,7150 
2,000 
2.016 ... 

$1.496 

1 .... 
1,848 
1.4M 
~715O 
~OOO 
~ ,2.5 ... 

SI,031 

I These medIans are based on total families, including those of "other color." which consUtuted 0.4. percent 
of tbe total. 

I Median subject to htgb varlabllity doe to small Dumber of CBSe8 and Jack: of concentration In the dis. 
tribution. 

In the case of Negro wage earners, the median income is substan
tially affected by two factors: First, the employments which support 
the bulk of Negro families normally carry the wage levels of unskilled 
occupations; second, the sources of earnings reported in the schedules 
of the Negro families-and this has been emphasized by the de
pression years-reflect a disproportionately heavy dependence upon 
odd jobs rather than on stable lines of employment. 

The same general ranking of the three nativity-race groups applies 
to the independent business classification, in which the foreign born 
families constituted more than half of the total group. Here again 
the difference in income between the native white and foreign born 
families was only slightly more than $50, Both of these groups had 
a median income nearly double that of the independent business 
families among the Negroes. 

Concerning the other occupational groups, in which the foreign 
born and Negroes are less well represented, a few points are worthy 
of attention. It is notable that, among the clerical families, the 
foreign born attained an income level about equal to that of the native 
white families, indicating that to all economic intents and purposes 
the foreign born group here (which constituted one-third of the total 
clerical families) is largely assimilated with the native born whites, 
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The Negro clerical families (with a median income of $1,464 for an 
families, $1,600 for nonrelief families) form an upper income group 
within that race, constituting only 5 percent of all Negro families 
and less than 1.5 percent of the clerical families in the entire population. 

In the salaried business and the two professional groups, the 
difference between the income status of the foreign born and the native 
white families is greater than in the other occupational groups. The 
Negro population is poorly represented here, but the few families 
that were classified as salaried business and independent professional 
attained relatively high income levels. 

These general observations on the income status of the various 
occupational groups are to be supplemented by a more detailed con
sideration of the characteristics of each occupational group. For 
this purpose we shall use as our basic model for discussion the rela
tively homogeneous sample of native white nonrelief families con
taining both husband and wife. Before we enter upon our discussion, 
however, it is essential that we ascertain the relative position of this 
s~lected sample within the total population of the different occu
pational groups. 

It has already been mentioned that native white families enjoyed 
the highest median incomes of any nativity-race group. The figures 
in table 10 show further that, among the native white families, those 
containing ·both husband and wife had in most occupational groups 
median incomes several hundred dollars above those of the incomplete 
families. In most cases, the foreign born had median incomes som&
what below those of the complete native white families, but above 
those of the incomplete native whites. Negro families as a whole 
(table 9b) in all except the clerical group, had median incomes below 
those of the incomplete native white families. 

TABU: lO.-Mtdian incomel in different occupational f1TotApa oj natiue and foreigft 
born white /amiliu, complete and inoompleu 

(NonrelIeI tamlU. only) 

Nati'nlwhUe Ftnip born wblte 

OCCtlpaUooal group 
All Complete lnoom- AU Complete locum-

ple .. ple .. 

AU oooupational crouPL-_···- _____ . 11,709 $I."" 1.,3Il2 11,498 I., SS8 St,2I. 

"'are MI'1lfIf _ •... _. _ ••••••• ___ . _ .. 1. "" 1,567 1 .... 1 .... 1 .... 7 I, S17 
(,ll'IriraL ... _ .......... _ ••••• __ ._ 1,84,s 1. "" t.MS 1 .... 1 .... 1,157' 
IndepwdtlDt huslness .. _____ ...•. ::: l,alS 1. ,., 1 .... 1.4M 1 .... Il87 
In,Jfl\1Cmdflnt profltijional. __ ....... _ Ur. S,Olfo 1 .... ~ ,'" 2, SS7 2.Ji5 Sa1a.r eo! bwlnfllS$_. __________ o. ______ U" 2.,1Il'; (0) Uoo 2."'5 ~) SalAried pro~ruW _________ ._ •• ___ 

~"" 2..515 ~"1 :I, 125 ~ ... 2, 210 
rror;o pinhill), employed memban.. ___ , .. ,.. ,eo ... ... ... 
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The gE\llerally favorable income position of the native white com
plete families is thus incontestable. Another question of equal 
importance refers to their relative frequency in the various occupa
tional groups. For this purpose the percentages for nativ:e and 
foreign born white families have been broken down in table 11 to 
show the proportions in each group of complete and incomplete 
families. 

TABLE 11.-Distribution oJ Jamili.. in diD .. "" occupati ..... 1 (/TOUpS, by .. loT 
and nalivily 

IAlh .... relW lamlIl .. j 

All 
Ind!~ Ind~ SaIarled No gaIn-

Oolor and n&tlvlty 
""",pa. W ... C1erlcaJ en. en. SeJorIed pmf ... tully em-
tiOO& -- protes- ......... ployed 
groupa ......... .lonaI .tonaI members 

p"""" p"""" - p"",", p"",", P<n<1Il P" ..... -All fam1l1eL _________ "no "D. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1110.0 100.0 ---------Native white ________ &. .... .... 41.1 .... 80.1 ... .. .. .. 
Complete. _______ "·4 .. ·t 4'·4 .... "·4 11.1 48.' 11.1 Incomplete ______ 11." •• 18.' 1'.1 I!. 1 7.4 1(1.4 SI.' 

Foreign bom white._ .... lil.2 .... ".7 .... lao 27 .• 61.6 
Complete. _______ "·4 44·7 ".1 48.' .... 11.1 11.B 31. " Incomplete ______ 7.' ••• 7.' as ••• I.' • •• 80.1 Nelrro. ______________ .. 0 U I.' ••• ... 1.1 ... ... Other color. _________ •• •• .1 .S . _----... - •• • • -.. -.-----
It'is obvious from the figures in table 11 that the group of families 

selected for more intensive analysis formed very different proportions 
of the total in the various occupational groups. In the first place, 
examination of these figures goes far to explain the relatively low 
median income of the independent business group, to which atten
tion has already been called. Native white families containing 
both husband and wife, which in this occupational group had a med
ian income about $735 above that of the incomplete native white 
families and considerably above all foreign born families, constituted 
less than 30 percent of the total independent business group-a 
smaller proportion than in any other occupational group save the heter
ogeneous one labelled "No gainfully employed members." 

Among the incomplete families (which were, relative to total native 
and total foreign born families, more numerous in this than in most 
occupational groups), the independent business sample was replete 
with very low income families, such as those of widows who do dress
making, take in laundry, sellllowers, or keep roomers and boarders. 
Of the broken families, approximately three-fifths of those listed in 
the independent business category had female principal earners. A 
majority of those would have shown smaller family incomes than they 
actually did, had it not been for annuities, pensions, or subven.. 
tions from relatives which supplemented earnings from the "inde
pendent" business. In the case of the native white incomplete 
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families, the independent business group was SO heavily weighted 
with the poorly remunerated types of self-employed persons that 
their median income was only $1,059; Combining the complete and 
incomplete native white families thus produced a median income of 
$1,518, which is actually lower than the median for native white wage 
earners. 

Among the foreign born, the independent business class included 
peddlers, ragmen, and miscellaneous venders operating on a mini
mum of capi tal. The incomplete families in this group also had a 
very low median income-$867 as against $1,563 for the complete 
foreign born families. But, since the foreign born had relatively 
fewer incomplete families than did the native whites, the median 
income for the whole foreign born group was close to that of the 
complete families, and somewhat higher for the independent business 
than for the wage-eamer families. 

Among the Negroes, the independent business group represented 
chiefly low income enterprises such as home laundries, bootblack 
stands, barber shops, beauty parlors, and various huckster activities. 
The filet that their median income was below that of even the incom
plete foreign born white families (compare tables 9b and 10) reflects 
the absence, among Negro families, of any very remunerati~e enter
prises to offset these typically emall-scale undertakings. 

In the wage-earner group the native white families containing hus
band and wife formed slightly more than one-third of all families 
classified in that occupation, being outnumbered by the foreign born 
wage-eaming families. It is notable that in both the native white 
and foreign born families of wage earners the incomplete families 
formed one-seventh or less of the total for the occupation; many 
broken families were apparently eliminated from the wage-earner 
class by the loss of the male head of the family. 

In the white-collar occupational divisions the complete native white 
families predominated. Among the clerical families, the native whites 
formed almost two-thirds of the total, the complete native white 
families alone constituted roughly one-half of all clerical families. 
In the salaried business and professional groups, the predominance 
of the native white families was even more striking. About one-half 
of the professional group and almost three-fourths of those in the 
salaried business classification consisted of native white families con
taining husband and wife. These figures may be taken as indicative 
of the relative opportunities open to the various racial and nativity 
groups to enter the different types of occupations. 

From this point on, the analysis by occupations will be confined to 
tl,e relatively homogeneous sample of nonrelief native white families 
containing both husband and wife. 
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Wage MrneTS.-Our random sample of native white wage-ea.rner 
families containing both husband and wife received a median family 
income of $1,557 for the schedule year 1935-36. Since this sample is 
limited to nonrelief families, it represents the income of the wage
earner households in which there is comparatively regular employ
ment. In excluding the incomplete native white families, foreign 
born, Negro, and other nonwhite groups, the sample eliminates ele
menta in the w&g&-e&rner population in which incomes are often 
lowered because of social handicaps. . 

TABL .. U.-Familiea 0' the fOG/Io-MNIer "'''''"1' diolrilncUd bv i_, aoerag. toIal 
inc.ome, and eo.rniRfl8 cmd !DUb 0/ employment 01 principal eamers 1 

(WhIte nonrelief tamiUes including bu5baod and wife. botb native born} 

All fBm.Il.Ias.... ________________ • ___ uno 
Under 1500 •• :.. ___________________ u $500--$749. _______________________ 

5.' S750-S99G ________ ._. _____ • _______ 10.6 
'1,lXO-Il,249. ___________ • _ . ______ 13.V SI,2fiO.oSl.49IL ____________________ 13.6 $l,5fXI...$1, 749 _____________________ , ... 
S •• 75O-$1.99lL. ___________________ 12.. S2.CXIO-S2,491L ___________________ L5.1 S2,5()(1-$2.999 _____________________ u I3.ClOO-$I,99U _____________________ o.. $5,000 and Oftl' __________________ 

.0 

Av ..... 
total 

family ........ 

t $1,567 

330 
632 
81. 

1.118 
l,as7 
U03 
J • .,. 
~224 

~"" .... , ..... 

A_ ........ 
i-___ .-____ \AV ..... Dum-

berofweeb 
~of tnwbkh 

Amount total family employed 
income 

II, f30 --"----------- 48.0 

20' ..... .... 
rm 91.3 .... .,. 02.. .. .. 

~037 ... 47.8 
J .... .... ..., 
~ ... 91.6 "' .. 
U77 lIO.. <50.7 , .... 88.0 61. 2 
2.'44 79." 6Ll 
2,407 ".7 51.5 

"1OIl ..... "L. 
I Percentap of tam.llies In &be wage.eamer group w hlciI. rec:elved rawr at aome time duriDg the ecbeduJe 

year, 13.73. 
I Median lneome. 

Yet even within this selected group, the income pattern is one of 
wide variation, with no single income band including as much as one
sixth of the total families. The income brackets ($250 intervals) 
between $1,000 and $1,750 together account for more than two-fifths 
of the total number. Approximately one-fifth of the families had 
incomes of less than $1,000. More than one-half (53 percent) were 
found in the income bracketa $1,000 and under $2,000. A little 
more than one-fifth (21.5 percent) had from $2,000 to $3,000, leaving 
6 percent of the wage earners with family incomes of $3,000 or more. 

There are factors other than different scales of wages which deter
mine the incomes of the wage-ea.rner family. If we compare the 
income of the family with the earnings of the chief earner (column 5 
of table 12), we see that the wages of the principal earner account 
for nearly all of the family income until we reach the level of $2,500, 
at which point the presence of additional earners begins to have a 
marked influence upon the income level of the family. This is borne 
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out by the fact that while the average number of earners per family is 
between 1.1 and 1.2 in the income bands under $1,000, this average 
thereafter climbs consistently until we get an average of 2.29 earners 
for the families having incomes of $5,000 or more.' 

A decisive factor in determining the size of the family income for 
families in the lower income brsckets was the steadiness of employ
ment. In the families with less than $500 of annual family income, 
the principal earner averaged only 24 weeks of employment and $291 
in annual earnings during the echedule year; while in the family in
come band between $1,000 and $1,250 the principal earner averaged 
48 weeks of employment to attain average earnings of $1,037 per 
year.' In the [under $500 income group, averaging $330 of annual 
family income, the principal earner's wages aversged $12.25 per week, 
in weeks when he worked. In the $1,000 to $1,250 income bracket, 
where the family income averaged $1,116 per annum, the principal 
earner's average per week was $21.65. In other words, an increase of 
240 percent in annual family income was accompanied by an increase 
of only 77 percent in the average weekly earnings of the principal 
earner, the remainder of the difference being attributable to increased 
regularity of employment and to earnings of supplementary work8l'9. 
Moreover, the average wages of the principal earner amounted to only 
$1,430 per annum, for the wage-earner group as a whole, even though 
that sum represented an average of 48 weeks of employment for the 
principal earner of the family. 

Olericaljamilies.-It has been noted earlier in the chapter that more 
than one-fifth of the families in Chicago are classified within the 
clerical occupations. If we consider only the native white complete 
families which were entirely eelf-<lupporting, the proportion is even 
higher, with 30.5 percent of all families in that group dependent mainly 
upon clerical occupations for support. Unlike the wage earners, the 
clerical families of Chicago are predominantly in the native white 
group, which accounts for nearly two-thirds of the clerical total. 

As reflected in the median of $1,934, the clerical group among the 
native white complete families had an income level which is about 
one-fourth higher than that of the corresponding sample of wage
earner families. The relative proportions which had been on relief 
during the schedule year--4.6 percent of the clerical families, 13.2 per
cent of the wage earn~ suggest the better economic position of 
the clerical group, although again it must be pointed out that, if a 
family secured its principal earnings from work on relief projects, the 
likelihood predominated that it was classified in the wage-earner 
group, regardless of what its normal occupational classification would 
have been. 

t For aruuv dbou"llou o'l.bl com.PODUIt puts oft.befamtlylnoome. .. e:b.IV. Soortwol hmUy [~ 
• A ... at Gmlllo)"lltNlt wu CftIIdlted to ."... t!IU1la' U be...., -empJored at aU dlD'lDl'that WlIlIIt. Tile 

cndlWd work1na wt'M may tbtnlore lDolude from K &0 7 dQw 01 empJoJllllDL 
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'r ABLE 13.-Families oj the clerical gr,up distributed by income, average total incJme, 
and earning. and week. of employmmt of principal eo,.,..,.. I 

[White DonreUef families IncludiDI husband and wife. botb native bornl 

Prlnolpalearom 

Pementap A ...... Average e.m1ngs 
Income .1asII .rall total famlly Average 

11lmUIes 1D,com. Peroontago number of 
weeki! em~ 

Amount of total played· ramtly In-
",me 

AD _______________________ 
100.0 1$1,934 11,7D2 - __________ • 0- 00- • 

Under $500 ______________________ 
I .• 321 280 87.2 26 .• t.&IO--t749. ___________ A ___________ 2.. 628 ... .... .... I7ti1l-1999. __ ." ___________________ ••• 879 822 00.' <8.. $J,(Xl()-$1,2419. ____________________ 
".1 1.13) 1,049 00.7 .... 11,260-$1,499 _____________ • _______ "." 1.363 1.223 00.4 00 •• 'J,IlOD-II.149. ____ • ___ • _______ • ___ 12., 1 .... 1,4-49 00.7 151.2 

'1,760--$:1,99(1 _____________________ 13.6 1 .... 1 .... 91.0 til. 01 $2,ClOIJ-.t2,4Q9. ________ • ___________ 
22 .• 2.'" 2,007 00.3 til. 7 l2,o5(I(J-G, 999. ____________________ 9.7 ,,686 ..... .... fiLS $3.,..,.... .... -_. __________________ 12.. 3,646 2,792 76.6 61. 7 $&.CXlO and ovor __________________ 12 ~ III. <'''' 7U 61_7 

I Percentage of ramtUes in the clerical group which received relief at some time during the schedule year. 
"00. 

I Median Income. 

It will be noted from table 13 that the clerical families grouped them
selves roughly into quarters which divide successively at $1,500, 
$2,000, and $2,500. An examination of the individual schedules for 
the cases with family incomes of $4,000 and over has shown that al
though the occupations are classed as "clerical" they are on the border 
line of salaried professional and salaried business employments. They 
include auditors; clerical executives in banks, insurance companies, 
and similar service organizations; salesmen in the more remunerative 
fields, and the like. 

A marked feature of the income picture for the clerical families is the 
relative steadiness of employment. Only 3_6 percent of the sample 
shown in table 13 ·were in the income bands under $750 and these were 
the only income bands in which the average of employment for the 
principal earner was less than 48 weeks_ T~e~e was a more consistent 
correlation between family income and the average earnings of the 
principal earner among clerical than among wage-ea.rner families; for 
all incomes above $1,750, the correlation was higher than in the wage
earner group_ There was, nevertheless, a dependence upon supple
mentary earners which increased with the income level. Thus the 
a.verage number of earners in the family income bracket $1,250 to 
$1,500 was 1.2; at $2,500 to $3,000, it was 1.4; while at $5,000 and over, 
it was 1.84. 
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TAt.LB l'.-Familie8 0/ the buBintas and professional groupa distnouted by i~ 
auerage total income, and earnings and weeks 0/ employment 0/ principal earner. I 

(White Donrellef fo.mU1ee ineludlDg husband and wits. boUi na.tive born] 

PrlD.clpal earnen 

Percentage A ...... 
A ...... _ 

Incomo CIBSS or 0.11 total family Average 
families 11100JnB Peroentaae number ot 

weeksem.-
Amoun. of total ployed IBDlily 10-

• oomo 

A1:I tamWee.. .•• _.- -.-------•• ---- 100.0 1_877 ...... ------------_. .... 
Under $/iOO ______ ._._. __ ._. ______ 12 '" ... VI.e . ... 
$/lOO-I749 ••• __ '0'. _. ___ ._._ • ____ • ••• 6" ..... 88. .... '7ro-$l:1U9. ___ '_0 _______ ._. _______ 

U ... 70' .... .. .. '1,0(1)--$1,2<19. ______ •• ____________ 
7.' '.120 1,016 .... 4.D.l :1,260-11,499 _______ • ____ • 0 __ • ___ • U 1 .... 1,218 .... .. .. 1,6(X)-t:1, 749 ___________ ."." ._._._ 7 .• 1 .... . .... .. .. .. .. .1,76O--1I,GGG _____________ • _______ ... ..... 1,708 .... 61.3 $2,(l()()-$2,499. _______ • ___ • ______ ._ .U ~2" ~ ... 91.2 61.4. 

$2,m-$2,(KIIL._. __ ._ ••••••••••••• U.S ~ ... U78 .&6 61 .• 
l3.llID-f4.9W ••••• '" .••••• ' _. __ •• 28.' am a. 216 87.1 61.7 
16,000 and. over •••• _ ••••• __ •••••• 11.0 7 .... ~ ... 88. 61.9 

I Poroontage of famlUeain the business and profealODal eroups wbleb naelved relief at some time dorlDg 
tho ICbodule year. 8.oa. 

I ModlllD inoomo. 

Bu.si1le8S and professional occupations.-Taken together, the four 
business and professional classifications made up approximately 22 
percent of the native white families containing both husband and wife 
and not on relief. Their median income was $2,377 and more than 
one-third of the group had family incomes of $3,000 and over. 

In general, the relationship between total family income and the 
average earnings of the principal earner was much closer among 
business and professional families than among wage earner or clerical 
families, even at the upper income levels. Among families with in
comes of $5,000 and over, the earnings of the principal earner amounted 
to 86 percent of the total income. As will be pointed out later, a con
siderable part of the remaining 14 percent came, not from suppl6lIlen
tary earners, but from iIicome other than earnings. The distribution 
of complete native white families by income, as shown in table 14, is 
in line with the general impression that the business and professional 
group as a whole represents an income level which is above that of 
wage-earner and olerical families. In the present study, however, the 
composite business and professional groups included families that 
would hardly recognize themselves as part of an economic "upper 
crust." The salaried professional, salaried business, and independent 
professional families definitely concentrated in the income bands 
above $2,000. The independent business group, on the other hand, 
was remarkable for its heterogeneity. 
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At one extreme the classification "independent business" included 
the partners of leading financial houses and proprietors of enterprises 
which were large even though unincorporated. At the other extreme 
our independent business group included self-employed persons who 
were cobblers, taxi drivers, barbers, ta.ilors, or grocers, operating on 
the verge of bankruptcy, with incomes close to the subsistence level. 

TABLE 15.-Familiea of the independent bmineB' group diltributea by income, aoer
age total inoome, ana earning, and' weeks of emp~t of principal. earner, 1 

(White DOoreUet tamDles including husband and wife, both native hom] 

PrlnclpaI earners 

Percentage Averago· Average earn1np Average Income class orall total rarnlly anmberol families Income weeks in Percentage which em-Amount of total Cam- ployed Dr income 

All tamUlss ______________________ 
100.0 1$1,793 $2.008 ----------._.- .... 

Under $1500 ______________________ •. S ... 302 93.2 .... $(l()O-$749. ____ • __ • ____ • ____ • _____ ••• . " S,. .... .. .. $750-$999. _______________________ 
7.' 8M 7'" 87.1 t7.3 S 1,1XlO-$1.241L ____________________ 114 1,119 1.000 .... 49.15 S 1,200-$1,499. _____ • ______________ ••• 1.347 1,172 87 .• .... 

11,500· .. ':1,749. ______________ A_A_A. • •• I .... 1,401 .... .... 
S I, 7ti()-$1,999. __ •••• _. ___ .• _ •• __ ._ '.8 1,846 1,612 87.3 61.6 
S2,()(I()-.$2,499 _____ ••• _ •• __ •••••••• 13.4 ~ ... 1,966 ".1 51.8 $:2,600-$2,999 ________________ •••• _ 8.. ~67' ~ ... 83 .• 61. of, S3,IXJO.-$4,,999 ___ •• _. ______________ 101.1 ~878 3, 110 84.6 51. 8 $6,000 IlDd over. _. __ •• _._ .. ______ 6.. 7 .... 6.933 87.7 62. 

I Percentage of families 1D the independeut business group wbJch received relief at some Ume during the 
schedule year, 3.38. 

t Median income. 

In the select sample of native white families containing husband and 
wife, the median income of $1,793 for the independent business group 
was above that of the corresponding wage-earner sample, even though 
40 percent of the independent business sample were in the income 
bands under $1,500 (see table 15). 

Only 3.4 percent of the families in this group had been on relief 
during the schedule year, though this low percentage is due in no 
small part to the fact that an individual did not remain in the inde
pendent business category while he was employed on relief projects. 
The data. on rents and other expenditures reveal that a number of 

. independent business families showing low current incomes were eating 
into their capital to cover current expenses. Some of these families 
probably ca.me into this occupational category because, in the face of 
unemployment, they began to take in roomers and boarders. There 
was a larger proportion of families of the independent business group 
in the highest income brackets than in the case of either wage-earner 
or clerical families. In proportion to their total number, the inde_ 
pendent business group did not have so large a representation in the 
upper income brackets as did the salaried business or professional 
classes; yet in actual numbers, if we combine foreign with native white 
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families, there were more cases above $5,000 in the independent busi
ness classification than in either of the professional categories. Even 
for the native white families containing husband and wife (table 15), 
the pattern of the independent business families is thus a very diversi
fied one, with heavy representation at both extremes of the income 
range. 

Although they may be grouped with the salaried business and inde
pendent professional classifications as belonging to the upper income 
strata of the population, the salaried professional families occupy an 
economio position below the other two. The median income of the 
salaried professional group in the native white sample of complete 
families was $2,515-if we exclude the families that received relief 
during the schedule year (see table 16). This figure was higher than 
the median for the corresponding wage-earner, clerical, and independ
ent business samples. On the other hand, the salaried professional 
fa.milies had a higher percentage on relief (5.65 percent) than did either 
the salaried business or independent professional groups. One reason 
for this higher percentage on relief may be found in the fact that work
relief opportunities were made available under the W. P. A. to actors, 
musicians, painters, and other artists, as well as to teachers and 
nurses, in a substantial number of professional projects. Such relief 
work permitted them to be classified as professional; only 0.5 percent 
of the native white complete families which had been on relief during 
the year were classified as salaried business or independent professional. 
Of the salaried professional families, 9.3 percent were classified at an 
income level of $5,000 or above-a proportion considerably below that 
of the salaried business and independent professional occupations. 

TABLB 10.~Famili .. oj ,he .alaried proj .. "",.al group d"'n'buled by income. aver-
age total income, anclaorninos and tDBftkl 0/ employment of principal earner. 1 

(White Donrellef tamllies Including husband and wtre,. both native born) 

Prinolpal earners 

InoomeollLSl 
Poroontare Ave .... A ...... _ 

Ave ..... or all total family 

'omIll" IIwomo number 01 
Pt'reentage weeks in 

wbloh em~ Amount of total ram- ployod Uy_ 

AU tamlUlII. _______ • __ .. ___ . ____ A 100. 0 t $2.614 ...... ---_.-.- -_.- -- "'0 
{Tnd"r ""''(leL. ____ • _________ • ____ • 1.0 ,.. ". ... , .... 
... ~.II ... _ .. -.---.- .. -.--- .... 1 .• "'" ... 880 3.1.4 
S7!J1.~yg •• _'_'_' _ ... __ .••••••.•. 18 .., ." .... 38.) 
Sl.0I.~1.:H9._ •.•. _ ..••••• __ •• _ .. B .• 1.102 1.018 .... .... 
SI ,:.t.'II.4I,4.99 ••••••• _ ••••••••. ____ U 1.3116 1.277 ... "'. "1,&10· .. $;),74.9 •••..•••... __ ._ •••••. , .. 1,591 1 .... "'0 ... ) 
'1.7·&41.909, ........... __ •... ' •• , .. I,M7 1.766 "'1 "'. S'J,ftll)-.$:.l,4\J9 ..................... 19.5 &". 1035 ..., "'. $:.!.&n-s:,!,UlIY ..................... 110 &6.- 1"" ... 3 "' . J,.1.l.lO-$4,9\KI ..................... 27.1 & .... & lOS .... 61. " ~.~ and ovw ....... _ .......... ••• "'-,. ~ .. o 79.9 61.7 

I Pnrromtan of ftunlll .. In lhe salaried PIOMslooal ItOUP ",blob I"eOIlved NUe •• t some llme durloa the 
~htldulo)-ear. 6.M. 

I Median 1D.oom .. 
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Of the salaried business and independent professional occupations, 
there is room for debate as to which held the better economic position. 
It will be seen from ta.ble 19 tha.t the first quartile point for the salaried 
business families (including the relief group) was $2,093, as a.gainst 
$1,944 for the independent professional. This was to be expected, 
inasmuch as the salaried business class, by definition. includes those 
in ma.na.gerial or executive business posts. But at the media.n, the 
independent professional forge ahea.d of the salaried business families 
by a.n avera.ge of a.bout $100; the third quartile point for the inde
pendent professional, $4,500, is $350 above the corresponding figure 
for the salaried business families. In the income ba.nds of $5,000 a.nd 
over, the independent professional group are represented by 21.9 per
cent of their total number as a.gainst 17.5 percent for the salaried 
business. Of the total number of families ha.ving incomes of $5,000 
and over, however, the salaried business group comprised more than 
twice as la.rge a proportion as did the independent professional (30.4 
as compared with 12.9 percent). 

The group labeled "No gainfully employed members" is a very 
mixed one, including those who have retired in comfort from choice; 
those living on pensions; the unemployed and the unemployable, with
out private resources, who were on relief at some time during the sched
ule year. Of the families in this occupational group, 41.8 percent 
had been on relief. Only a little more than 3 percent of the native 
white families with husband and wife belonged to this group, yet it 
accounted for 14 percent of all the complete native white families 
on relief. Among the nonrelief families of this group, the median 
income from all sources was $732, the first quartile point was $225, 
and only 1.2 percent of their number ha.d family incomes of as much 
as $5,000. 

TABLE 17.-Familiu 0/ the Balaried lnuineu group di&tribvled by income, aHrtJge 

kJtal income, ond"earning8 and weeks of empWyment of principal t4Tf1n'8 1 

{White nonrelief families iDcludiDg husband and wife. both Dative born1 

PrIncipal earners 

........... A ...... 
A ...... _ 

A ...... -- total .fall ,:;-:!! PenleDta&eof num .... 
IamlIleo total 01""'0 

........ t IamUy til wbleh 

""""". em""' .... 
Alllamilles.. •• ___________________ .00.. I S2. 917 S3, 171 .- .. --._-.".-- 61.3 
Under $SOO ______________________ 

•• 330 2m 80.0 11 . .0 $:i(J()....$7.9 ________________________ 
. 6 ... 623 .... .... 

$7 ............................... .0 ... T.!O ... :n. , 1l,()(I()-.$l,!M9. __ •• _. __ • __ • _______ • U ~ '38 ~032 ... , 46.' Il.2lIO-l1,UllL __________ • _____ • ___ ... '.352 ~:m .... .... 11. tiOO-Il, 74!L.~~~~ _ ~ ___ ~~ ________ U ~ ... ..... .... .... II, 76lh11.M _____ • _______________ .. 6 ..... ~m .... OU 
S2.~.499 ____________________ ~ 

• &< ~ ... 2.121 .... OU 12 • .5()1)...12.V99 _____________ • _______ 1ll.3 a ... ..... . ... .. .. 13.()(J().-ft.V99. _____________ ._. ___ • .... a. ... ..... .... .. . $6,000 aDd OV6l' __________ • __ • ____ 17.0 ,..62 .. ". ... .... 
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TABLm 18.-F~mi!ie. 01 !he independent prol.,8ionGl group di&tribuUd by income, 
otJel'tlfe kJtal income, and earnings and wah 0/ employment 01 principal earners I 

IWhile noarellef famllies Including busband and wife, both native born] 

Principal earners 

PeI'CIIIDtap A=r A ...... oamlnp 
IDcomoolul 01811 A ...... 

Iamlll .. family Dum .... .. ..... Peroentagoof otw_ 
Am .... total in wblch 

Cantil,. om"""'" Income 

All famUl •••••••••• ___ •••• ___ • __ "n. 1$3.014 ...... -------------- 51.3 
Under $600. ____________ • ______ ._ 1.3 ... ... 91.1 41.6 a..m-$749 ______________ •• ________ U 65' ... .... <0. • ".,..... ........................ U ... 743 .... 47.1 '1,(I)()...$I,240. ______ • _____ • _______ U 1,142 I .... 91.1 110 •• '1,260-$1,499. ____ '. __ • ___________ U 1,337 I .... ".1 ".7 $1,61»-$1 ,74IL ______ • ____ .' ___ • ___ U 1,678 I .... .... 61.8 • 1.750-11,1'190 _____________________ ao I .... 1,746 .... 51.2 $2.000-12.499. ______ • ___ • _________ 11.8 ~227 ~ ... 91.8 .~. $2,500-$2,99\1. ____ • _______________ laB ~668 ~.'" OH ~. $3,OIJ()-$.4,M. ___ • ___________ • __ •• 28.1 ~,.. ..,., .... ~o 
16,000 aod over ••••••••••••••••.. .n 7 .... ,.47 .... &0 

I PeroenLage of (amlUos III tbe 1ndepeudent professional Kf'OUp wblch reoelved relief at some time during 
Lbo schedule year, 0.96 . 

• MediaD 1noome. 

TABLB ll.-Inco",., distribution, by occupationa.l group 

IAII wb!1.o faroUles lnc1ud!og hnsband and wire, both Dative born) 

FIrs. Tblrd OooupoUoual group ,uartlle M ..... ,,,,,,tile 

\\'QI('O earner ••••.... ________ . __ .•.•••.... _ •..•. - $1,422 SI, trnI 
ClericaL •••••• __ ._ ..... __ ........ __ ••.. _ ....... I. "" I .... 2, 451 
Independent bualnOSll ....... _ •. _ .. __ •.... __ .... 1.083 1,743 .... , 
lnde~DdoDt profOllSionaL ••••.•••••••.• __ ., __ .. I .... .. ... ~SOO 
Balll.r ed busllle8S. __ ...... _ ........ _____ ........ ~093 ..... ~14" 
Sala.ri8d Ilfolesslonal ........................... I .... 2, 437 1.418 
No lawfully employDd mamborl .. ____ ......... 11. ... 0" 

Perollntail8 
in Income 
bands of 

$5,000 and .-
•. 3 
2.1 ... .... 

17.15 
.. 8 

•• ---
Some of the conclusions drawn from the discussion of income by 

occupation in this chapter may now be summarized: 
(\) Half of all the families in Chicago were primarily dependent 

upon the wage-earner occupations for income. Among the foreign 
born and Negro families the proportion was even higher, which served 
to offset the filet that only about two-fifths of the native white families 
were in this occupational group. The least numerous of the occupa
tional groups was the independent professional, which accounted for 
about 2 percent of the native white families and less than 1.5 percent 
of all families in Chicago. 

(2) In the professional and salaried business groups, more than 
two-thirds of the families were native white. In the independent 
business group, the majority of the families were foreign born. 
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(3) Of all the families studied, the lowest average incomes and the 
highest percentage of families on relief were found among the group 
labeled "No gainfully employed members." This might be expected, 
since the group included unemployed and unemployable, as well as 
retired family heads. Of the six occupational groups, the lowest in 
income level were the wage-earner and the independent business 
families. In the ca.se of the wage earners, the relatively low median 
wa.s due chiefly to a concentration of families in the income bands 
between $1,000 and $2,000. The native white complete families had 
higher incomes in the independent business occupation than in the 
wage-earner group, but this high level wa.s offset by the large repre
sentation of broken families and of foreign born families which carried 
on small-scale, low-income enterprises, so that the median for all 
independent business families wa.slittle higher than that of the entire 
wage-earning group. 

(4) In the three occupational groups in which the foreign born 
families were most heavily represented (wage earner, clerical, and 
independent business) the differences between the median incomes of 
native and foreign born white families (relief and nonrelief) were 
slight, ranging from $25 to $50. 

(5) Among native white complete families which had not been on 
relief during the year, the families of wage earners had a median in
come between 13 and 20 percent lower than did families of clerical 
workers and independent business operators. Their median incomes 
were 23 to 29 percent below that of salaried professional workers, 
which was, in turn, about 15 percent below that of independent 
professional and salaried business workers. The last two groups were 
at about the same general income level, the main difference being tbat 
the families of independent professional workers were more widely 
distributed in the income bands below $2,000 a.s well as in those above 
$5,000. 



Chapterm 

Family Income by Family Composition 

The composition of the family-the number, ages, and family 
relationships of its members-ho.s a bearing not only on the manner 
in which the family income will be spent, but also on the capacity of the 
family for producing ihcome. This has already been observed in the 
previous chapter, when the incomes of incomplete families were found 
to be generally lower than the incomes of families containing both 
husband and wife. 

Size of family.-The complete native white families covered in the 
.ample had an average size of 3.6 persons per family. For the group 
on relief, the average was 4.3 persons per family, while for the nonrelief 
families it was 3.5. This means that at any given low income large 
families are more likely to receive relief than small ones. It does not 
mean that larger families had a poorer income record than did smaller 
families. 

If we follow average number per family in nonrelief families from 
the lower to the higher income ranges we find that the average size of 
family consistently increases as we move up the income scole to $5,000 
(see table 20). For nonrelief families with incomes under $500 the 
average WIIB 3.1 persons per family; at $1,500-$1,749 the average had 
risen to 3.5; at $2,500-$2,999 it WIIB 3.8; and at $4,500-$4,999 the 
average number of persons per family WIIB 4.2, or almost exactly the 
same average lIB for relief families. With size olone lIB the criterion, 
it might therefore be said that the large families were divided between 
the relief group and the high income groups. 

There was, however, a marked difference in composition between the 
large families which had been on relief and the large families in the 
higher income brackets. The crux of that difference may be found in 
the relative number of minors and adults. The families on relief 
averaged, in addition to the parents, 0.57 persons 16 and over per 
family, as against 1.71 persons under 16; but in the higher income 
group, the average of 4.2 persons is made up of 1.35 adults, in addition 
to husband and wife, and only 0.83 persons under 16. Thus the relief 
families contained, in addition to the married couple, three times as 
many persons under 16 (IS those of 16 and over; while among the 
families at $4,500 there were, aside from the married couple, 60 percent 
more adults than youngsters. For all income classes under $3,000 
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there were more young children tha.n a.dults, in a.ddition to the ma.rried 
couple; for a.ll income ba.nds a.bove $3,000 there were more a.dults tha.n 
young children. 

TABL!! 20.-ArJerage size and composition 01 economic Jamilies, by income 
[All white Camllles lncludIng husband and wlt'e. both native born: All occupational groups comblnedJ 

Income class 
Percentage 

.(II all 
IamIllos 

Average numberotpersons l 

In addition to husband 
and wire Avenog. 

numberot """'OS \----.---
por Iamlly I ...... 

andover 
Under 

I ...... 

TOta1 __________________________________________ I-__ '~OO':_O:+ __ ~3.:_:.+--O'''' .. =_I----=L_=:03 
TotalreUeL___________________________________ 9.6 "8 .61 Ln Total nomel1ef' _________________________________ I __ --=OO''''6=-1 ___ -=3.:..:6+ __ .:.68=-1----= . .:: .. 

Under$2.50_________________________________ Ll 8.0 .40 .M 
$2liO-$4.99___________________________________ 1.8 3.1 .40 .69 
$li(I(}-f749___________________________________ 8.8 8.2 .34 .86 $750-$999 _____________________________ 0_____ 6. 7 8.2 .34 .91 
$1,()()()-$1.249___________________________ _____ 9. 9 a." . 39 • 98 

:~:~~:~::::::::.::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~: tg :: t:: SI.76O--$1,99!L._ ••• ____________________ .____ 10. 6 8.15 .62 1. 00 
S2,()()()-$2,249________________________________ 8.8 8.8 .1515 LD6 
$2,2.50-$2,499__________ _____________________ 8. 8 8. 6 .64 .98 
$2,600-$2,999_______________________________ 7.6 8.8 .83 .98 
S3,(1()()-$3,499____________ ____________ ________ 4. 7 8. 8 .915 .8& 
13,1500-$3,999________________________________ 3.0 8.9 1.02 .86 
S4.00G-U,499________________________________ 1.1 4.0 L 13 .81 
S4,6()()-$4,999________________________________ 1.0 4.2 1.315 .83 
$6,CJ00-$7,499________________________________ 2.8 8.9 1.02 .86 S7,fI()()-t9,999________________________________ .4 3.8 .96 .89 
$10,000 and over____________________________ .4 3. 9 .99 .92 

1 Full.tlme peraoDli equivalent to 1 member for 62 weeb of schedule year. 

The contrast in incomes between the fa.milies in which young 
children predominated, a.nd those more hea.vily weighted with a.dults, 
was most significa.nt a.mong the wage-earner a.nd clerical families (see 
ta.ble 21). The nonrelief wage-ea.rner fa.milies with less tha.n $2,000 
in family income averaged 0.4 persons 16 a.nd over (in a.ddition to the 
pa.rents) for every one under 16; a.t $3,000 to $5,000, the number of 
extra. persons 16 a.nd over rose to a.n a.verage of 1.63, while those under 
16 a.veraged only 0.8 per family. At $5,000 a.nd over the number of 
adults other than husba.nd a.nd wife exceeded 1.9 per family, while the 
number of children under 16 a.veraged 0.67 per fa.mily. The sa.me 
general tendency may be seen, but to a. less striking degree, in the case 
of the clerical group, where the number of a.dults other tha.n the hus
bo.nd a.nd wife rose to a. pea.k of 1.47 at $5,000 a.nd over, a.s aga.inst 
0.86 for those under 16. 

In the salaried professional class the a.verage number of adults also 
tended to increase as the fa.mily income level rose, though by no 
means 80 consistently as in the case of the wage earner and clerical 
families. In the other occupa.tional categories-sa.la.ried business, 
independent professional, and independent business-the a.verage 
number of o.c!ults per fa.mily (in a.ddition to husband a.nd wife) was 
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smaller at all income levels than the number of children, indicating 
that the earning capacity of the head of the family was more signifi
cant in determining the economic level of the family than was the 
number of potential earners. 

TULB JI.-AHrage number o!per.OM under and over age 16. in addition t6 huaoond 
and wife, by or:cupati01l4/ group 

(NaUve white DOnreUef ramw._) 

Wapeamer 0_ Independent Independent Salaried Salaried . ""- proleal_ .""" ... proless1onal 

lDoome ol_ IO ,. ,. ,. UDder 1. UDder 1. UDder UDder UDder UDder ..... 1. ..... 1. ..... 1. ...... 1. ..... 1. ...... 1. and ..... and ...... and ..... and ..... and ..... and ..... over over over over over over 

----------------------
Alllncomel ___ I 0." 1." ~ 

0. .. 
~ 0." 0. .. 0.81 0. .. 0.07 0.150 0.82 

= = Underll,OOO __ ... ... .87 .7' • 30 .,. . ., ... .23 1." ... ... 
t,OOD-$I,W9. - ... 1.10 ... ... .., ... .30 • 70 . .. 1." .30 .7. 

,()()()-$2,999._ ... L07 ... ... . .. LOO .M . n ... .07 .87 .. , 
1i3,Q00-$4,990. _ 
1/1,000 and 

1 ... . .. Lll ... .7. . W . .. ... . .. LOO .71 . .. 
over _____ ... L .. .• 7 1.47 .... • 79 LOB .. , ... . .. ... . .. .72 

Family lype8.-The classification of families in the present study 
was made with due concern for age as well as number of members 
composing the family. Attention is directed to the eight family 
types pictorially represented in figure VII. It will he seen from the 
chart that, aside from family type I, which contains only husband and 
wife, the other family types fall into two general groups. Family 
types II, III, and VI contain, in addition to the parents, only chil
dren under 16; the other types in general include adults other than the 
husband and wife. It will be obvious that from the standpoint of 
the number of earners which a family can provide, we should expect 
the family types IV, V, and VIII, with more adult members, to rank 
relatively high as income producers, particularly for wage-earning 
and clerical families. By the same token, family type VI, with its 
three or four young children, is the most dependent upon a single 
earner. Family type VII included families of seven or eight persons 
in which there was at least one child under 16; it was a rather mixed 
group, but 80 infrequent as to make further refinement unwarranted.' 

As far as frequency of these types is concerned, the four types each 
containing four memhers or less constituted 77.7 percent of all com
plete families. The most common family type was the first, con
taining only the husband and wife; more than one-fourth of all the 
complete native white families came within that class. Families of 
seven or more, in contrast, accounted for only 4.5 percent of the 
native white families in Chicago containing hushand and wife. The 

I ODlJ as pwaeDt or u. &otaI. baU", .... blte oomplete Dm1llIII be.lcmpd to this t1Pl. 

"'021·-39---4 
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FAMILY INCOME IN CmCAGO 

FAMILY TYPES FOR INCOME STUDY 

TYPE , TYPE II 

TYPE IV 

TYPE VI 

TYPE VIII 

TYPE III 

TYPE V 

TYPE VII 

• 
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distribution of the family types in the random sample of complete 
native white families in Chicago was as shown in the following 
tabulation: 

PBmDJ' type 
All 

t .... 
I n m IV V VI vn VIn Other 

--r------
AU families: 

Number ••• _____ • ________ 28. 51S 7.'" 6, 412 ~738 ~m ..... 1,847 OM .. 7 ..., 
Percent. __ ." ____ • ________ 100.0 .... IG.O 111 "", ... U 3.3 U I. 2 

Reller (amill _________________ 100.0 17.7 16.2 IU 12.7 12., lao 8.1 I .• U 
Nonrellef tamJlles. __ • ________ 100.0 .... I'" I". 21.1 ... U as u •• 

TABLE 22.-1""" .... charaderioliCll of family typo. 

(AD white ramuias i.ocludlng husband and wile, both native born] 

]lamB), type 

I .. __ _ ___ .. ________ ." .. ____ _ 
11 .• _" ... __ ._ .. _._. _____________ _ 
III .. ___ ... _. ___________________ _ 
IV .... ____ . ____ . ________________ . 
V __ .. ____ ._. __________ .. ________ _ 
Vl. ..... __ . ____ .. _____ . __ ... ____ _ 
"11. ___________ .... " ___ "'_" '.'_ 
VIlL .....................• __ ... . 
OLhel' ......................... .. 

Median 
income I 

$I,MI 
),liltl 

I. "" 1,907 

I. "" 1,413 
1,745 
2. 43.\ 
1,786 

Third 
quartile 
point I 

$2,127 
2. 179 .. "'" .. "" .... 10 
"084 
~700 
3.675 
~ .... 

1 lncludiDc ramlliell which had been on reliel dUl"iDa the,..,.. 

Pemmtap or ftunUies wbjch 
bad incomes or-

~~:r 1------,-------

... 
7 .• 

lUi 
0.0 

tao 
20.0 
al ., 
27 •• 

Under 11,000 $5,000 and 
(nooreliel) over 

"'6 
1>3 ... 
11.8 
8.1 

11.5 
U 
5.' 
U 

14 
I .• 
U ... 
8.7 
2.1 
'.2 
&7 ... 

Iuom. by family typ •. -In table 22, and in figure VIII, the family 
types are compared according to their relative economic position. 
Judged on the basis of income criteria alone, type VIII, large families 
composed entirely of adults, is in unquestionably the best position. 

At the bottom of the income scale come families of type VI, with 
three or four young children and a high degree of dependence on a 
single earner. The two-person families are near the bottom of the 
income scale, which is not surprising, since many of these are either 
young couples which have not yet achieved peak earnings, or older 
families in which the children have grown up and left the economic 
family, while the head has passed the peak of his earning capacity. 
These are followed by II and III, which have one to four children and 
no adults in addition to the parents. Types IV and V, which have 
at least one additional adult, occupy a position near the top. 

It is thus apparent that the income status of the family depends to 
a c.onsiderable e:<tent on the number of potential earners, and that 
the age of the family head is also an important factor. But income 
status does not tell the whole story, since it does not take into ac
count the number of persons who have to be supported by the given 
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income. The importance of family composition in determining the 
economic welfare of the family is evident if we examine the percent
ages of the different family types which had been on relief at some 
time during the schedule year. The position of type VII is partic
ularly striking. It comprises families of seven or eight persons, from 
one to five of which are under 16 years of age. On the basis of income 
criteria alone, this family type occupies a favorable position, but it 
also has the highest proportion on relief (23.1 percent), except for 
the "Other" group. When most of the family members, in addition 
to husband and wife, were adults, the average income of this family 
type was high; when it included four to six children, its economic 
position was poor. 

TABU 23.-Di •• n'butitm of family .yp .. at 'peciMd i_me ituel., by occupatitmal 
group 

[All white famllies including husband and wile. both native born] 

a. ALL INOOMES 

N onrellef 1'amllies 

FamUy type In ... Salaried No galn~ Reller 
AU 0CC\l. rundent --patlona] Wille Clerical "".oss business fully em· ..,.or and pro- ployed IIfOU", and pro· losslonal maru_ 1e88lonal 

P.,uwl Perce". P.,M11 - """'" p""", Pnunl 
AU complete famllles. __ 100.0 100. • 100.0 100. 100.0 100. 100.. 

L ...................... .... .... .... .... .... 67.6 17.7 n. ___ ....... ____ .. ______ ID.4 IG,8 ".7 17.1 ,.,.' ••• I&> 
IlL •... _' ... , ___ , ..... __ 12.8 13.6 116 ll.. I" • "7 I" IV. ___ . __ .. _____ ..... __ :11.1 :I),. 22.. 22.' 20 .• .... IU V.

o
• ________ • ____ • ______ U ••• &2 8.. ••• • •• lao Vl .. ___ . ___ .• ___________ 

'.7 .. 7 .. ~. • •• I.' 116 VIL •. _ ... _._ ... __ •..... .. S •• U ... 2.1 •• 8.1 vnl. ........ _ .. _. __ . __ . U '.a • •• I .• ... .8 I .• Otber •.• _ ... ~ ••• _ ..•.... •• I.' •• •• •• 1.1 ••• 
b. UNDER tl,ooo 

All oompate ramw •••.. lin. 100. • 100. 100. 100. • 100.0 100. 0 

L ...................... .U 31.1 .... .. .. <a. 
11.. ..................... 21. 7 OS. ... IU 21.6 
111. .•..•.••.•. _ ......... 112 140 •• I •• 11.1 ... 
IV ................... _ .. 17.0 ... .... IU I" 

~:::::::::::::::::::::: u ... as u .. 
u .. a u .. I .• vu. __ '" __ ............. I.' ... I .• •• 18 

VIII .................... •• I .• I .• •• I .• 
0_ ....... _ ........... •• •• .1 --... -..... •• 

&G. 0 18. 7 
11.0 16.11 
1.6 14.. 

21.0 12.3 
4.0 10.11 
1.7 14.2 
1.0 7.6 
.3 J. I 

1.4 3.0 

o. OVE R sa.cm 
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Next to VII in proportion on relief came VI, with three or four 
children and no additiona.l adults. Then came V, with one to three 
children and one additiona.l adult, in some cases an earner, often an 
additiona.l dependent. The families with the smallest proportion on 
relief were in type VIII, with three or four additiona.l adults and no 
children; IV, with three or more potential earners and not more than 
one child; and I, the husband-and-wife families. 

Another approach to the comparison of family type with income is 
offered in table 23, which shows, by occupationa.l groupings, the distri
bution of family types among all native white complete families, 
among those with incomes of less than $1,000, and among those with 
incomes of $5,000 and over. Attention has already been drawn to 
the fact that the two-person family (type I) was the most common 
one; it represented 24 percent or more of the total in each occupational 
group, when all incomes are lumped together. Among the families 
with incomes under $1,000, family type I predominated even more 
heavily, forming from about one-third to one-ha.lf of the total in each 
occupational group. Among the families with incomes of $5,000 and 
over, however, family type IV, containing at least three adults, was 
the dominant one. 

Here again we note that the significance of family type was most 
striking for the wage-earner group, where the opportunity to achieve 
an iricome as high as $5,000 depended almost entirely upon the 
presence of two or more earners in the family. To a lesser, but 
nevertheless an appreciable extent, the clerical and sa.laried profes
sional families were more often at the higher income levels when they 
belonged to family type IV, with an extra adult, than when they 
belonged to family types II, III, and VI, which had only children 
under 16. 

One factor that must not be ignored here is that, in the families 
with one or more children under 16, the head is usually younger than 
in the families with only adults, and may not yet have reached his 
t-op earnings. Furthermore, in families with young children there is 
less possibility of the wife being an earner. Insofar as family types 
with young children were represented in the lower income bands 
among business and independent professional families, the low in
comes reflected, not so much the absence of additiona.l earners, but 
rather the youth of the head of the family. This finding is in line 
with what was pointed out in chapter III (p. 31), that the incomes of 
families in these occupationa.l groups were determined chiefly by the 
earning capacity of the principal earner. 

Family riu and occupation.-It is commonly assumed that wage
earner families tend to be larger than those of professional and sa.laried 
executive persons. Our random sample of native white families for 
Chicago does not distinguish the wage-earner group markedly in this 
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respect if the general average is taken for nonrelief fa.mili.es only, as 
shown below: 

~~cal~_":~~:~:::::::::::::::: t g =:~ ~~':o;'~::::::::::::: t ~ 
Independent business •• __________ 3. 5 No gainfully employed members. _ 2. 7 
Independent professionaL ________ 3. 4 All families _________________ 3. 5 

It has already been noted, however, that of the relief fa.mili.es, 
nveraging 4.3 persons, more than three-fifths were in the waglHl&l1ler 
classification. Even if we compare the occupational groups among 
nonrelief fa.mili.es only, we find that the wage earners had more than 
their proportionate share of families with more than four persons 
(types V, VI, VII, VIII, and other)_ These larger family types 
accounted for 23 percent of the wage-ea.rner group of native white 
complete families, as against about 18 percent for the salaried business 
and professional fa.mili.es (see table 23). Combining the native white, 
foreign born, and colored, we find that of the complete families 30 
percent in the wBglHl&l1ler occupations were in the large family types, 
while among the salaried business and professional fa.mili.es only 17 
to 21 percent were in the larger family types (see table 24)." 
\ 

TABU H.-Famili<. 0' dijfermt <><eupaUonal fTOupo. by ,amily Iypo 

[All famllIes lDclw:llDg both husband and wife) 

N......., 

hmU,. 'J'PI AU ... Indo- NogaiD- Relief 

"'pa- W ... lude-
paodm' - """'''''' Iully .... ....... 

Uon&.l ....., Cloriool c,t,::'! prof85- b ......... proros- ployed 

"'.", Ii_ Ii_ mom-
bars 

----- -- -- -- -..., -- -- -- --AU famU,. tJ'Plll'_ •. 100. 0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 '00.0 100. 0 100.0 1000 100.0 

1.,-------_ .•.•••••• ... 1 .... n. .. , .... 23.7 .,., ""0 .... 
11. __ • __ •...•..••••• 14.7 14.1 IU 114 IU 19.9 ,ao U 11.2 
IIl. __ ............. _ 11.0 II ... 107 lUi I" 'U 0 .• 10 100 IV _. _________ . _____ ".7 .... To.a .. I ... 0 907 ... 0 .... I" V .••. __ •. __________ 10." 11.8 LO 10. U 0.0 7.7 U 112 
yl..-- ............. 6.. ~I t.O t.O .. U U I.' 10.1 
"11 __ ....... _ ...... '.S ... •• ., 17 U 19 •• I'" 
"Ill and other ..... U U &5 .. 13 .. 7 U I .• 7.1 

The anolysis of family type has been confined to fa.mili.es containing 
both husband and wife, since the major part of the expenditure data 
secured in the entire investigation apply to this group. The numerical 
importance of the incomplete fa.mili.es as a tot&!, both among native 
white and foreign as well as among Negro families, is evident from the 
data in table 25. It will be seen that nearly one-third of the Negro 

I Tbe ~ that ehildnn In ......-rner fuDWes becomI .u-supporting ad _ft home at a..uer ... 
lban ehUdreb In otber oeaupaUonallf'OUt- may have rwdUODd tbe d~ fa avwqe sUa. 

The anal~ 01 si&e of flUllily ... byprodUClt or tbII study. OriPnai tabulatioos were DO& made b,. 
Ol'CUlllllion for ndief funDies beoaUllll of tbe quastioDable cbander of the OClt'UpUioba) clesicnaIioD of..u.t 
famW.. CombinlD& relter aDd nonreUeIlamUies we esUmate would .... tbt • ...., .. at........,... 
aDd drerkJt.lfam.1Ull br D.11DIID .... T .. ~woald. DOt beClbaDted. 
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families and nea.rly one-fourth of the native white families were cla.ssed 
as incomplete, while only 18.3 percent of the foreign bom families 
fell into this group. 

It will be observed also tha.t family type I (husba.nd and wife only) 
is less frequent a.mong the foreign bom than among the native, and 
strikingly more frequent a.mong the Negro families than a.mong the 
white. The foreign bom ha.ve much sma.Iler percentages in family 
types II and III (one and two children under 16, respectively) than 
do the native white, but a relatively higher proportion in the adult 
family types IV, V, and VIII.' The effect of this prevalence of addi
tional adult members a.mong the foreign bom families is to give us, 
for the whole Chicago community, a larger number of families in 
family type IV (three or four adulte) than in family type I. The 
exclusively adult families (types I and VIII), when combined, account 
for about one-fourth of a.IJ the complete families in the city. 

TABLIO %i.-Familll Iyp. composition among familiu of op.ciji£d color and flGtirlity 

Wbl .. 
An_ N .... 

FamIIy\ype 
Total white Native F_born 

P<nmt p""," p""," """'" h_ 
AD -.y types .••.•.•.••••••••• .00. • .00.0 100.0 .00.0 100.0 
Complete tamllIes _______________ 78.. 19.' ,aT 81.7 67.6 

I. ........................... 17.8 17.4 19.4 .U .... II. ______ .. ____________ . _____ lUI 11.6 .U .. 0 '.3 m __________________________ ... ... .0.0 ,., as IV ___________________________ 
... 6 .... .U 22., .as V ___________________________ ... .., U .u U VL __________________________ ... U ••• ... ... 

vn ...... _ ................... u ao u •• • •• vru and other. _____________ U ... a7 "0 ... 
Incomplete WnWeli •• _____ •• ____ 2Le "' .. .... ...3 .. .. 

• Tbb might; be upeoted, Iinee along period of Immfgration restriction baa leR DB with a torefgD bom 
group heavily weighted with memben mlddl&aged or older. 



Chapter IV 

Sources of Family Income 

For the study of the economic family as a consumer group, it is 
desirable that all factors entering into the total income and purchasing 
power of the family be taken into consideration. Family earnings 
include the contributions of secondary earners as well as of the prin
cipal earner, and joint as well as individual earnings. Other money 
income includes receipts from rents, interest, dividends, annuities, 
pensions, cash gifts, and similar sources of current family income.' 

Certain measurable forms of nonmoney income must also be recog
nized as part of the family income picture, in order that the income 
level by which families are classified may reflect their real purchasing 
power. Nonmoney income is of printary importance in comparing 
the levels of living of home owners with those of renters. To place 
the home owners at their proper income levels in relation to renters, 
the full rental value of their homes has been treated as housing 
expenditure. After deduction of mortgage interest, taxes, insurance, 
and repairs, the remainder has been treated as imputed income from 
the investment in the home, and added to the net money income to 
give total family income. Another item of nonmoney income is the 
free occupancy of a family dwelling received in payment for services, 
as in the ease of the resident manager of an apartment house. 

No estimate was secured from families on the value of public relief 
received in cash or in kind, except that wages from work on relief 
projecte were included in money earnings. 

The conditions under which income is produced may enter into the 
determination of a family's plane of living, even as does the total 
income of the family. If the wife is an earner, the family may spend 
a part of its income on servants, where otherwise the care of children 
and other domestic duties would be performed by the housewife. The 
eize of the family's transportation bill and the amount spent for 
eating out may be affected by the number of members who are earners. 
The pattern of expenditurea for recreation, the relative importance of 
medical care-and personal care in the family budget-these too may 
be affected by the manner in which the family income is built up. 

A discussion of the sources of family income will be presented under 
three general heads, namely: (1) Money earnings; (2) other sources 

I S. p. 1 ,. OODOIIp\ of lnoomt II UIed hi ~ .. dUd.J. 
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of money income; (3) nonmoney income from housing. The relative 
significance of each of these sources of income is shown in table 26, 
which sets forth the component elements of recorded family income 
in terms of the percentage reported from each source. 

In the case of native white families containing husband and wife, 
our present study attributed nearly 94 percent of aggregate family 
income to individual earnings; for incomplete families, approximately 
80 percent of aggregate family income W8S derived from individual 
earnings. These high percentages for earned income would seem to· 
place income from other sources appreciably below the estimates of 
income from property made in previous studies attempting to allocate 
the shares in the national income. One element of apparent dis
crepancy between our distribution of family income data and that of 
other related studies concerns the subject of profits of entrepreneurs 
and represents a difference in definition. In the present study the net 
income made available to the family by an entrepreneur from the 
operation of his business or profession was treated 8S "earnings," and 
was thus put on the same basis as the earnings from wages, salaries, 
fees, or oommi";ons.' Profits retained in the business, and therefore 
not available as family income, did not get into our family income 
picture. In the same way gains from investments, which remained 
in corporate hands and were not released to members of the family, 
did not come within our purview of family income. 

TABLE 28.-Aggregate family income, by 80urceB, lor jamilua oj ,pecified color and 
natiuity 1 

Native white 
All ....... 

Sources of Income fami- born N..,. , ... 
All Com- lucom- white 

plate .... ~ 
----------

l'<Fml' Pnunl p""", p""", p,,- PeretTll TotallDcoID8. ________________________________________ 
100.0 10110 un. un. 100. • 100.. 

= F=== Money income __________________________ .- _________ -- _ .... .... 97.' .... .... "" --
Earnings: lndlvidaalearnings _______________________________ 

00.7 9UI .... 79 .• 00.1 .... 
Roomers a.nd boarders Bnd work In home _________ 1.1 1.0 .7 U 1.0 U Money income other than earnings ___________________ '.7 '.B ~7 1>8 '.8 '.7 

Nonmoney iOOOID8 from housing 1 _____________________ ... 3.' ~7 U 4.l 1.0 

I Includes nOlll'ellef Income and W. P. A. earnings of famUies receiving relief. 
I NODmOney iDcomelrom housing was :reported (rom 2 source&-lrom owned homes and from rent nK:eived 

as pay. 

In contrast with individual income returns, a reported family 
income of $5,000 or more may represent the contributions of several 
breadwinners in the family, no one of whom, possibly, earns more 

• Loa!ea 8U!talDed by the tamUY. either In bus1nesa operated by a famlly member, or on reel .tale 01' 

other property owned by famUy members, were deducted from income. so that the flgIlres used were for 
net lDoomee of the 'amUles. 
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than $2,000. Finally, the technique of field interviews must be 
expected to result in an underrepresentation of certain extremely 
high income families, and perhaps especially of that substantial part 
of their income from sources other than earnings. Thus the dis
tribution of income by sources as discussed in the present chapter 
must be taken to portray the situation for the bulk of families, and 
for the bulk of income that can reasonably be expected to enter into 
the mllSS consumption pattern of the families of the resident com
munity in Chicago. None the less, the data collected in tbe com
posite sample of the present study built up the aggregate estimated 
income for all families in Chicago to the respectable figure of $1,327,-
000,000 for the schedule year 1935-36. 

Pattern. of aggregate irn:017Ie by 8ource8.-In the percentage distribu
tion of aggregate income for Chicago, as given in table 26, the most 
noteworthy variance is that between complete and incomplete 
families. Among tbe native white families, those containing husband 
and wife reported only 6 percent of aggregate income as coming from 
sources other than individual money earnings. The broken families, 
on the other hand, derived more than 20 percent of aggregate family 
income from sources other than individual earnings. The frequent 
absence of a male head of the family among the incomplete families 
was a major reason for the difference; this was corroborated by the 
preponderance of widows over widowers, and by the receipts from 
life insurance annuities or inheritances, as well as by the frequent 
resort to roomers and boarders as a source of income, among families 
which did not contain husband and wife. Among the Negro families, 
the income from roomers and boarders stood out; 4 percent of aggre
gate family income in the Negro group was derived from roomers and 
boarders,' as compared with 1 percent obtained from this source by 
the white families, foreign as well as native. This greater frequency 
of roomers and boarders was due in part to the larger percentage of 
incomplete families found among the Negroes; in part to the concen
tration of housing facilities for Negro families within limited areas 
and the high cost of independent housing relative to their total income. 
I t may be noted here that the families which derive income from room
ers and boarders are predominantly in the low income groups, so that 
the earnings from roome·rs and boarders, even though small, tend to 
form a high percentage of total income. 

The analysis of the sources of income will reveal three general 
patterns (see also fig. IX): 

(1) Eamtd irn:omu constituted the highest percentage of total 
family income in the middle income brackets, with relatively greater 
supplementation from other sources in the extremely low and ex
tremely high income classes . 

• A small pu't of this lDaoIu 'hi dirt ved from IrnIUlar work la lbt t:.om.. 
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(2) lneome from rO()'fM1'8 and boarders and the imputed ineome from 

housing both accounted for a relatively high percentage of total 
incomes which were under $1,000; the percentage gradually decreases 
as we move up the family income ecale. 

(3) Nomo.rnea f1UYIIe!I incomu were relatively important in the 
extremely low and the extremely high income brackete and relatively 
unimportant in the middle income brackete. In the low income 
brackete, the other eources of income were represented mainly by 
pensions or annuities, and gifte; in the high income brackete, they 
consisted mainly of interest, dividends, and rente from property. 

DiBtrib-ution of ~rners.-All but 7 percent of the nonrelief families 
scheduled in Chicago reported incomes from individual earnings. 
Only 3 families out of 10 had more than 1 earner; and but 1 in 12 
had more than 2 earners (table 27). Among the native white families, 
the percentage with no earners was nearly eight times as high among 
the broken families as among those contaiuing husband and wife. 
Supplementary earners were also relatively more frequent among the 
incomplete families than among the husband-and-wife families. 
Slightly over half the incomplete families were supported by one 
earner alone, while among the complete families, more than three
fourths derived their income from a single earner (table 27). 

TAB .... Z7.-Dialributi<m ollamil;" by number olea ........ lor lamilu. olop"';Ji<d 
color and nativity 

a. BBLIEF AND NONRBLIEJ' FAMILIES COMBINED 

Native white famlUee All torelgc AnN .... Numt.-ofearoen All fBInIllIII born whUe -An Complete 
1Daom_ -

"""'" -.... "" .... - - """'" 'I'otol ••••.•••••••............• 1IXl. ° 100.O 100. ° 100.0 100.O 1.000 

Noeemer ...•................. • •• ... I .• .... •. 0 1&2 I earner .• __________________ ._. .... n.' 77.' 61.3 "-7 .&7 learn .... __ ._._ .... __________ . I~' I .. ' I ... li,l 22.8 1&7 
1.,1UII"II ••• __ ••• _ •.• __ ._ •••••. .., 1.1 10 U &0 '.0 
.. 01' anor. 1IIlt'Den •.• _ • '-0---0- 2.1 .0 .7 I .• U I.' 

b. NONRBLIEP' FAMILlE8 

Total. _ • __ • __ • _ ••• __ • ___ . _ . __ ·1_.....:IOIl::.:O+_:::IOIl=-::o .1--.:,:::oo.:::o:'I-_.:IOIl:::.:o.I __ '::OO::.' O:'f-._...:::IOIl:::O 
NOearnel' ..• _____ ..• __ •• __ .. __ e.e &.. 2..6 IIUi 7.1 6.0 
leamer •• _ •.. _ ••• _............ M_" 710 77_.6 52.7 65.5 &.6 
learDen .•.•••••••..•••.•.••. _ 31.6 17.' Ull 21.... 28.8 28.7 
ltamen ..••• ___ ..........•... 8.2 &.4 1.1 4..,6 til. 7 1.2 
... or moq eaf"Del'I........ . . . . . . 2.' I. 0 • 8 1. • a. I L :r 

The foreign born white families had about the same proportion of 
no-eamer families as did the native white, but a conspicuously large 
proportion (more than 37 percent) had supplementary earners. Of 
the N~gro families which did not receive any relief during the year, 
1_ than 6 percent bad no earners. Their proportion of two-eamer 
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families was the same as that of the foreign born (23.7 percent), but 
the proportion of Negro families with three or more earners was 
considerably less than half that among the foreign born. In terms 
of nonrelief families with ea.rnIDgs, we may say that 8 out of 10 were 
sole-ea.rner families among the native white, 7 out of 10 among the 
Negro, and 6 out of 10 among the foreign born families. 

Principal and supplementary earner8.-The principal earners pro
vided the bulk of family earnings.' This is particularly true of the 
native white nonrelief families containing husband and wife. In 
that group, out of approximately $510,000,000 of aggregate family 
earnings, $463,000,000 were attributable to the principal earners. 
Only in the wage-earner and clerical groups did supplementary earnings 
account for as much as 9 percent of aggregate family earnings. In 
the case of the clerical families, more than half of the supplementary 
earnings went to families in the income bands of $3,000 and over. 
In the case of the wage-eamer families, more than half the aggregate 
of supplementary earnings went to families in the income brackets 
from $2,500 up.' For both of these occupational classifications, the 
presence of supplementary earners was significantly related to family 
ea.rnIDgs in all income bands above $1,500. For wage-earner families 
with incomes of $3,000 and over, the families with supplementary 
earners actually exceeded in number the sole-earner families. In the 
cleric.al group for the income brackets $3,000 and above, families 
with supplementary earners were almost as frequent as the sole
earner families. Supplementary earners were generally infrequent in 
the business and professional classifications, although the salaried 
professional families had relatively more supplementary earners than 
did those in the business and independent professional groups. The 
median incomes of sole-earner and multiple-earner families by occu
pational groups were as follows for native white complete families: 

Families with-

Oocup8.tlonal group 
Any ........ I earner only More than L ......, 

All occupatlons. _____________________________________ • _______ _ 
$1,818 ,I,73S ...... 

1,5."07 1.469 1 .... 
I .... 1,867 2.319 
~4(17 2.314 aIM 

Wage earner ._._ .. " ___ . ______________________________________ _ 
ClericaL ____________________ A ____ • _______________ ._. ___ • _____ _ 

Dus~ and professloDaL __________________________________ _ 

Although the principal earner dominates the total income pattern, 
and the influence of supplementary earners is concentrated in the 
wage-earner and clerical families, the effect of supplementary earnings 
is nevertheless appreciable in raising the general income level among 
all Chicago families. Utilizing the data in table 28, it may be shown 
that for families not on relief, the median income for two-eamer fami-

• ID tbis discussion sole earnen ore treated. together with the chief eamers 10 multiple-eBmer 1am1lles. u 
p.r:\Dclpal 8IlI'Dets • 

• Tabular 8\UDIIlaQ'. see. B, table SA. pp. 141-142. 
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lies is 23 percent above that of sole-earner families; for families with 
three earners, 38 percent above that of two-earner families; for 
families of four or more earnera, 25 percent above that of three-earner 
families' (see also fig. X). 

TABLE 18.-Median inoomu by number oj eamer". for families of specified color 
and natritity 

[Nonrelle1 rammesJ 

No earner 1 ....... 2.....,..,. ........ 4 or more .. "" .. 
All famUl •. __________ • __ . _______ .... 11,480 11,818 S2, 612 $3,127 

Nath'8 whit ... _________ . ___ . ___ ._ 738 1 .... ~032 ~m ..... 
Foreign whlte ______ ..... __ ._. ___ 43' 1 .... ~T.18 ~ .. 1 3,017 
Negro .. ____ -- --- --_. -_ .• " •. -- ___ I m 11711 I.'"" 1.038 1.87li 

Family type also played a significant role in determining the sources 
from which family earnings were drawn (see table 29). Over 98 per
cent of total earnings came from the principal earner in types II and 
III, a scant 85 percent in types IV and V. The role of the husband 
as principal earner was much less important in types IV and V than 
it was in the two-person families, or in types II and m, with only 
young children. Supplementary eamera contributed about one
seventh of total earnings among families of types IV and V, and over 
one-third in the group labeled "other" (consisting chiefly of type 
VIII, the large families of adults). Most of these supplementary 
earnings, as might be expected, came from membera of the family 
other than the husband and wife.' 

TABLE II.-Total f1IOMy eaming. diltributtd aecording to IOUrce. by family type 
(White nonreUef famIlIM lacludilll bll8bud and wire. boUt native born) 

FamllIesor 
all 1.)'1)88 

II and IV and VI and 
III V VU 

---------1----1---1------------
Prrentl ~ Pm:rrII PrTmti Pm:ew' Pm::rttI 

AUearnlnp.. ___ . __ ..... ________ .•••• ____ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Prioelpalearnvs......................... W.7 tH.I D8.a 84.8 U7 66.1 
Husband........................... 85..8 81.1 ~~----s7:i"-----.-a 
Wlft'................................ 1.4 1.0 .8 1.1 .3 .8 
Otbar ...•...•...•................... I==~ .. ~.=I.......... .......... 7.6 1.6 14.8 

iSUpplemeDt&rrearnen .•• ···· ••••••.••. I __ -i .. ".+_T .. T7 1.3 14.6 7.8 34.4 
nusband ........... __ .............. 1.6 1.1 --.-3 -U--•. -. --.. -, 
Wlfft................................. 1.8 a... 1.0 1.5 .6 1.0 

ROO=:~" ~. ~.~. ~:~ .. ~ .I==.;~.;.+;;;;;;;;+;;;;;;;;+= • .;~.;.+=;;~.;.+=;; ... ;;;;. 
home •••••••••••.•••••••.••••.•••••••• . , 1.2 •• . , .5 •• 
• Another .. ., ol.tlDlaUq: the LDa..ttoe otsapplamea&al7eamen upaa lbe lDcome lewlls toew:nulat.e 

P"OUPI 01 famU1ea aoc:ordinl to tbe bumbel' of e.raen. ThtD U we start willi tbe mediaD. iDoome of 1M3 
for bHlU'llV ramWea. \be .ddllioD. of 0DHU'IlIII' ramm. raiaeI the median to 11,408; ~d&Dc tWOoCm1lB 
"funIlt. nbM tbe mediaD to II.aIM: the IndtDioa 01 ~ ramWee steps up tb JDed1aD to 11,657; 
ud with \be.bIorptton of 1amW. ooaca1Dbq: lour (II' men __ lato U. aanaace. .. mediullDr tbe 
lo&alsample 11 rabed to ".s:'8. 

t It is 1lb1J' \bat.IUDOOC lbe ........ lamiHee (the 'totbw·'If'OUp. aDd. to. _1Idebt. fuDilleI of type Vll) • 
• t'IDD5I.d .. ble Dum_ wen made up of "doub""" ttou.bolds,. wbicb bad Jo1Ded fon.'If!I!I doe to etODOIIlic 
pt"IIIIiSUre. In tuch ramtu ... as mich\ .. ~, botb tbe JJriDdtal UId sapplemenlarJeuDlno&berlbaD 
busbud IIDd 1I'iII Cl'lDtribQted si(U.lhan, heUoDI of U. total fuD1I7lDCD111L 
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The relationship between inCome level and the number of earners, 
among families with earners, is more marked for the foreign born 
and Negro families than it is for the native white. As will be seen 
by reference to table 30, the contrast is not striking for the income 
brackete below $750, probably because the number of weeks of em
ployment is lower for the native white than for the others, offsetting 
differences in rates of po.y.8 But from $750 to $5,000 it is true for 
all income intervals, almost without exception, that more earners are 
required to produce 0. given family income among the foreign born 
than among the native whites, and in many cases, more among the 
Negroes than among the foreign born. As income for the native 
white families increases from $750 to $5,000, the number of earners 
rises from 1.11 to 1.92 per family. For the foreign born over the 
same span of incomes, the increase in the number of earners is from 
1.23 to 2.92 earners per family. An average of two or more earners 
was present in all foreign born families in all income bands between 
$2,250 and $7,500. Above $7,500, the large income of the principal 
earners in business or professional activities, rather than the frequency 
of supplementary earners, accounted for the higher incomes of the 
foreign born as well as of native families. The Negro families, with 
1.23 earners at $750, had an average of 2.57 earners per family in the 
$3,000 to $3,500 income band. 

TABLII SO.-Average numbe,. o/eorner. and alJerage income from sczming. of ina;" 
viduau, per family with eornsrB, by income 

INonrellef families of :specl6ed oolor and naUvlt)'] 

AlIfamUl81 Native white Foreign born white 

InoomG clBS1 A\'emge Av ...... A_ Av ..... Average A""""", 
Income Income Inoome Dumber from In· number from In· number frnm in· of earn· dlvldual of earn· dh'ldual oloarn- divldual en earnl .... on earnings on ----------------

All flUDlllos. ___ •••••• 1.43 11,74ft 1." $1.901 1.60 81, 8M 
= {Todor S2r0. __ •.• ____ 1. It '" 1.17 1M 1.12 162 

$2.0,0-.... 00 •••• ____ •• __ 1.16 ... 1.13 ... I. 18 3M 
$..'>OO-$i4.9 •• _ •••••••• _ 1.16 ." 1." oro 1.19 ... 
li=.:Mo::~:::::: US 801 1.11 600 1.23 &01 

1.21 I,On 1.16 I .... 1.26 I.'" 
$I,2.'()-$I, .99 ••••••••• 1.31 I. "'" 1.21 1,218 I." 1.254 
.1,~1.74Q ..... ___ . 1.37 1. "" 1.22 I, "" 1.62 I .... 
tl, 7r.o-$l,99{L. _____ •• 1.38 1,71\1 I." 1,778 1." I. "" $2.fIX)-$:l,:z.g _ . _ ••• _ •• l.42 1,991 I." 2oOl? 1." I, "" 
S2,2.""l~,4(19. _ ••• ____ I.., 12'. 1.32 ~ ... ~ .. ~ ... 
t.!.!>l)I)-.fJ,WO. ________ I. OIl 2,1>al LlII a ... a III 2, 516 
$3,ooo-$3 ... IKL •••••••• 1.87 ..... 1." all,. as1 .. '" S3,&l)-$3,IML __ • __ ._ 1.1111 ~ ."" 1.&0 ~"" UII ~ ... 
S4.~ ... D'iL __ ... _ •• 127 ~ ... 1. \10 &11m UI ~ ... t·-.s<· ... ···,,···· .22 4, tSi 1. tl2 4,473 an ..... 

,000-$7,400._ ....... I." ~." 1.67 a. 421 "74 M36 
Ii' ,fIO()-$9, IJ9lL •• ______ 1.6i 7.062 1." 7,5;'3 1.71 6, 610 
110,000 and over ....• 1.61 la. 001 1." 12,425 I. 1M) 10."" 

• AveI'll(l'M not oompuLed for fewe.r thaD a CUlL 

Negro 

A ...... 
Dumber 
of earn-

en 
---

1.38 

1.00 
1.11 
1. ,. 
1. ,. 
1.211 
1.4t 
1." 
1.47 
1.\11 
1.83 
I. .. 
U7 

l:j 
(0 

..... '._ .. 
--- ----._-... -----_. 

A_ 
Inoome 
ftom In-
divldual -$1. ... 

104 ... ... ... 
1,01 • • .. I." 
1.' 
1 • ... 
1.117 • ... ~ 
2,33 2 ... .. 

(OJ 
F -------.. -...... _--. 

"._ ....... 

'It m.,. even be said thllt the Necro IMbWes required I." ... eamus to lJI"Oduoe runny lnoomes 8I'OWld 
SlIOO beMWID thl' bracket Included rq:ul ... fu1Mlme Nqrowort"ers wlthearnlnp no&ezceediDgSl2 perweet • 
.... btlo anUlD& lbo.bit .. lbo$llOOiDl'lOlDe band 1It'. bMvilywel&bted ... IIb bot.h principal atld supplemeutary 
Ml'nN'S wboee employment. ..... apondic, evu. t.hcIu&b their bow'b' 01' weekq wapa were hJgber UlaD tltote 
of the Necroea. 

T4021°~ 
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The increasing importance of supplementary earners as we go 
from lower to higher income bracket.. is due not merely to the presence 
of more supplementary earners per family; it is also due to the fact 
that the average earnings per supplementary earner were higher in 
the upper than in the lower income bands. For example, in the 
$1,000 to $1,249 income bracket, where the principal earners (native 
white) showed an average of $1,017, the supplementary earners 
averaged $273. In the income band $2,250 to $2,499, where the 
principal earners averaged $2,039, the supplementary earners averaged . 
$672. lot the $4,000 income level, where the principal earners 
averaged $3,082, we get an average of $992 per supplementary earner. 
Table 31, from which these examples are taken, indicates a similar 
trend for the foreign born. In the case of the Negro families, the 
average earnings per supplementary earner varied less widely from 
income bracket to income bracket, the dependence for increasedfamily 
income being mainly upon an increase in the number of earners per 
family.· 

TAlI .... 31.-A''''Gf/' IOrni"l/' oj principallOmerB and oj individual supplememGry 
earner., by income 

(Nonnllef tamllIes of apeclfied color and nativity} 

All famlIJes I Native white I Foreign born white I N""" 

Inoome ..... Supple- .Dpp!e. SappI&- Supple-Princlpal Principal Principal Principal ........ mentan' 
"""'" 

menta>"y 
"""'" 

menta>"y ...- menta>"y -- """'" .an", ........, 
All tamlIJes... •.•••••• '1.488 - $1 •• lOll. $1,292 $572 $Ill. -Under $26CL •• ______ "0 " ... 6' ,.. 51 1M --------78 _ .............. 327 .. 329 .. 3 •• S' ... $54X)-I749 ____________ 

522 157 ... '50 ... .52 ... .87 
11750·_ •••.•••..... 707 .0. 779 ,.,. 757 '00 757 ... 
,l,QOO-$I,249. ________ .., 25' 1,017 273 ... ... 936 28' $l,2Ii()-.,$1,f98. ________ 1,158 338 ~206 333 ~l>O ... ~080 "'" 11,600-$1,749. ________ 1.342 ... • '.428 ... 1,257 ... '. ,.,. .,. 
$l,71i()-.$1,V9l'-. _______ ..... 487 ..... ... 1,46(1 .71 1, 410 ... $2,000-$2,:M9 _________ 

1.757 ... US, ... ~ ... ... ",06 .. . 
... 250-$2, ............ 1.871 608 ~039 672 ~637 ... ~ ... on ....................... . .... ... ~lT1 715 '.706 680 .,846 541 
S3,OOD-$3,499 __ ._._. __ 2,286 780 2,'" 877 k: 730 ~'l37 "'" $3,500-.$3,_._ •. __ . __ ..... ... 2. 918 ... 86 • 

~l !~ ",{)()()-44,499. _. _. ____ ..... 878 ~082 082 2,504 ,.. 
.. ,500-$4:, _______ . __ 3,.101,9 ..... ~ ... 1,168 ~ ... ... S6,()()()--$7,499 _________ <.207 ~ ... <'''' '.300 ,,367 ~'86 _._------- -----_._--.... -............. ..... ~497 6,493 . .... ',823 1,101 ._----_._- ---_ .. ----$10.000 and over _____ • 0. ... ~ ... 10, 913 ..... ~,.,. U'7 . __ . __ ._-- ----_.--.-

• Averape not compo,tedfor fewer-Ulan 8 cu.. 

Supplementary e41"1W8 aa related to occupation.-The earlier dis
cussion (ch. ill) of occupation as an influence on earnings included 
mention of the fact that wage earners and clerical workers commonly 
required supplementary earnings to build up family income to levels 
of $3,000 or above. Table 32 shows how much more dependent the 

• Bince &he 1noome braaketlabo", $1,500 lDeluded ... thaD 1 peroent of the Nepo ramw-. IS: II dUIlcuIt 
Co determlne the mmd tor t.heIr supplementary 8IfD8I'I, In s:be upper Inoomee. 
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wage-earner families were upon their supplementary earners, to attsin 
higher incomes, than were the business and professional families. 
The native white nonrelief wage-earner families, averaging 1.1 earners 
per family at $750, showed an increase·to 1.55 earners per family 
at the $2,500 level of family income and 2.3 earners per family at the 
$5,000 level. On the other hand, the business and professional groups, 
beginning with 1.1 earners at the $750 level-the same as for the 
wage earners-attained a peak average of only 1.34 earners per family 
at the level of $5,000 and over. The families of clerical workers 
occupied an intermediate position, with a peak of 1.84 earners per 
family at the $5,000 family income level. For families of all occu
pations at the $5,000 and over income level, the number of earners 
was but 1.49-nearer to the business and professional average than 
to the wage earners. That was due, of course, to the relative infre
quency of wage earners in the income bands above $3,000. 

TABLE 32.-Alltrage- number oj efJrt'Ioerl per family toith earner .. , by o«upational 
group 

[WhIte nonreltet families including buabaDd and wife. both native born] 

Inooma class All oocupa-
tloo:al groups w ... """"' Clerical B1lSineIIa and 

professional 

1.23 1.26 1.28 

1.11 1.12 1.12 
AUr.mlUes •• -••.• --.--- •• -.--------------------�==~~I==~~+==~~+===:'~.21~ 
Under ~_ ••.. __ .... _. _____ •• _. _______ • ___ • __ • 1.06 

1.12 1.12 1.12 1hOO-$749 •• _.,. _. _. _________ •• _______ •.• ____ A. __ 1. 1'2 
1.11 1.11 1.12 17.5O-$U9U. ________ .. _. _ •.. _. _______ . _. _________ • 1.12 
1.18 L13 1.16 .I,()(M)-$I,:H9. ____ • _ •.•. _ •• _ •• _ ••. _. __ ... '. _ .. __ • 1. Iii 
1.18 1.17 un 
1.18 1.19 L'" :::~~:~:::::::~: :::::::::::~:::::::: :::::::: t: t~ I. ,., 1.23 1.19 
I." 1.30 L21 
1.42 I." I." ti:e.5:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: t~ 
I." I." 1.66 13,{)()()-$4,\J99.~_. _____________ •• __ . ____ •• __ •• _ ___ 1.30 

1. "''' 
u. 1.8< t6,OOOandover •.•• ___ . _. ___ •• __ ._ ..... _....... 1.34 

.. 
It would follow, from the above, that within the higher family-

income brackets, the average earnings of principal earners showed 
appreciable occupational differences. Thus, for family incomes of 
$3,000 to $4,999, the chief breadwinners in the wage-earner families 
had average earnings of $2,497, while in the same income band the 
business and professional group showed an average of $3,215 for 
principal earners (table 33). For family incomes of $5,000 and over, 
the average of the principal earners was $3,706 in the wage-earner 
families, as compared with $6,463 in the business and professional 
group. No such marked occupational difference in average eo.rninge 
exists among the corresponding supplementary earners in these two 
income bands. The average earnings of a supplementary earner in 
the wage-earner families in the $3,000 to $4,999 bracket was $896, 
as compared with $988 per supplementary earner in the business and 
proCessional group, and $990 for the clerical families. It is notable 
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that among the clerical families the supplementary earners con
sistently averaged more per individual earner than they did in either 
the wage earner or the business and professional groups. Even 
among the families of wage earners, in a considerable proportion of 
the income brackets, the earnings per supplementary earner (for the 
native white complete families, shown in table 33) were higher than 
the earnings of supplementary earners of the business and professional 
groups. It seems, then, that not only are there more supplementary 
earners in the wage-earner families than in the business and professional 
ranks, but the supplementary earners of the wage-earner and clerical 
families are more largely responsibile for building up the family 
income than are those who belong to the business and profes
sional families. 

TABLE 33.-Average earnings oj principal eamers and individual supplementary 
eat'1U!TS, by occupational group 

[White nonrellef families including husband and wife. both native born} 

Wage_ Clerical Business and profes. 
slonal 

Income class 
Prlncipol Supple- Principal Supple- Principal Supple-

""nor mentary ",,"er mentary earner mentary 
",,",or """" earner 

Under $500. ____ ." ____ • ________ ... ' $79 *"'" '96 $294 $114 $5CX)-.$749 ______________________ .77 1<0 ... 170 ". "' $700 .... $99!L _____________________ 81' 186 822 188 76. ... $I,OOO-SI.249. ___________ • _____ 1,037 2M 1. 0fi9 ..., 1, 015 ... 
$1,250-$1,4911. _____________ A. __ 1,21i2 321 1,223 an 1,218 311 
$1,liOO-$l, 74L. ________________ 1 .... m 1,449 ". 1,442 377 
$1,750-$1,999. _________________ 1,677 "" 1,885 641 1,70S m $:2,ClOO--$2,499 •• _ •• _____________ 1 .... 662 2,007 617 ~ ... ". 12,500-'2,999. ____ . ___ ... ______ 2,.144 ... a 234 69' 2,3i8 691 13.1JOO-.$4.999. _________________ ~4111 ... ~ 192 990 3,215 ... ,5,000 and over ________________ '.100 1.21l11 4,629 1,312 ','" 1,451 

Distribution of individual 81tpplementary earnings.-Thus far we 
have related the earnings of supplementary earners to family income 
and to income of principal earners. It may now be of interest to 
see how the supplementary earners distribute themselves as individ
uals, regardless of the family incomes. Such a distribution is available 
for the random sample of native white nonrelief families with husband 
and wife and is given in figure XI.'o The general pattern is seen to be 
that of descending frequencies as the supplementary incomes increase. 
But there is a noteworthy break in the sequence at the column for $750 
per annum. Apparently $14 to $15 per week is the modal income 
level for our sample of supplementary earners. Moreover, the evi
dence from the schedules shows that this $700 to $799 column is 
heavily weighted with female workers-salesgirls, cashiers, typists, 
and the general run of unskilled or semiskilled female clerical workers. 

It For IUPportlnlil: dnta see tabular lummW'y. sec. B. table 7. p. If6. 
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How the average earnings of the individual supplementary earners 
compared with those of the principal earners em the native white 
sample of complete families) is seen in the following figures: 

Ptfftdpd s.._.-. 
er&nID'. «U"IID'. 

TotaL _______________________________________ Sl, 684 $644 

Relief families_____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______ ___ ___ ___ __ __ 464 220 
Nonrelief familics ______________________________ 1,796 667 

Flo. XI 

SUPPLEMENTARY EARNERS CLASSIFIED BY 
AMOUNT OF ANNUAL EARNINGS 

CHICAGO 1935-1936 
(NA71VE WHI7F FAMILIES INClUDING BOTH HUSBAND AND WIFE: J 

PERCENT PERCENT 
15 

2,5(lO OR MORE 
INCOME IN DOLLARS 

u,s . .... uu Of' lAkMIt SToIT1ST1C1 

Sine~ supplementary earners hy definition were those who earned 
less tlum the principal earner in any given family, it is not surprising 
to find that their average earnings were less than 40 percent of the 
average for the principal earners. 

Earr~r. by MJ:.-Women were principal earners in 14 percent of all 
Chicago families (tahle 34a). Among Negro families, the proportion 
(16.6 percent) was greater than among the native hom white (13.9 
percl'nt), who in turn Wl'~ slightly higher than the foreign born (13.1 
porcent) in the fl"l'qul'ney of fl'mal(l principal (lRrUers. The ranking 
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for these three groups corresponds to the relative frequency of incom
plete fa.milies among them. It will be recalled that there was a higher 
percentage of incomplete fa.milies among the Negroes than among the 
whites, and a higher percentage among the native white than among 
the foreign born fa.milies. The breakdown of principal earners by 
complete and incomplete fa.milies (table 34b) indicates that in the 
native white families which did not have both husband and wife, 
women constituted more than haH (54.1 percent) of the principal 
earners. Of all women principal earners among the native white 
families, three-quarters were in those fa.milies which did not contain 
both husband and wife. 

TABLE M.-Malu and /t:nIaUB as principal ea,.,..,.. in sp<cified i""""", cla •• e. 
B. ALL FAMILIES AND FAMILIES OF SPECIFIED COLOR AND NATIVITY 

[The total of male plns fema)e earners equals 100 perceut In each color-nativity group) 

All famllies Native white Forellil] born 
w to N .... 

Income class 

Mal. Female Male Female Mal. Femal. Mal. Female 

--'-----------
l'<FMIt """'" """'" ""- """'" ""- """'" """'" AlllamUfes. • _. __ • __ • _______ • ________ .... 1U ... 1 13.' .... 1a 1 83.' 16.6-
= = = = = = = = Rellef _______________________________ 

87.' J.2.. 88.1 11.9 87 .• J.2.. 86. a 1U Nonralie1. _________________________ ._ .... laB .... H.I .... 13.' 82.a 17.7 
Under $5(1). ___________ •• __ • ___ ". "". 30.' ... , 80.' 74.0 "0 53.' .... ---........................ 78.' 21.6 78.1 23.' "l. • 19.2 75.7 ".a Sl,(J(JI)-$I,99lL ___________________ 87.' ... .... 14 ... 88.. 1L6 91.1 ... $2,000 and over _________________ .... 0 l~O .... U .... 'L' .... ... 

b. NATIVE wmTE FAMILIES, COMPLETE AND INCOMPLETE 

IThe total of male plus remaIe earnen equals 100 percent In each famUy group] 

Total Complete tamDlfl!l Incomplete ramllies 

Incomeclaa 
Mal. _e Male Fema1e Mal. Femal. 

---------
"",,'" ""- Pnunt """'" p.,,,,,, ""-AJI tamUhe _______________________________ 

86.1 13_9 ... , U .... ... 1 
= RelIef ____________________________________ 88.1 11.9 ... U "'-0 ... Ncuuellef _________________________________ .... 14.1 .. , U .... ... ------------------Under 1250 ___________________________ .... .... 88. • 11.8 au 88.' $2.50-$499 __________ • __ ••• ______________ 7U 26. , 91.4 ... ~. 110.. $500-$749 ___ • __ • _______________________ 

71.6 "'. 91.8 .. , .... 01.' 
$7,....,... •..•......................... _ 78.. 21.1 ... a2 SU 88.' 11,(1(11)-$1,249. ________________ • ___ •• ____ 81_7 laB 94., ... 34.1 .. .. lI,2S>-$I,4DO _____________________ • ____ 83 .• 18.2 "'1 U ~7 ".3 Il,ti()(I-$l,74D __________________________ 87.S ... .... ... 63.1 .... 11,750-11,999 _________________ • ________ 111.3 1~' ... , 13 43.6 .... $2,(I(II)-.$2,2.fD _______________ •• _________ 91.7 ... 97.1 U 63.7 48.3 $2,2;5()....$2,49lt. ________________ • ________ .... '.S .... U 46' .... $2,1i()()..$2,99lL ____ . ____________________ 88.. 11.& "'1 ••• 62.8 47.2 13,()()()-$3,499. ______ • ____ • _____________ .... • •• .... S .• .. .. ~. S3,lI(&S3.999 _____________________ • ____ 113.0 '.0 97.' •• 61.6 'U $4,(l(JI)-.$f,99Iit _______________________ •• __ .... 1M .... .. , SUI 11&1 16,000 and over ______ •• _____ •• _._. ___ . ... 0 e.. 98.0 10 n.. 71 •• 
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In contrast, only about one-tenth of the male principal earners were 
in the broken fa.milies, as shown below: 

Principal earners 

Percmt Percenl 
Male .•••• _ .•..••... ___________ •.••••• _ •• __________________ ••• 100.0 89.7 
Fomale •. _ .• ______ . ___ •••• _. __ • ___________ ••• ___ • _____ •• __ •• __ 100, 0 ~ 0 

P..-
10.3 
'U 

Women had a greater influence on the total income picture as 
supplementary earners thsn as principal earners, in spite of the fact 
that as principal earners their average earninga were more thsn half 
ogain as high as those of female supplementary earners (table 36). In 
the case of the native white fa.milies with husband and wife, only 27 
percent of all the female earners were principal earners; 73 percent, 
supplementary . 

Among the native white complete fa.milies, the proportions of males 
and females for principal and for supplementary earners were as 
follows: 

Principal earnors Supplementary e&I'IlImS ... 
All ReUet NonreUet All RelIef Nonrellef families famlll" 

TotaL. ... .-.- .. --- - ._------- 110.0 1111.0 lin 0 100.0 1111.0 100.0 

Malo .. ______ . __ • ___ .. ___ ..... 95., .... 95., .... .... lil.8 
F6IIlI\Ie •• __ . ____ •••• __ ••••• __ . • •• '.1 U 47.S .... .... 

Since theearninga of the women were generally lower thsn those of 
the men, it is in the low income bands that the female principal earners 
predominate; as we move up the income scale, we find the proportion 
of females among principal earners declining (table 34). The median 
income for the native white complete nonrelief fa.milies in which 
women were principal earners was $1,524, as compared with a medisn 
of $1,830 for fa.milies in which men were principal earners. Neverthe
less, the percentage of families with wives as principal earners in the 
group receiving relief (6 percent) was elightly smaller than the cor
responding percentage for fa.milies with husbands as principal earners 
(8 percent)." This is in line with the facts observed below regarding 
the relatively greater steadiness of employment among female earners 
than among the males. 

II Bee cabular SUlD.DlU'J. 8IC. B, tab_Sud" pp. 147-148. 
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Occupational classification by sex.-An occupational distribution 
of male and female principal earners for the nonrelief native white 
families containing husband and wife shows the following relationships: 

Mote FnntJle Tot .. L _______ . ___ . _________________________ 100.0 100.0 

Families olassified as: Wago ... rnor ____________________________ 47.4 25.8 
Clerics.L _______________________________ 30.2 65.1 
Businees .. nel profossional___ _ _ _ _ ____ ______ 22. 4 19. 1 

It is apparent that the female principal earners concentrated in 
clerical fields, while the males were more commonly engaged in the 
wage-earner occupations. The female principal earners of complete 
families in the business and professional classifications were mainly 
salaried professional female employees-school teachers, librarians, 
nurses, social workers. If we make the sex comparison in terms of 
actual numbers engaged, we find that among the clerical principal 
earners, 1 in every 13 was female; among the wage earners, the pro
portion of female principal earners was 1 in 40; while among the busi
ness and professional, it was 1 in 30. 

Whether the supplementary earner of a family was more likely to 
be male or female did not seem to depend upon the occupational group 
to which the family belonged. Thus 45.5 percent of the men and 47.5 
percent of the women who were supplementary earners were in wage
earner families; 36 percent and 33.5 percent, respectively, were in the 
clerical families; IS.4 percent and IS.9, respectively, were in the 
business and professional families. Of all supplementary earners in 
wage-earner families, 49.3 percent were women; in clerical families, 
46.4 percent were women; in business and professional families, 48.9 
percent were women. 

Age and sex of earners.-The distribution by age, which is available 
for the husbands and wives of the complete native white families, 
points to significant differences in the age trends as between principal 
and supplementary earners (table 35). Among the husbands who 
were principal earners, more than one-third were under 35 years of age, 
while less than one-fifth were 50 or older. Among the supplementary
earner husbands, on the other hand, 40 percent were 50 years of age 
or older, and only 25 percent were in the age intervals under 35 years. 
The median age of the principal-earner husbands was 39 years, while 
for the supplementary-earner husbands it was 46 years. Comparing 
these two age distributions, we can see a tendency for the husbands 
at more advanced ages to step out of the role of principal earner and 
become supplementary earners. 
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TADLB 35a.-Hu8ba1&dB and wiues aa earner., principal and IJUpplemenl.4ry, 

diltribuled by age group. 

11..11 white families Including bueband and wife, both native bomJ 

Husbands 

Principal Supplemen
t.,y 

Ptr~'ltt Pnenlt 

Wives 

Principal Supplemen-
tMy 

Pft'etfJt PtrMlt 
uno 1(10.0 

•• .3 

Al1ageIL.-------------.-.-.------------ ... 'I ___ "IOII..:..c.0-l-__ -'-100."-0-1-___ -,..1 ____ --; 

I~ •••••••••••• ••• •• ········fl······11 
••• IU 

23.1 .... 
18.6 .... 
17.3 ... 
12.9 12.1 
•. 7 dO ••• U ••• .7 
1.0 .3 
1.0 •• 
3ft .. Myoaraandov8l'. __ •..•... __ ........ _ 1====:2.=0~1~==~a::s:"I===="::"I===="::: 

MedIBDBg8(yean). ___ . ___ ._ ..•. __ .... _ 30 40 

T ADLlD 33b.-Principal and supplementary earners and fl.OneGmer8 among husbands 
and tD1ueB in apt!C'ijUd age group. 

CAli white families including husband and wife. both native born) 

Husbands WIves 

Age II'OUP 
All Prln· Supple- Prln· Supple-Non· All Non-h.". clpal mentary earner wives clpsl menw,. ..... or banda ""nor ..... or earnor ........ 

------------------
I'm .. ' 

p.,,,,,, p.,un' Porffo' p.,,,,,, Porffo' p.,mo' p.,,,,,, 
All ages. _____ ... __ . __________ 100.0 88.7 ••• 7. I 100. ° 2.' '.0 .... 

= = = = = = = ---Undor 20 )T0Rn ______________ 100. 0 lOll. ° -·-·Ti- ----Te· 100. ° 2.' a! 94.8 20-211 ),0IlI'II. ___ •• _. _. _. ______ 100.0 ".0 100.0 2.7 7.' SO •• 3(}-3U YMn __ ••• __ •• ___ •• _. __ 100.0 ... ••• • •• 100.0 ••• '.S .2.1 41)--4U )'00.111 .•. __ . _____ ._. ____ 100.0 91.7 U '.7 100.0 '.S ••• OS. 
tiO-tIU ytllll'll. _. __ •. _. __ ••••• _. 100.0 81. 7 7.0 Il.S 100.0 ••• 2.0 ... " 00-64 YNU"8 ___ . __ • __ •• _._._. __ 100.0 6UI U 24.3 UXlO 1.0 •• os.. 05 YIDIlnI aDd over. __ ._._. ___ • 100.0 41.3 a! .... 100.O 1.0 .7 oas 

Among the wives who contributed to family earnings, the median age 
was lower for the supplementary earners-32 years, as compared with 
36 yeo.rs for the principal-earner wives. More than 61 percent of the 
supplementary earners among the wives were less than 35 years old, 
and only 5 percent were 50 years of age or older. But of the wives 
who were principal earners, 21 percent had reached the age of 45. 
Among the wives. therefore, the trend, as age increased, was from the 
supplementary to the principal-enmer position; while among the hus
bands it was from the principal to the supplementary status as higher 
ages were attained. II 

I' [n t.bue oomparllonlll mOllt be NDeUlberecl that onl» the hWlbands and wlftIB of oompiel.e ramm. 
ban beeD.lnoluded. U bas IllrlIady t..u. pointed out (p. eo) that aDlOq lDoomplete famiUas. majorit, of 
tho prlDoIpal earners wen- r.tnale. 

Furc.bermon, 11.1, not to beummed Ulat tbe husband.t moreadvaDODd apsis always. or even osuaU,., 
nplaoed b, U. .Ut .. tbe- prtncl~ IU'DII'. In maIl7 iDstaDC!118 It b an aduJt ClhUd thaI. bIcomel tile prln-
al.pal earner. 
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A comparison of earnings of husbands and wives at successive age 
intervals is made in tables 36a and 36b (for native white families con
tainjng husband and wife). It will be Been that among principal
earner husbands in nonrelief families there is a steady rise in income 
with the increase of age up to 55 years. For the wives who were 
principal earners we get It rise of income as age increases only lip to 
35 years, after which the average income varies but slightly from one 
age group to another, instead of increasing with age as it did among 
the husbands. This apparent inability of principal'-earner wives to 
raise their incomes after the age of 35 is a partial explanation for the 
principal-earner wives having lower average earnings ($1,058) than 
the husbands ($1,846). These distinctions by age are' significant 
primarily for nonrelief families. So far as the families which received 
relief are concerned, age seemed to make little difference in the earn
ings of the principal earner, whether husband or wife, except that in 
these families the earnings of wives below 25 and over 50 years of age 
were decidedly lower than those of husbands. 

TABLE 18.-Average earnings of eamer. by age group: HtuJbands and wives 

{All white tBlDDIes lnrludJ.ng husband and wU'e, both native born} 

8 PRINCIPAL EARNERS 

Husbands WI ... 

Agegroop 
Relter Nonrelfet Reller NonreUer Total families lamIIIes Total familles I""""" 

All ages. ______________________ 
11,730 .... $1,84.6 11,010 " .. $~058 

Under 20 yeanI ________________ 621 147 ... 1103 --------271- 1103 2D-2fo yeanL ___________________ 
~O .. ... ~I" 827 871 25-29 years ____________________ 
1.386 .,. 1,4.68 ... ... ... 80-34 years_~ __________________ I .... 483 1,751 1,101 ... 1, 14.5 86-30 years. ___________________ 
~,.. . .. 1,907 1.0311 ... I .... 

~ yeara".------ ------------ I .... ... ~OOI ~O2.5 780 1,03-1 45-49 yeara __________ ~~~.~_._ •• I .... ... ~ ... 1,1811 436 1.237 5O-M yeanL _________ • __ ._. __ ._ 1.029 ... ~ ... 882 ... ... 65-69 yean_. ___ • ___ • ______ .: ___ 1.877 408 ~OO2 I.'" 8M 1.226 IK)-.806 ye8I'S.. _________ • ____ • ____ 1,939 .., 
~"I ~070 ·-------326- I,~ 66 years and over _______ • ___ •• I .... SOl) I.m ... 

-
b. SUPPLEMENTARY EARNERS 
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fig. XII 

DISTRIBUTION BY INCOME OF FAMILIES 
WITH HUSBANDS AT GIVEN AGE LEVELS 

CHICAGO 1935-1936 

( NATIVE WHITE FAMIUES INCL/IOING BOni HllSBAND AND WIFE 
IN WHICH THE HIISBAND WAS THE PRINCIPAL EARNER. J 
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Wives who were supplementary earners-and this meant, by and 
large, wives not forced into the principal-earner position by the dis
ability or unemployment of the husband-tended to increase their 
earnings with advancing age up to 55 years. But among the husbands 
who were supplementary earners, the peak earnings were in the age 
intervals of 35 to 44 years. 

Weeks of empWymtnJ of principal ea",".I3-The analysis of the 
number of weeks in which the earner had employment in relation to 
earnings is significant mainly for families with incomes under $1,500 
and for the wage-earner families. In the case of salaried workers, 
those not on relief were, in the main, employed throughout the year 
and reported 52 weeks of employment. In the case of the independent 
business and professional groups, the maintenance of an establish
ment during the schedule year was taken to mean that they were em
ployed throughout the year. But inasmuch as the majority of Chicago 
families were wage earners, and inasmuch as nearly half of them were 
in the income bands below $1,500, the weeks of employment have a 
place in the analysis of family income for the whole community. 

TABLE 37.-Auerage number oj weeks in. which principal earner WaB employed in 
Jam;/;" oj sptcijiod color and nativily 

(An families] 

Income class All families Nativewblte Porel!m born 
white Nogro 

AUlamiliell····-···-··-·----------·----------·--�==~";,;·3=1===:~,I~=..,;~I~=~.;;;.·;;;. 
RelIeffaml1le.L________________________________ 34.7 41. 9 

47.4 47.3 

29. , 35., 
Nonnillef familiaL _ ----------- _________________ 1---::"':-:":+--=+---:=-::.1---.:::".-:' 

Under S2ML •• ______________________ .______ 2S. 0 31. 8 

4\J.0 "'. 
22.' "' .. 1250-$490.__________________________________ 33.3 45.7 .... .... $501)-$149_________ ______ ___________ _____ ___ to. 0 46. 9 .... 38 •• 

S7~$99IL ___________________ .• _____________ 46.3 50.'-.... 46.' Sl,QOO-.$l, 249_ _ ___ __________________________ t8. 8 S1. 3 "'. "'. SI,25O-$I,499 ___________________________ • ___ • 49.8 60.7 49.7 49.8 $I,5OO-I2.99IL_____ ___________ ___ __ _ _ _ ______ SI.0 51. 0 .Ll 00. " $3,000 and over __ ._ • ________ .________________ 61. e 62. 0 61.6 'L4 

The average weeks of employment are given in table 37 for the 
native white, foreign born white, and Negro families, by fa.mily income 
brackets. It will be seen that in all income bands below $1,250 the 
principal earners in the Negro families averaged employment in more 
weeks than did those in either the native white or the foreign born 
families. Principal earners in the foreign born families averaged 
slightly more weeks of employment than did those in the native 
white. This is to say, in effect, that with the predominance of un
skilled workers among the Negroes they required more weeks of em
ployment to attain a given income level; and that, to a lesser extent, 
the foreign born for the same reason required somewhat more weeks 
of employment to achieve a given fa.mily income level than did the 

II A week. of emplOJDleDt was credited to a worker If he was emplo)'ed at all duri:DB the wee.t. 
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native whites. To attain the upper income levels the Negro and 
foreign born families were especially dependent upon more supple
mentary earners, rather than upon more weeks of employment for 
the principal earner. For the Negro families, one of the interesting 
characteristics of the data is the relative steadiness of employment of 
the female earners, more of whom were engaged in domestic service 
than in any other line of work. Approximately 90 percent of the 
Negro principal earners had employment in at least 42 weeks. It will 
be recalled, however, that a week of employment for the Negroes prob
ably meant fewer full days of work than for the whites, due to the 
prevalence among the Negroes, particularly in depression years, of 
part time, though regular, work. 
TABLJII 38.-Principal earners: Average earning. per week when employed and 

average week. of employment, by income 
(All ranuU88) 

Income cl8S11 

Average numa 
berofweeks 

in which prin· 
clpal earner was 

employad 

All famIlI8IL ___ ••• __________ • _____________ • ______________________ . _______ I==".;;;S29;;;0;;;02~"",==~';;,;70. 

Rollef famlUes. ___ • ___ . _____ • ___ . ___ A ___ _____________ _ ___________ _ _______ 14. 18 84.7 
Nonralle"amJIiu. _________________________________________ --------------1 __ --''''.::0'''':..1 ___ -'''''-&9 

Undor t2ti0 ______________ .• _ •.• ________ . ____ . ___________ ._. ___ .______ 5.99 26. 0 
t250-$4IKL _____ "._ ._. _________ ••• __ • __ ••••••.••••....•............• _. 9.82 33.3 
1.'100-$74.9 ••••• _____ • ___________ .. ___ • _ ••••• _ •••• __ • __ • _ ••• _ ••••. ____ • J3. (K 40.0 
17(J()-$9119 ••••••••• _. _____ • _ • ______ ._ ._. __ •••• ___ • _. _. _ ••.• _ •••• ____ •• HI. 66 fII.3 

::::tt::~~~:::::::::: :::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::: :::: :::::: ::: ::: ~:: :::: 
~=:t: :::::: ::=::: ::: :::::::::::::::::::: :::: :::::: ::: ::: :~:: ~ i n: i 
C:~=_-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :: ~t:~ 

E:E1:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::: lifi !t i 
$4.,~,tMl._. __ • __________ . ___ . ___ ._ •.. __ ... __ . __ ._________________ 61. 21 &1. f, 
$5.(J()t)...$7 ,0499 .•••• _ •• _ ••• _______ ••. _____ .. _. _ ...•• _ ........ __ •• _. ___ ._ 81. 58 61. 8 
17,flllO-SD,WD_ .• ___ •. __ • __ •• _ ••• __ .••• __ • __ .. __ .. _ ...... __ .. __ .. _..... 118. 42 &1. :I 
110,000 BDd OV9r. ___ .•.• __ .• __ .. _. _._ .. __ . __ •. __ • __ . __ ••••••• ______ .. 313. d2 62. 0 

In chapter III the relationship between weeks of employment and 
family income was analyzed for the relatively homogeneous sample of 
native white families containing both husband and wife. It was there 
pointed out that the number of weeks of employment was more 
decisive thau the weekly wage in determining the annual incomes for 
fllmilies in the lower income brackets. When, however, all Chicago 
Cnmllies, complete and incomplete, and native, foreign born, and 
Negro, are combined, a fairly definite relationship is observed between 
average number of weeks of employment and average Weekly earnings 
of the principal earner. Thus, beginning at the lowest income level, 
an average of 25.0 weeks of employment corresponded with avera.,ue 
we .. kly earnings of $5.99 when working; an average of 33.3 weeks of 
.. mployment, with average weekly earnings of $9.82; average employ
ment of 40 weeks, with $13.04, and so on (tsble 38). It would seem, 
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therefore, that those families which were engaged in the least skilled 
and least remunerative occupations were, at the same time, in the least 
stable occupations; while those that were best paid on a. wage or 
salary rate basis were also most stable in respect to weeks of employ
ment. 

Roomer8 and boartUr8 a'lld casual work in the hoTne.-A small per
centage of aggregate family income was derived from roomers and 
boarders and casual work done in the home." Of the total families, 
6.9 percent depended on roomers and boarders for part or all of their 
ineome.16 

It has u.lrea.dy been noted that while these two sources of ea.rnings 
were significant for broken families, they were especially important 
for the Negro group as a whole. Almost one-seventh (13.9 percent) 
of the families deriving income from roomers and boarders were 
Negro, although only 6.4 percent of the total families belonged to 
that race. The remaining families were divided in almost equal 
proportions between the native white and the foreign born, as will be 
seen in the following table: 

Color BDd nativity 

Distribution oC-

Alltamlll88 
Families re

ceiving inCODl8 
from. roomel"ll 
and boarders 

Peruml PG'UflI 
JJI tamIllea... ____ •• __ ------ ._--- •• ----- _ .--- ••• ".-------- ---- ---- -.- --- __ 1 ___ '_00_. 0_

1 
___ -=-'00.::.,:. 0 

Natlft wblte ______________________ A_A. ___ ... _________ • _______ • __ •• _.' - __ 49.0 43.6 
Oomplete. ___________________________ • __ • __ ". _____ .__ ______ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 51.8 lB. 0 
Incomplete _____________ • _______ ._. __ .__ _ __ __ _ _____ _ _ ________ ___ _ _ _ __ I I." 16.6 

Foreign born whlle ______________________ ._____ _ _ _ ___ __ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ ___ _ _ __ _ __ U.2 42. 0 
Nerro __________________________________ ,__ _ _ _ _ __ _ _____ __ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ 8" 4 18. D 
Other color ______________________________________ -- ____ -. ______ .. _____ ____ .. 4 .6 

The greater dependence of Negro families on this type of income 
is also shown by the fact that 14.9 percent of the Negro families 
received income from roomers and boarders, while the corresponding 
proportion for foreign born families was 6.5 percent; and for native 
white families, 6.1 percent. The larger percentage of nonrelief 
families than of relief families which accepted roomers and boarders 
appears to bear out the point that many of the families-particularly 
the broken families-kept off relief bec-ause they were able to secure 

14 lloomelI and boarders lDeluded IOlLIII and daughters living at home, If t.be8e paid for room and boar4 
bat were not mem.bI!In of ,he eoonom1o famJ..,.. Income Ikom roomers and boarden was Bet; tnoome only: 
The IUIlOUDt nunalnlDg after deduction of the COIIt of food aervad to boarders. Tbeee cost.s were estimated 
on \be baaIa or data prevfotuly oollected by the Bureau of Labor Statistics from famUies of clerical worken 
aDd wage earners (ate Gloaary, appendb: C, p. 1"). In CB/lI88 wbare the estimat.ed cost of food equaled or 
ezoeed.&d the lIlcome reported from roomers and boarden, 80 t.hat the fam1I, bad a ." or nepUve iDoome 
from t,bts eouroe, the ramo,. was not co'uuteci 81 amons thOIID recetvlug income from roomers and bo&rdera. 

II Thil pBI'OIIltap Is"based on & total of 6teM tamJl1as reporUD,s I.noome from roomen and bearden 10 tbe 
amdom aample of 82.U8 f&mJUea. 
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this type of income. The percentage deriving income from roomers 
and boarders within the respective groups that we have been discussing 
were as follows: 

Nattvewhlt.e 

OfOU' AU ~~ .. N_ 
Total Complete Incomplete 

TotaL ______ . ____ ._. ___ • ___ • ___ • __ ... U U ••• ••• ILS 
ReUet.. ___________ • _. ______ • ____ .. • •• ••• '.1 ..S ••• U Nonreliel _________________________ 

7.' ••• ... 10. • ... ... . 
Although there were some families in almost all income bands up 

to $10,000 which derived income from roomers and boarders, abeut 
three-fifths of such families among the whites and almost four-fifths 
among the Negroes had total family incomes of less than $1,500 
(table 39.)" It will be seen from table 39 that the native white incom
plete families deriving income from roomers and boarders were heavily 
concentrated in the lowest income brackete, with more than half of 
them having incomes of less than $1,000. The complete families 
drawing incomes from roomers and boarders were concentrated in the 
income brackets between $1,000 and $2,000. Two different points 
are involved in these respective levels of income at which roomers and 
boarders predominate. In the case of the incomplete families, room
ers and boarders constituted a major source of livelihood for the 
persons-chiefiy female heads of broken families-who were thus 
engoged. For the complete families, the income from roomers and 
boarders was usually found to be an auxiliary source of income; 
often in the case of younger families helping to maintain the payments 
toward ultimate ownership of the home; in the case of older families, 
securing income from space no longer occupied by children. 

TABLB 31.-Familiea remPi", ifteOme from roomer. tlmI boa""'" by color. ftGttfttll, 
4Ad iftCOnN 

(All fammlll 

NaLlvewbU. 
)Po~ Inommll claII All ram- N .... ..... 

Total Comple .. 
1Deom_ wbite 

p- ~ ~ -... - """'" ToW ......................... 1110. • lin. .00.. '00.. '00.. 100. 

Rl'lIel . ... u ... ... U ...7 Nonreltef ___ .. _ ....... "' .... 111.0 .... .... .... 'LO .... 
Pnd .. f s.soo __ ", ___ .. _ .... _. &8 ... a. • .... 7.' ... 
$5I,.U·$'9'i1'IL ............. _ •.. :n. '0.0 . ... .... lIl. ... 
Il,tro-l1,4GG. - _ •• - •••• -_ •• .... ... 7 .. .. • 8.2 .... ... . 1,Ml\-$l,'9W .. _ . ___ ..... _. .... 11.8 .... ... I ... '" S2.0IJ()-.$2. 4119. ___ •• ___ •.• __ ... 11. fo .6.. U ... U $2..'11.10-$2. gyg .••.• _. __ ..•.• ... 7.' • •• ... ... LI 
S3,()(l)-$4.'9\JII. __ ••••••••• _. ... ... ... ... ... • • 16,000 and over .•• ___ •• _ •. •• I •• L. -.-----. __ .. .S ..-.-._-----

It InoIudlq rtmlltee _bleb ",*'I'8d roeU., dur1Da lobe )'eU'. 
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Among the families which were completely self-supporting (native 
white families containing both husband and wife), 8Jld which received 
income from roomers and boarders, most half (48.8 percent) were 
in the wage-earner group, while about one-fourth (23.7 percent) were 
in the clerical group, and somewhat over one-fourth (27.4 percent) 
belonged to the business and professional group,17 The large per
centage in the latter group is to be explained by the fact that families 
deriving their principal income from roomers and boarders were 
classified in the independent business category. 

A small percentage of Chicago families received income from casual 
or irregular work done in the home. They are to be distinguished 
from those who maintained establishments in their homes for launder
ing, dressmaking, ete., as a regular source of income. Of the families 
engaging in this type of casual home labor for pay, 63.2 percent were 
native white; 30.1 foreign born; and 6.7 percent Negro. As in the case 
of households with roomers and boarders, the families reporting casual 
work in the home were generally incomplete families and were con
centrated in the low income groups. 

OtMr 80urces of 1nO'1Ie1J income.-It has already been indicated that 
more than 90 percent of the total reported family incomes in our 
Chicago sample consisted of earnings, which we have been discussing 
up to this point. In proceeding to the analysis of that remainder of 
the total money income for Chicago families which was derived from 
sources other than earnings, it must be repeated that the unearned 
money income reported for this study does not represent an averaging 
of all the nonearned money income of the population, on a per capita 
or per family basis. The important omissions must be kept before 
us. To begin with, capital gains are not included in our family presen
tation of nonearned family income. Entrepreneurial profits are treated 
as earned income for the family, and were incorporated in the schedule, 
insofar as it was possible to secure data on them in a survey, but 
what was reinvested in the business was not as a rule reported as 
part of available family income. Similarly, large amounts of real
ized gains which found their way into investments, trust holdings or 
special estate funds 8Jld were not made available for current family 
use were not reported as part of the family income. The primary 

If Oocupational distribution of DomeUef native wblte tamiUes OODtalolng husband and wire: 

W ... Busln ... No gatnfUlly 
Total earner Clerical and pro- employed 

_I 
mom_ 

p""," p""," p""," P ...... p""," All famlIl8ll _____ • ________________________ • ________ 
100.0 .... .... 23.' U 

Families receiving income /tom roomers ... boardel1l ______ • ___ • _____________________________ 
100.0 .... 23.7 27.' .1 
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purpose of the Urban Study of Consumer Purchases was to study the 
manner in which families spent family income; hence what did not 
run through the mill of family disbursements (whether for consumers' 
goods or for itsms like life insurance, additions to homes, and family 
savings) is not included in the present discussion. 

It is to be expected that the items of nonearned money income which 
loom as most important in the current study are pensions and annui
ties, dividends and interest from securities, rents from investment 
property, gifts, and bonuses.'" 

Among Chicago native white complete families which received 
pensions or annuities, the average amount received was $685, or ap
proximately $57 per month (table 40). Among relief families, the 
average amount for those who received penSlons or annuities was 
approximately $25 per month. Among nonrelief families, it was not 
quite $60 per month." The average value of annuities or pensions 
increased in general with total family income; the range was from $9 
per month in the lowest income bracket to more than $200 in the highest 
income classes. 

The average amount received by the families which obtained 
annuities and pensions was generally larger, within a given income 
bracket, than that received from rents or dividends. But the number 
of families receiving pensions or annuities was proportionately less 
in 8 given income bracket than the number of families receiving rent, 
or, among families in the income bands from $2,000 up, the propor
tion receiving dividends. In general, the proportion of families re
ceiving annuities and pensions was relatively high in the very low 
income brackets, the proportion decreasing as family income went up, 
until the $2,250 level of family income was reached; thereafter the 
proportion of annuity receivers took an upward turn, and maintained 
a fairly consistent though moderate rate of increase. While pensions 
and annuities are lumped in the analyses, it is evident that in the 
lower income brackets they represent mainly industrial pensions; ill the 
upper income brackets this type of income more often represents a 
realizing on purchased annuities. The proportion of total income 
contributed by pensions and annuities generally 1"Ose as family income 
rose, up to the $1,000 to $1,250 bracket. From that point on, while 
the average size of annuity continued to increase, the aggregate of 
annuities as part of the aggregate total income tended to decline." 

.1 For the diltribulioD of U-ltema "'''hin lDaome bu.da, _Iabulat 1A1IJlmAlJ'.18C.. B. table 10, P. ltD. 
" Tbil ftrure. It baP .... ~poada 't'W)' clo.l, &0 the .,....... lDdUSlrial pBDSion patd In tbe United. 

8tatesln UJ32. wblob ... Wost SCID.llCIOOrd.lnc &0 Murray W. Latlmer.lDdusll'lal PeDs10D Sntems UV32), 
p.an . 

• s. tabular lWIlIDU'y, ... B. taw. 10, p. It1. 
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TAlI"" 4O.-PtrcenlGg. of flJmili .... uilring ft01I<a ..... d """"'Y i_me from specified 
lource, and ONrage Gnnum amount per family having each aouree of income 

(All white famUIes Including h05band and wlta, both native born1 

Percentage of famlHIlII receJvlng- A vemp annual amount received 
from-

Income- clus 
Rentrrom Dividends Pensions Rent from DIvidends Pensions 
property andlnterest andannuj- pro""" and Interest and annul-" .. "" 

TotaL •••••• __________________ .. , '.D '.3 $278 $4ID -Total relleL ________________ .. _ I. , .1 1 .• 127 111 ,., 
Total nonrelleL ______________ ••• ••• • •• 281 421 710 

Under $260 ________________ '.8 0., . , .. 11' IOD S'2SO-$4g0. _________________ ••• 1. , 3.1 180 52 2D' I500-I749. _________________ 
'.1 1 .• 3.' 1 .. 202 4311 $75()-$999 __________________ 
'.1 1 .• 2.' 215 12. ,," 

Sl,(J()()-$l,249. __ • _________ • 8.' 1.3 ••• 103 .,D .03 
11,2.50-$1.499 ______________ '.D 1 .• U 1" 167 ... 
'1,500-$1,749. _____________ ••• I .• .. , 223 17. ,28 
$1,750-$1,999. _____________ ••• 2.1 0.0 1 .. 226 781 S2,()(J()...I2,249 ______________ 

~O 2.' I.D '" " ." =:2S()..$2,m .............. '.D '.0 I.D I .. 18D ... 
500-$2,99'L _ •• _ •• ________ •. 1 ••• '.3 26' 12D .72 

13.()()()-$3.49'L _____________ ao '.1 , .. .02 ... .. I $3.5()0-.#.999 ______________ D.' , .. • •• .01 ... 8M Sf.OOQ-..$4.499 ______________ , .. , .. 3.0 ... "D 1,296 
S4.5OI)....fI.99iL _____ •••••••• 11 •• 11.0 .. , 67. 664 1,01. 
$5,000-$7,499._ •••••••• _. __ , .. 10.9 10 726 , .. D" $7 • .500-$9.998 __ .. _________ • 8.6 ".1 .D ... 1 .... 3.018 
$10,000 8Ild over ___________ •. 0 ".1 8 .• 1,346 '- "'D ~ ... 

Continuing our reference to table 40 (native white families contain
ing husband and wife), it may be noted that 1 family in 20 received 
some money rent from property, The net amounts received (that 
is, gross rents less costs of upkeep of the property), by the families 
having such property interests, ranged from $83 to $1,346 or roughly 
from $7 to $115 per month, the amount increasing with total family 
income. For families below the $4,500 income level, there seemed to 
be a preference for investment in real estate rather than in interest
bearing securities-at least, if larger amounts had been invested in 
securities, they were not reflected in dividends and interest actually 
received from them during the year 1935-36." Above $5,000, a larger 
proportion of families reported investments in interest and dividend
yielding securities, the number amounting to more than one-fourth of 
the total of families scheduled at $7,500 and above. 

For those families which received dividends and interest, the 
average amount received was larger than the sums realized as rent by 
those families which held investment property; particularly was this 
true among families with higher incomes. But since a considerably 
larger proportion of all families reported owning real estate than 
income-yielding securities, the proportion of aggregate income con
sisting of rent from property was larger-particularly for the income 

II It II probable that wben the agent was able to Intervlew the wife only. reel ettate was more completel1 
accounted for In the reportlDI (II the schedule, thaD were stocb and bond3-tmtIcu.larb' If the aecw1ty bold
lop did not I'eprell8Dt Ito subaCaDuaJ par& 01 the totallaml.ly lnoome pattern. 
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brackets up to $4,500-than the proportion derived from interest and 
dividends. 

Many of the families reporting small net incomes derived what 
income they had in the form of ren ts from property. This form of 
income constituted a. decrea.sing proportion of total fa.mily income 
a.t succeeding income intervals, up to the $1,250 level; from there 
on to $2,500, the proportion of total income obtained in rent from 
property increa.sed; therea.fter, with rising family income, rent from 
property again represented a. decrea.sing proportion of total fa.mily 
receipts. The importance of receipts from rent a.t the lowest income 
levels suggests the presence in the lower brackets of families whose 
incomes ha.d dropped during the depression years. The presence of 
families living in la.rge pa.rt on pa.st savings is also reflected by the sub
stantial portion of total family income obtained through interest and 
dividends in the lowest income levels. As would be expected, the 
significance of income-yielding securities became more pronounced 8.S 

family income rose from $5,000, with a number of the families above 
$10,000 receiving a large share of their family income in the form of 
interest and dividends." 

In the group of families which received relief, somewhat under 2 
percent reported income from pensions or annuities, rent from property 
or interest and dividends. Where such sources of income were re
ported among relief families, the average amount W8.S, of course, very 
small." 

Certain minor sources of money income were important to a. number 
of families. Thus gifts loomed large in the low income bra.ckets. 
Among the complete native white fa.milies which had no ea.rnings, but 
did not receive relief, 27 percent depended entirely upon gifts from 
relatives and friends to provide them with living funds. This is apa.rt 
from the large number which received gifts in kind. 

Distribulion of nooearned money income.-It wa.s to be expected that 
the bulk of nonea.rned money income would be concentrated in the 
high income levels. Eliminating the incomplete fa.milies, which were 
naturally more dependent on nonea.rned income, we have the dis
tribution given in tahle 41 for complete native white families at speci
fied income levels. Even though many forms of nonea.rned money in
come, such a.s pa.rtnership ea.rnings left in the business, do not form a 
port of our fa.mily income story, nevertheless the upper 1.1 percent of 
the families reporting nonearned money income accounted for nea.rly 10 
percent of all fa.mily funds of this type. 

u eeo tabulu lum.mU7. 180. D, table 10. p. ItO . 
• 81not th, proae.ooe or JUcb IIOUI"CIII oImcome was oft.eD • deob1 '" faotor 10 the meana teat. some famWes 

.UU on ..uti., lb, \1m. oI1Dtervin perhaps UQdw.sUma&ed taob mClOm .. 
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TABLlO 41.-Percenlag •• "amilu. hooing and proporlion., nonearned """"11 income 
at specified income z..e1s 

(Wblte families including buaband and wife. both Dative born) 

Income class Percentage 01 _ill" 
P8I'08Dtage or 

nonearned 
money Income 

'CU_ 
18.7 
61.9 
77.. .... .... .... 

100.0 

CUm"""'" Under '1,000 t __________________________________________________________ _ 
Under $2,000 ________________________________________ • __ • ________________ _ 
Under$3,OOO ____________________________________________________________ _ 
Under $4,000. ___________________________________________________________ _ 
U oder $5.000. ___________________________________________ • _______________ _ 
Uoder $10,000 _______________________________________________________ • ___ _ 
$10,000 and over __________________________________________________ • _____ _ 

I Including famll1es whlcb received relief during schedule year. 

11. 0 
39.2 . 
67.7 
70 .• 
79.1 .. .. 

100 .• 

There is a marked distinction to be made, in the case of the non
relief families, between wage earners and other occupational groups 
in respect to the importance of nonearned money income. By refer
ence to table 42 we can see that in the wage-earner group the families 
in the income brackets of $5,000 and over had less than 5 percent of 
the tota.! nonearned money income. Within the business and pro
fessional group, on the other hand, more than half the aggregate non
earned money income was concentrated in the income bands of $5,000 
and over. The clerical families occupied a position akin to that of 
the wage earners for this type of money income, with less than 10 
percent of all nonearned money income being accounted for by fami
lies having $5,000 and over. 

The fo.milies with no gainfully employed members accounted for 
nearly one-third of all the nonearned money income in the sample, 
although they constituted but 2 percent of the fo.milies. The distri
bution of their nonearned income by income levels is unique, however, 
in that 43.2 percent of the aggregate of nonearned money income for 
this group came within the income bands $1,000 to $2,000. The dis
tribution of aggregate money income from nonearnings by occupa
tional groups for the nonrelief native white families containing hus
band and wife was as follows: p,,-

All families_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ __ __ _ ____ _ __ ___ _ _ _ _ 100. 0 

Wage earner__________________________________________ 19.1 
Clerical. ______________________ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _______ __ _ _ 18. 2 
Business and professionai _______________________________ so. 4 
No gainfully employed members_________________________ 32. 3 

The most general form of investment among Chicago families to 
which income was attributed was the ownership of a home. Among 
the native white fo.milies containing husband and wife, 21 percent 
were credited with imputed income from owned homes. The analysis 
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of family income in Chicago will be concluded in the next chapters 
with a discussion of home ownership as a. source of income and of 
rentals as a.n index of income levels. 

TABLII 'Z.-Percenlaqe of nonearnea money income reported by families at specified 
income lellel., by occupational group 

(White Donrellel 'BIOlILes Including husband and wUe, both nativ6 born] 

All oooupa- Wace earner Clerical Business and No gainfully 
Inoomo class t10nal groups proless1oDBl employod 

mom""" 

Tot.a.L. ________ A • ____ ". ____ • _____ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
Undllr Sl,()(I). ____________________ ... 10. \I ... '.1 14.1 1I,(XX)-JI,9119. ____________ • _______ 

".1 .... .... 1>5 ".2 l2,tXJO-.$2,990. _____ ". __ ._. ___ • ____ 19.1 30.' 30.5 1 .. 11.9 
13.()O()-$I,999 •. __ • ___ , ___ ._._. ____ 22.1 ,. .. .... 21.6 19.8 $6,000 and OVOl __________________ 21. Ii ~7 ••• 60.2 11. :3 



Chapter V 

Home Tenure as Related to Income 

The analysis of rent data occupies a special position in the study 
of income and its distribution; Relatively few large-scale studies 
have obtained detailed information on family income, not only 
because of the difficulties and expense involved in ascertaining the 
exact incomes of families, but also because ·of the sensitivity of fami
lies to questioning on family finances. Rent data, on the other 
hand, are often a matter of public knowledge and have frequently 
been used as the best ready estimates of economic status when 
detailed income data are lacking. Because of the relative ease with 
which data on rent can be secured, and the importance of establishing 
the relationship of rent to income, a limited amount of information 
on home ownership, rentals, and type of dwelling was taken as part 
of the family income schedule for the random sample in the Urban 
Study of Consumer Purchases; it represents the only material on 
family consumption which was obtained from all families interviewed. 
The details of housing expense were obtained from the smaller con
trolled sample only, as were all other expenditure items, and will, 
therefore, be discussed in volume II of this bulletin. The extent to 
which rent paid, or rental value of owned quarters, reflects the income 
level of the family will be considered here, as part of the general 
income analysis. 

The need for equating the income of owners with that of renters, 
in order to arrive at family income for purposes of the current study, 
has already been pointed out. Adjustment of the income figures of 
home owners was made because, generally speaking, the portion of a 
given money income available to renters after rent has been paid 
may be less than that available to home owners after the expenses of 
home ownership (taxes, interest, insurance, and repairs) have been 
met. The income of home owners was adjusted by subtracting, from 
the estimated rental value of the owned home, interest paid on mort
gages, together with the estimated expense of home ownership.' The 

1 Batore enl.6rlng upon lIo dillcussion ot omt IWd l'9nl.al valU05. wo should have clearly In wod the content 
of tbe rent and rental value data secured in tbe present study. It.is of three types. In the ease orreotcn. 
It Is the amount payable to the landlord tor the occupancy of the dwelllDg, For owners. it is Lba rental va1uo 
ot the premises as esUmated by tho owners, In the light of amounts paid lot rented homes of similar accom· 
modatlons In the samenelgbborbood. The third category Inclnded In the rentdata 11 rent reoe1vad as pay
applicable In the case 01 a Janitor or resident director 01 an IDsUtutiou, wbo received his living quarters 80S 
part of wages or salary. 

With respect to tenants, the rent figure refers to the amount the tenaD.t contracted to pay. or reported to 
the IDterviewer as the rental rate at the end of the lIObedule:rear. and may Dot be the amount the tenant 

76 
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difference hill! been added to the money incomes of owners Ill! "imputed 
income from owned home." In the ease of families which received 
rent Ill! pay, the value of this rent Will! also added to the money income. 
This chapter will thus complete the discussion begun in the preceding 
one on sources of family income, by analyzing nonmoney income 
received from housing. 

Nonrrwney income from /wu8ing.-The average net amount of 
income imputed to families by virtue of home ownership is shown for 
native white complete nonrelief families in table 43." In the income 
group under $1,000, an average of $150 Will! thus added to the incomes 
of home owners. The amount of imputed income increlll!ed at succes
sive income levels until at $5,000 and over the owners received the 
equivalent of $534 in net imputed income from owned homes Ill! an 
addition to money income. Anticipating a later discussion of occupa
tional differences, some figures are offered here showing average 
imputed income by occupational groups. Obviously the amount of 
imputed income bears a relationship to the rental value of the home 
and the amount of the family's investment in it. Since wage earners 
on the average have homes with lower rental values than do clerical 
and professional families, the income imputed to them for home 
ownership Will! in general less than that allocated to the income of the 
other occupational groups. It is possible also that homes owned by 
families in the wage-earner group were more heavily mortgaged than 
were those of other occupational groups, which would have the effect 
of reducing the income imputed from ownership.' The imputed 
income of home owners in wage-earner families ranged from $119 in 
the income group under $1,000 to $307 in the class $5,000 and over. 
80tuaUy paid durtnr the ~. In the l-o .. t Income braatets. therefore, the actual ratio of nmt to iDoome 
1.1 ove..-stateQ for CUOIln whleb the tenant was UDable to pay the rent which fa COlDpared with his Income. 
Anothor disturbing (actor iI that the rut averages oovered houses as well as apartments; in the latter case 
\-ar)1n1l' proporUoos of familia. wero payinI sums for houslnc wblah Included such faclllties as h88.\, refrigcr.. 

atioD. abd sometim«ll furnLsbibRS. 
10 the cue of owners. tho relatJODShIp of rental value to Income b dected by two factors. Dome owners 

..... 00 made vwy extensive "pain duriDI: tbe,... stu.dled incmred upemes hizber t.haD the estimate. ad 
thUll aatually had 10000imputed incomll for tbIa particular)'ell' tbaD. was attributed to them. 

For tbe purlJOSDS of a abort schedule to be Il1led out by all ramtll.1n an ed.eDSlve random sample. eertaiD 
devloos bad to boemployed for dmivlnc the ftnal8gure with the practlcabll!l mlnimum otinOQDven1enae aud 
delay to tho ratnUies Interviewed. Tbtnlore. wbJle therental value and the actual amount paid as mortgage 
Intorost were obtained. from the tamil)' owniq the dwelling. other current es:pense (tues, Insurance. and 
repaln) "lUI calt'Ulatod from the rental value lD aooardaDoe wJth :all uporienCle &able bued UpoD. previous 
detailed studl. of bousintr by the Bureau of Labor Statistlat. PreUm1aary eum.inaUon of tho dfia from. 
the uPIlIIdlture study IIUQOSts that actual upomM of home oWDerShip in 198&-38 were in pneral s0me
what hilber tban IIIUmatod. probably because, af'ter aeveral,... of depression. utnordlnar7 rel*in WeN 
uodertatOD by a number of bome-ownlnl familles. 

At tbe oLbftr es:tnune, there wen undoubtedly 1!JOID.80WIUII"S. at leest in the lowest income bractets. wbo 
did not. durlnr the J'OU'. pay the normalUp011M!J of ownership attribut.ed. to them. such as caxea. iDsurance, 
cd ropairs. lD tbft'lCl CUI!JI, the bnpuWd Inmme from bousI.nI fw the year oovered was actaalIy IfWltar 
than the tlStlmated tlrun. Imputed. income abo ,wled with the amount of the 0WIler'a equity in the home. 
-alnce UtI! atreetod the amount of interest wlliob had &0 be paid. 

I Of the naUVtI wblte oompa-M families rtlported. u owniIq: bomes. 4.12 pertleDt either reoel'f'8d DO Del 
Inaoml! 01' lnturred .atual 10IIII d1.U'inl: \be nport )'flU' as a nsu1t of their home owuenb1p- \bat is. tho 
t!s.pmM!JII of soC!b ownership equallt!d or uceeded. the reneal value of the bome. 

• Dt.ta OIl treQ\IIIIDCJ' oIlDOr'tppd homes baTe no& bean tabulated b, occopatlcmallf'OUP. 
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The comparable figures for clericol families were $131 and $428, while 
for business and professionol families they were $162 and $594. 

TABLE 4:3.-Average amount 0/ mt imputed income from o'lllmd 1w1ne, received by 
MfM owners in specified occupational {/TOUpS by income I 

[WhIte nonrellel families Including h119baod and wife, both native born I) 

Home-ownIng families In tbe-

Inoome cIa8s 
An home

owning 
families a Wage.eamer Bmlness sDd . 

group Clerk:al group professional 

All families: 
Under $1,000. _____________________________ _ 
$l.(XI()-$l,lXXL ______________________________ _ 
$2.()()()-$2,ggg _______________________________ _ 
$3,I)()C)-$4,999. ______________________________ _ 
$5,000 and over. ___________________________ _ 

1160 
m 
221 
30tl ... 

$119 
156 

"" "" "" 

$131 
170 
222 
325 ... 

groups 

$182 
1 .. 
251 
333 ... 

I These avemges were computed by dividing the aggregate net lmputed income of each groop by tbe 
number 01 homlHlwning families In tbe IJI'OUp. 

, Among relief families. the home owners received an aV8l'8p 01$13010 Imputed inOODle from owned homes . 
• The imputed Income from mortgaged. homes (67.1 percant 01 all owned bomos) averaged II!JBS (1166) than 

that 01 Donmortgaged bomes ($342). (See tabular SIlIIlIIW'J', 88C. B, &able 11, p. 150, lor an 8D8lysis of tile 
costs of home ownership.) 

When computing total family income, the rento.i volue of the 
quarters given as part of the employment arrangement was regarded 
as part of the family income. Housing was received as payment for 
services by only 1.4 percent of all Chicago families in 1935-36. The 
bulk of these families were in the lower income groups, 72.1 percent 
having less than $2,000 for the year. For those families which re
ceived rent as pay, the item was significant.' Among such families 
in the sample of native white complete families with incomes under 
$1,000, rent as pay averaged $218, at the $1,000 to $2,000 level it 
amounted to $338, and at the income group of $5,000 and over, it 
consisted of $842 for the year, or about $70 per month. These last
mentioned families belonged exclusively to the business and professional 
groups. 

FrelflU1lCY of hofM OW1Ie7"ship.-In Chicago, more than one-fourth 
(28.4 percent) of all families received a part of their incomes in the 
occupancy of homes which they owned during the year 1935-36. 
This compares with the predepression figure of 31.4 percent in 1930." 
No figures are available as to the amount of debt on owned homes in 
1930. Data from the Urban Study· indicate that, in 1935-36, among 
native white families containing both husband and wife, two-thirds of 
the owned homes were mortgaged. Except for families in the lowest 
income bands (a majority of which, as will be pointed out later, had 
probably purchased their homes a.t a time when their incomes were 
more substantiol), the proportion of owned homes carrying a mort
gage was close to 70 percent for all families with incomes up to $3,000. 

I See &ahular summary, 980. B, tables 2. 2A, and 2B, pp. 121-127 • 
• Ftfteenth 0eDSus of tbe United S&ates. IIl1O. vol. 8, Familles. 
t Bee tabo1iw 1UlI'IDW'J, leO. B, table II, p. UIO. 
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Beyond that, the proportion of homes owned free of mortgage tended 
to increase with income, amounting to 65 percent without mortgage 
for those families with incomes of $10,000 and over. 

For those homes which were mortgaged, data indicate that interest 
payments on the mortgage averaged from one-third to two-fifths of 
the rental value of the home. For all families with incomes below 
$2,000, interest averaged 40 percent or more of rental value; it formed 
... somewhat decreasing proportion at higher income levels. 

Knowledge of the extent of home ownership among different social 
and economic groups in the population serves as a backgroun<J in the 
interpretation of the rent and income data. The trends in home 
ownership do not lend themselves to anyone simple explanation such 
as that home ownership is more frequently found at the higher income 
levels. The possession of a house in an urban community like Chicago 
may be associated with a numher of family situations. The purchase 
of a home presupposes a settled family life for which long-time plan
ning seems feasible. Thus newly estahlished families may be ex
pected to defer the purchase of homes until capital has been accumu
lated and a place established in the community. On the other hand, 
families may cling to their homes even when the family income has 
been reduced to the subsistence level. The presence of young children 
in the family is a factor stimulating the tendency toward home owner
ship. A family tradition of home ownership may affect the proportion 
of home owners among migrants from rural areas, native as well as 
foreign horn. Professional people may prefer home ownership in the 
suburbs and be predominantly apartment dwellers when living inside 
the city limits; while wage earners, particularly among the foreign 
born, may incline toward investment in a home near the place of work. 
Among some occupational groups the purchase of a home takes on the 
character of an occupational enterprise, as in the case of the real estate 
operator, carpenter, or builder. The doctor or lawyer, as well as the 
small-scale business proprietor, may regard home ownership as an 
asset in carrying on his profession or business. 

I t is thus clear that, even though home ownership is to be analyzed 
in relation to each of the various factors (income, occupation, nativity, 
ege) , these factors are in themselves interrelated in their influence 
upon home ownership. Ownership is more prevalent among the fami
lies with higher incomes, but these families are at the same time apt 
to have mature family heads, and to belong to the business and pro_ 
fessional groups. Home ownership is prevalent among the foreign 
born families, but here again the age factor is important, since many 
of the foreign born family heads are middle-aged or older. 

The interrelationship of the various factors, economic and social, 
whirh lead families to decide for or against home ownership is so 
intricate as to preclude the isolation of any one factor as dominant, 
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Nevertheless, certain definite characteristics are discernible in the 
home ownership and rental patterns when the data are analyzed by 
income, race and nativity, occupation, and age. An analysis by type 
of dwelling is presented at the end of this chapter. 

Home crwnership in various income grQ'UpB.-The relative frequency 
of home owners among the families studied varied markedly with 
differences in incoine levels, but the proportion of home owners did 
not increase consistently with each rise in income. In general, fam
ilies with incomes above $2,000 averaged higher in the proportion of 
home owners than did the sample for all income groups combined 
(table 44); yet families with incomes under $500 also exceeded the 
average in home ownership. Information was not obtained on the 
length of time the owner families had owned their homes, but the 
internal evidence presented by the schedules as to the character of the 
earnings, occupation, and age distribution suggests that those with 
low current income which owned homes in 1935--36 were families which 
had been more prosperous in previous years, during which the purchase 
of the home was undertaken. The reasons for this generalization will 
appear in the succeeding sections. 

TABLE ".-Percentage oJ renting and otoning families at Bvect."fied income' level. 

(The total for renters plus owners equals 100 percent] 

8. FAMILIES OF SPECIFIED COLOR AND NATIVITY, BY INCOME 

P-ercent.age of renters and owners 

Income class AlltamUies Native white F~~teborn N_ 

Ren .... Owners Renten 0 ...... Ren .... 0 ...... Reo .... Owu'" 
---

TotaL .••••• _________________ 11 •• 2&' 77 .• ,2.7 61.9 38.1 .... 7 .• 
= RelieL __ • ___ •• __ ." __ •. ___ . __ SS .• 11.2 00.' '.7 .... 17.6 97.0 ~. Nonrellet. ______ A' __ A ._. ____ 68 .• 31. :II 76.7 .... 59.1 40 .• .... 11.-4 ------------Under $500. _____________ .00.0 ".1 73.' 26.S .... .... 00 .• •. I -.-................ 71.7 2&. 78.' :U.8 .... 37.5 .... 10. ti $l,O()()--$l,990. ___________ • 73.0 27.0 .... 19,4 "' .. .... 00 .• .. , 

S2,0CJ(}--$2.9'99. _________ •• _ 60.' .4.4 72.' 27 .• .... .... 77.8 22., 
S3,()O()...$4,m •• ______ • ____ '" .. 41.8 .... 36.' 49.0 51.0 .... .. .. 
$6,000 and over _____ .... _ 61.2 .... 64.. 36.S .U .. .. --------- ---------

b. COMPLETE AND INCOMPLETB NATIVE WHITE FAMIUES, BY INCOME 

Native wbJte families 

Income cllLSS All Complete Incomplete _ .... 
Owners Renten 0 ...... 

_ .... 
0 ...... 

Total _________________________ 
77.3 22.7 78.. 21.1 71.8 28., 

Hallet. ____ • ___________ •••• ____ 
00.' 0.7 00.6 .. , 110.0 10.0 

Nonrellef ••• __ •••• __ ._ ._. __ • __ 76.7 .... 77.7 .... 68S au 
Under $500 ____ ••.• ______ • 78., .... 19.' OO.S 67.5 .... 
........................... 78.2 31.8 85.1 IU .... .... 
II,OOQ-$l,991L ______ . ______ M .• 19.4 .... 17.1 71.8 2&. 
12.<100-$2 .................. 72.. 27 .• 7U 117.0 70.1 .... 
SS.OIJO--$4.909 ____________ •• .. .. 36 .• ".7 36.. " .. ... 
$6,000 and over_ •••• ______ "'-, .U 63.. .... ... . SUI 
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Among nonrelief families, home ownership was least common among 
those with incomes between $500 and $2,000. This is true of all 
families and of native and foreign born white. It should be recalled 
that over half of all families, 51 percent of native and 56 percent of 
the foreign born white nonrelief families, fall into these income classes. 7 

This goes far to explain the fact that less than 30 percent of all Chicago 
families were found to be home owners. 

One in 10 families among those receiving relief at some time during 
the year were home owners at the date of interview. The small 
number of homlHlwning families in the relief group may be taken to 
represent those few that had not used up all resources, including the 
investment in the home, before joining the relief ranks. For those 
that retained their homes, it may be assumed that normal repairs 
and taxes on the home were in many cases not cared for during the 
current year. During the period covered by the study, home owners 
among the relief cases were assisted by the relief administration in 
bearing the expenses of home ownership, provided those expenses of 

. home ownership did not exceed the maximum rent allowance which 
would have been made for the family if it had been occupying rented 
quarters. 

Home ownership was found to be most prevalent in the income 
hrackets between $3,000 and $5,000, wherein 41.8 percent of the fam
ilies occupied their own dwellings. Here again we cannot be sure 
that these families did not have higher incomes when the home was 
purchased. Nevertheless, if we accept the popular formula that about 
twice the current annual income represents the usual price of newly 
purchased homes, it is not unlikely that sales pressure for the purchase 
of homes would be concentrated upon the families within these income 
brackets.' 

If in relating home ownership to income we separate the complete 
from the incomplete families, as in table 44b, we see that the incomplete 
families had relatively more home owners than did those which con
tained both the husband and wife. The contrast is particularly strik
ing for the lowest income groups, where there was ouly one owner in 
every five to seven among the families containing both husband and 
wife, as compared with one owner in every three incomplete families. 
This comparison reflects the presence of widows and others remaining 
in the broken family group who were left with the family home but 
received little in the way of earnings or other current income. It is 

t See ab. 1. Labl.8. 
1800 H. A. BomiR. The BvoJvlna Home. 3 voll. (lm-.s6). n Is Intereating to Dotetu thbcoDD8Ctlon that. 

I'If l\ll famUy-d.welling units In ODe- IUld two-r.muy dweillDp (wWeb. Copt.her BODOllnt for tI3 pemmt of all 
owned homes In Cblaqo} for which buildiq: permlta ware imled. betweeu UI29 and 1V36, over M percent 
..... tor struC!lUl1lll t'OSUIlI' betweID a&.ClOO and ",000 I*' dweHlnc unU (Balldilll' ~t SurveY. 1& to 
IUM, ('hl~ Ill., Bw.u 01 Labor Statistics. U, 8. De~t of Latq~ 1a7). Tbeaa units. with 
IUItX) added as tb •• tima*' ....... aosc 01 buUdllJe sites" would Dl8IO dwe1Uoa units costiDc apprcm
In_tel,..oo;) tl'l 110.000. 
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only when we come to the upper income levels, $5,000 a.nd over, that 
the complete families ha.d proportionately more owners than did the 
incomplete. 

Home O'I1l1In"ship by race and nativity.-The proportion of home 
ownership varied apprecia.bly as between the different racia.! and 
nativity groups, both a.s a total and within given income interva.!s. 
Of the home-owning families in Chica.go in 1935-36, 59.1 percent were 
foreign born, 39.2 percent were native white, and 1.7 percent were 
Negro a.nd other color (table 45). The proportion of foreign born and 
of Negro families a.mong the home owners decrea.sed with increa.sing 
income, while that of native whites increa.sed, forming more than 50 
percent of the tota.! among families with incomes of $3,000 and above. 
These figures represent, not a decrea.smg proportion of home owner
ship a.mong foreign born and Negro families, but rather the increa.sing 
predomina.nce, at the higher income levels, of native white families.s 

TABLE Ii.-Nativity and racial compDBition 01 home-ouming /amilua at specified 
income leuelB 

Income class Total Native FO",:t'l Nepoand 
white born w lte other color 

1'<0",,' 1'<0,,", 1'<0""' Pmm' .... ".1 L7 

.>7 81.6 6.S 
Allowners--------·---------------------·------F=~I~OO':=;O~I===:~~I==~~,I===~ 
tl~7::nen==:::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~::g 39.' L6 .... 

31.0 66.' >7 1---=71---~1--~~1---~ Under $1.000 _________ A_A_A. ___ _____ _ _ _ _____ 100 0 
$l,OOO-SI,999._._. ___ • __ . _________________ ... 100.0 35., 63.1 I.' 12.000-12,999. _________ • w_o. • __________ • __ ___ )00. 0 .... "' .. LI S3,OOG-.S4,99!L ________________ • ________ . ____ • 100. 0 ro .• 48' .U 
$5,(0) and over __ ...... _... ......•... ..•.... 100. 0 67.2 ... ----._--------

This last statement is corroborated when an ana.!ysis is made of 
home ownership among families of different nativity and racial ba.ck
grounds. Of the foreign born families in Chicago, 38.1 percent were 
home owners; the native white "families had 22.7 percent home owners; 
while a.mong the Negroes, 7.6 percent of the families owned their 
homes (table 44). Comparing foreign bom fa.milies with the native 
white at successive income levels, we see that at each level the pro
portion of home owners among the foreign families exceeded that of 
the native whites. In the income interva.!s between $1,500 and $2,250, 
the foreign born had proportionately twice a.s ma.ny home owners as 

I This is shown in the distribution by racial groups at various lnoome levels, whicb. WILS as folloW!: 

Iocome elBS9 Total Native white ForeIgn born Negro and 
white oLbet oolor 

Pn«flt Pn«nl hrtmt Per"", 
AlUamlll811 (home owners and ranters) •.•. __ •• _ 100.0 49.0 ".2 «\8 

Reller. ..• __ •• _. __ ._ ••••••••....••...••• ____ .... 100. 0 37. " MI. 2 22.. 9 
NonrelleL._._.................................. 100.0 60.8 ".9 4.3 

Uodu$I,COO_ •. _ ••..•• _ ••• __ ••....•••...... 100.0 41.9 49.0 9.1 
$1,0Q0-$1,999 .. __ • __ . ___ .• ____ • __ ._ .• ___ ..••• UIO.O 49.6 46.4 4.1 
$2,OOOandover •...• __ ._ ..... __ ...... _. ___ .. 100.0 68. 7 40.0 1.3 
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did the native white families." At the lowest income levels, the dis
crepancy was even greater. Almost half of the foreign born families 
with net incomes of less than $250 during the year were home owners, 
while only one-sixth of the native white families in this group owned 
their homes. This bottom income group among the foreign born 
was composed largely of families of independent business persons 
whose very low net profit for the year 1935--36 probably did not 
represent the normal situation for such families over an extended period; 
the purchase of the home had undoubtedly occurred in more prosperous 
years. The proportion of native white home owners varied from 9.7 
percent among relief families to 35.8 percent of the families with 
incomes of $5,000 and over. The range for the foreign born extended 
from 17.6 percent of the families in the relief group to 51.0 percent 
at the income interval of $3,000 to $5,000. The percentage of Negro 
home owners ranged from 3.0 percent of families in the relief group to 
54.5 percent of families whose incomes were over $3,000 (a higher 
percentage than for either the native white or the foreign born), while 
the mean proportion was 7.6 percent. 

The prevalence of home owners among the foreign born may reflect 
in part the Old World tradition of real property ownership as signify
ing tangible evidence of economic success; in part, the relatively 
large proportion of independent businesses operated in premises 
also occupied as living quarters; in part, the prevalence of larger 
families, and of families of mature age in the foreign born group. 
The reason for the small proportion of owners among Negroes has 
already been suggested in the fact of their concentration in the low 
income brackets, coupled with the limited residential areas available 
to them. Another factor is that many of the Negroes are relative 
newcomers in the city.ll 

Home ownership by occupation.-In table 46, which presents data 
for nonrelief native white families containing both husband and wife, 
the proportion of home owners is shown by the major occupational 
groupings. There appear to be several noteworthy differences, in 
respect to home ownership, between the wage-eamer families and those 
in the business and professional groups. U we consider the totals 
in each occupational group, we find that the business and professional 
families are higher than the wage earners in percentage of home 
owners. Yet the increase in home ownership as income permits is 
much more striking for the wage-eamer families. Beginning with 12 
percoot of home owners at the $750 family income level, there is a 
continuous rise in the percent of owners as family income in the wage 
earner group increases. The proportion rises to 28.7 percent at the 

If See tabular SUIIlIIWJ. leO. Bo table tt. p. 1M, and aeo. 0, table? pp.ln-In. 
11 The Nepo populaUou In Cbtcaao IntftUld between lUG fUld Ul30 by 111.7 paroent (ll'tfteeDth Census 

Of \,be United Slatm, li.'lO. Population. 'YOlo. In, pl. I. p. Gl). Data ooUected In &be pnamt study IndJcated 
that llill ~~Unued .rtwlaM t- applDdla Bon sampllDc PI"QIOlIdure. P.18O). 
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$2,000 income level, and to 50 percent at $3,000. Of the small num
ber of families in the wage-earner group whose incomes were $5,000 
or more, more than two-thirds were home owners. This predomi- . 
nance of home ownership is in large measure accounted for by the 
large adult families characteristic of the wage-earner group at this 
income level. For the business and professional families, the percent
age of home owners shows no such consistent increase with income, 
the peak being 34.8 percent home ownership for the business and pro
fessional families at $5,000 and over. The families in the clerical, 
like those in the wage-earner, group increased their proportion of 
home owners from $750, at which 7.4 percent owned their homes, to 
$5,000 and over, at which level 35.7 percent were home owners. The 
increase is not so great, however, as among the wage earners. 

TABLE 'G.-Home owners: Percentage in specified occupational groups, by inc:D1M 

[White nonrel1ef ramlllM Including busband and wife, botb native born) 

Income elas! 
AJJ oocu{"" BU!lness and tID .. Wace earner Clerical p-'" groupe 

Alll'amilJes. __ • __ • __ •••. ______________________ _ 22., 21.3 20.3 .... 
Under $500 _________________________________ A __ _ "' .. lU 10.4 :II .• $6(J()-.$749 ______________________________________ _ 

17.9 13.3 .... 215 •• 
13.1 11.9 7.' 22.1 
13.7 13.1 1~' 18.. 
16. 9 1& •• 13.' ., .. 
1&6 18.3 lU ,LO 
ID.2 21.' 16.2 1&4 

"....-........ ----------... --. -- --. ----. ----. Sl,obo-$l.24IL, ___________ •. _________ ". "_" ______ _ 
$1,2liO-$1,4Q9 ________ • ______ .'_ •• ____________ A __ _ 

Sl,liOO-$l,749, _____ •••• __ • ______ ." __ ••••••• ___ ••• 
$1,750-$1,999 __ •• __________ • __________________ •. 
12,IXJ6..S2,4.99 •• ___ • __________________ • __ . _______ . .... 287 21.7 18.0 

33 .• ... 33.0 27 .• .... .... .... .. .. .... .. .. ".7 .... $2,600--12,999_ •••• ________ ._ •• __ • __ • _____ • ______ _ 
S3,IlIlO--$4,999 ___________ • _________________ • _____ _ 
SS,OIX) and over ____________ . _____ . __ . _ •. _. ____ .. 

The rise in the proportion of home owners with increasing income 
is not very consistent among the business and professional families 
'!Dtil we pass the $2,000 income bracket. The reasons for the irregu
larity of the honie ownership proportions for the business and profes
sional families below $2,000 are several and not hard to find. The 
bulk of the business and professional groups are in the income bands 
above $2,000. Below that level the samples were relatively small, 
hence more subject to random fluctuation, and small-scale enterprisers, 
living in poor dwelling quarters, outweigh the salaried business and 
professional families. 

When home-owning families are distributed within each income 
level by their occupational groupings, as in table 47, we see that home 
ownership among the families of wage earners exceeds that among 
other occupational groups in all income brackets between $500 and 
$3,000. At the lowest income level (less than $500 of current family 
income), the families with no gainfully employed members comprised 
44 percent of tbe total home-owning families. Above $3,000 the 
clerical families were slightly more numerous than the wage earners; 
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but neither of these two groups had so many home owners as the 
business and professional group. 

TABLJD 4:'1.-Home-ouming families at specified income levels cla8sified by occupa· 
liooal group 

{White nonrelleffamlliea Including husband BDd wife, both Dativ6 born1 

AlI occup&- Business and No ga.intully 
IIl.COIJle class tIonaI ...... ps w .......... Olerical prOfessional ... -.......... 

Percenf Percent Percent Percent -"'" Alllazn1liea.. ______ • _____ A _______ 100 .• .... .... ".1 2 •• 
All owning tamilies-- ____________ 100.. .... 27.7 . ... • •• 

Under $IiOO. _______ -_______ ._ 100.0 35.7 '.8 1/1.5 44. 1$1..···· --.... ----.. 100 .• 43.. 16.8 ".1 ~.5. 7 
00-$999-----. __ .. _______ . __ 100.0 fig. 6 11.4 .... ... . g ..... --------._.---- 100 .• .... 19,5 ".5 '.7 • 250- 1,499 ______ . ___ . ______ 100.0 ... 1 22.1 19.1 6.7 1,741L ________ • ______ 100.0 61. , 27.' 15.9 '.7 1.1ro-.$l.9QIL ____ A __________ 10110 .... 29.7 .... :u 

1==:::::::::::::::: lOll 0 .... 31S.4 16.6 •• 100.. 40.1 .... .. .. •• 
tk=~ver_-_-_-:~~:~=:~=: 100.0 '1.. ".3 .... 1.' 

100.0 10.3 IS.6 71.1 --------------

Owners and renters by age.-There is no phase of the analysis by 
home tenure in which we find more consistent significant differences 
between home owners and renters than in the classification by age of 
the head of fanrily. In a random sampling of the schedules for the 
complete native white families, relief and nonrelief, in Chicago, the 
husbands owning their . homes were 10 years older, on the average, 
than the renters; their median ages were 48 and 38, respectively 
(table 48). While nearly three-fifths of the renter husbands were 
under 40, about one-fifth of the owners were less than 40 years old. 
These figures do not, of course, take into account the age at which 
purchase of the home was made, and hence are in a sense cumulative
that is,. the figures on home owners at the older ages include all those 
who purchased homes at earlier ages and had not in the interval given 
up ownership. 

The increasing proportion of owners at the older ages is in part a. 
result of increasing income. That this is not a complete explanation, 
however, is indicated by the fact that, at each income level, these age 
differences obtained. Heads of renting families with incomes under 
$500 )lad a. median age of 39 years, while 'owners averaged 48.8 years 
in the same income group. In the highest income groups, $5,000 and 
over, the median age for renters was 43 years; for owners it was 52 
years. Among renters, the prevailing age group was 30 to 39 years 
except for the highest income group, in which the ages 40 to 49 oc
curred most frequently. Among owner families the most common 
age interval was 40 to 49 years in all income clru!Ses up to $3,000, be
yond which the 50- to 59-year-old heads of fanrily predominated. 
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TAB"" ~.-Renier. and owner. distributed by ag. of head .f family. aI ~ 
income leotla 1 

(White tamillas including husband and wH'e. both nat.fve born) 

a. RENTERS 

Age of bWlbaDd In nnting families 

Income class Median ... 
AD .... Under30 ..... ...... ....... 
......... Pt<"'" ......... .......... , -AD tamilles ________ • ___________ 

37.8 100.0 '''' <0.1 ... li).O 

Under S5OO ___________________ • .. .. too.O 20.' 31.8 31.0 ... SOOO_m9 ______________________ 
".0 100.0 .... 36.7 23.7 I.' SI.()(J().....$1.499 ______ • __________ ._ 36.6 100.0 .... 25.. .. .. S .• 

Sl, 500-$1,999. ________ ". ________ 36.' 100.0 21.0 .... 21 ... 0.' 
S2.0Cl0-S2,99(L. __ ,". ____ •• ______ 38.' 100.0 10.3 <6.8 28.7 10.0 S3,{1()()-$4, Q(XL __ •• ______________ 41.3 100.0 7_' 37.4 SUi 14. I 
$5.000 and over. ________ • __ •••• <3.0 100.0 2.7 31.5 37.0 17.8 

b. OWNERS 

Age of bmbmd tn owning famllies 

Income class Median 

I age 
All aces Under SO ..... ...... ....... 
Pt<UftI - .......... , ....... , Pt<, ... A.D famfiles.. __________________ 

47.5 U'" • 3.0 20. I ".8 27.7 
Under StjO(L ____ • ______________ 48.8 100.0 U 1& I 38.7 .... SOOO_m9 ______________________ 

47. IS 100.0 2.8 22 .• 29:G .... 11,000-$1,499. ______ • ___________ 47.7 100.0 7_7 1&7 3l.8 29.7 $1,500-$1,999 ___________________ <aO 100.0 ••• 23.. . ... 27.' S2.000-S2. 999 ___________________ .... 100.0 U 23.2 .... 20.8 S3,(J()0...$4.999 ___________________ ro .• 100.0 3.. I~ I 28.8 27 .• S6,00D and over ________________ 
M .• 

"'" 0 ---------- 10.8 20.7 .... 
I Based on a sample of 3,50 cues. aelected at random from relief and nonrcUef families.. 

.. .. d 
0_ 

"""'" 0.7 
= ... • •• 7_' .-. ... 

'.1 
11.0 

.... d 
over 

p",.., 
11< 

19.4 
19.7 
IU 
10.9 
..7 
IU 
'<.3 

Less than 5 percent of the husbands under 30 years of age were 
home owners. With each succeeding age interval the proportion of 
home owners increased until the peak of home ownership was reached 
a.t 50 to 54 yea.rs, with 43 percent of the families owning their homes. 
After 55 yea.rs the proportion of home owners remained grea.ter than 
one-third of all families (table 49). 

TABLE 'B.-Percentage of renler. and ..",..,.. among family head. of .peeijied age. I 

[WhIte families lucIudlns: husband and wile, boUl nUn bornJ 

Age of head 

Unde.r 26 yean ______________ _ 
25-29 ___ . ___ . __________ . _____ _ 
30-34 ________________________ _ 
35-39 ________________________ _ 
40--40i ________________________ _ 

Peroentage of-

Renters Ownen 

.... 
911.3 
.".. .... 
77.1 

Ap of head 
Peroentage ot-

Renters Owners 

.. .. 
57_0 
61. 8 .. .. .... 

20.1 
42.0 
28.. 
36." 
30.1 

I Based QA" sample of ~Ml cases, selected alraQ.dQm from reHot .. Ad QonroUef ramwee. 
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The same general relationship between home ownership and age 
is observed at each income level (table 50). Among families with 
incomes between $500 and $1,000, only 2 percent of the husbands 
under 30 years of age were home owners, while 45 percent were home 
owners in the age groups above 60 years. The husbands under 30 
had their highest percentage of home ownership (17.4 percent) in the 
income bracketa between $3,000 and $5,000; but for the same income 
interval, home ownership WRS 59.5 percent for husbands between 50 
and 60 years of age. 

lru:omu of OtOIIUB and renlerB.-In view of what hRS already been 
brought out concerning the increasing proportion of home ownership 
at the higher income levels, it is not surprising to find that the medisn 
income of $1,622 for all home owners in Chicago (mcluding those on 
relief) was greater than that for renters by $300. This means first of 
all that families do not or cannot undertake purchase of a home 
until their incomes have attained a certain minimum. It must be 
remembered, too, that the incomes of home owners included certain 
BUms imputed to that ownership. 

T ... LB it.-P.,.ceftlage 0' ~ """"'II ,amily Mada 0' opeciJiM. GfIU. by i""" .... 
dauu I 

(Wblte ramw.indudlDl bosbaDd utd wile, both naiive boru) 

PeroaDtap of owners amcmc famIb' beads 

Ineomeclaa Under. :I:: AD_ ,.... ..... ,.... ............ -.... 
Pod1M' s.~ .. __ ..... __ .. ___ ... 11- I 2.. U .... 25.. ... . 
$..~-- - ----_ .• _------_.-. 16.2 U .0.0 UI." 3<.. .... S. •• 006-SI,49D. _______ • _________ .... ... ,. , 17.8 lIU .... $l,!iOI)-$l,m. _________________ 

17.4 ••• U ... ... . 44.. S2,(J(l()-.$2,M. _____ •• _. _. ______ 14, ... 'U .... 4Il.5 .... I3,CJIlO.-.$4,9\IU. ___ •••• __________ M. • 17.4 .Il, 33 .• .... 47.e $6.,000 aDd Ova' ______ • ______ ._ .... ------------ .<.8 "'. .... .... 
I BL"lId on "8ampleof3.541 ca-.l!IeJerted at raDdom from re1IeI-lUld uoDreUerfamiUes. All famIb' beadI 

iD eacb lDoome class iD IIDY givoo ace If'OOP tabD as 100.0 peroeuL 

Bearing these facts in mind, we may call attention to some com
pariaons between incomes of owners and renters among families of 
different occupational and race and nativity groups, as shown in 
tables 51 and 52. Among the native whites, the medisn family income 
for the home-owning families ($1,852) was $340 higher than for 
renters. Among the foreign born, the medisn family income for 
home owners ($1,501) was $214 higher than for the renters (table 51). 
Among the Negroes, the median family income of the home owners 
was $961; it is hardly comparable with that of the Negro renters, 
half of whom received relief during the year. I! The income difference 

'I OoDIDJq tbe data to DODnUeItamm.. &be0W'Dll' ad ND_ mediaDlfDr the ~r-.-..u~poDpI 
.... uloUow$: 

Natm -bile. OWDIIW. ".I1e; NII,,"- II ... 
I'1:nIp barD. owuen.. 11.571; ......... 417. 
NiIIPOo 0W'Da'I" •• 1&0; reaten.1l.Oa 

'''1)%1- 38 T 
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between owners and renters may be appreciated by taking the $2,000 
family income as a point of reference. Among the native white 
families, 45 percent of the home owners r~ived incomes above this 
amount, while but 30.2 percent of the renters had $2,000 or more in 
family income. In the case of the foreign born families, the income 
brackets from $2,000 up included 31 percent of the home owners, as 
compared with 21.9 percent of the renters. The median income 
somewhat understates the real difference between the incomes of the 
home owners and the tenants, since at both the lower and upper 
extrenles there are proportionately more owner families than renters. 
Aboul,9 percent of the owners among the foreign born received current 
incomes of less than $500 (without receiving relief), 4.6 percent of the 
foreign born tenant families. In the case of the Negro families, the 
spread between the incomes of home owners and renting families was 
accentuated by the fact that nearly half of the Negro families were on 
relief during the year; and all but 3 percent of these relief families 
were renters. 

T A.BLE 51.~R ... ling and owning Jam;l;" diotribuled by ;mome l<v.z. 
a FAMILIES OF SPECIFIED COLOR AND NATIVITY 

Percentage of tamfiJes In each income class 

Income class All famHles Native white Fore'f.'l born Negro 
w " 

Rente", 0 ...... Ren_ O ....... Ren_ Own ... Ren_ O ...... --------------------TotaL _________________ , _____ 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 tOO. 0 

RelIef. __ • __ ." _______________ ---n.o ••• lIT --rr 16.2 U ----..:-.- 1U Noorelief- ___________________ 
83 .• .... 87 .• .. .. 83.8 .... Sl.8 81.1 

Under $IiOO. _ •• ___ • ______ ----.:7 -rr u ~ --U ••• --r.o --s:6 
$.lOO-$999 ................ 14.1 1'" U.3 11.7 16.6 15.3 18.1 25.8 $1,000-11,9'11(1. _____ • ______ 39.5 36.7 ".7 33 .• 41.7 ".1 2'.1 •• 2'1 .• 12,Q00-$2,999 ____________ • 1~. 21 .• 19.7 .... 16.2 19.8 a7 .... 
$3.()()()-$4,9~HL ____________ ••• 11.8 at 16.1 '.7 '.7 •• • •• $6,000 and over •••••••• __ 1 .• U 1 • ... I .• 1.' ......... _ ........ 

= 
Median income I ... -----.-r- $1,323 $1.82'.1 $1.1108 $1 .... $1,287 $1,tiOl (') 1\l61 

b. NATIVE WmTE FAMILIES. COMPLETE AND INCOMPLETE 

Percentage of families in eacb income class 

Income class AUll8tive white Complete tamlUes Incomplete famJlles 

Ren_ Own ... -- Owners Reo .... Owners 

Total._. ___________ • __ • _____ .. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 U" • 100.0 
Relle'-___ ._ •• ____ •••••••.• ___ • 1 ... ••• 10.9 • •• 17.8 •• Nonrellef ••• " ••• __ •• _ •• ____ •• 87 .• .... ".1 ".7 ... " .... 

Under S5OO._ .••• _________ ... ... 2.' 18 •. 7 lUI 
$6OO·$ •• IL ... _ ........ _ ... 113 11.7 11.3 7.' 16.1 ".3 $1,000-$1,999 _____ ._ ••••••• ".7 sa. 42.. "'8 .... . ... S2,()(I(}....l2.999_. ___ •• _ •• ____ 19.7 .... 21. fj 29.8 1U 14.7 
IS .......................... , at 16.l &0 17.6 at ••• 16,000 and over ___________ U ... as •• L8 a2 

Median l.Doom.e l _ .. ____ ... ____ $I,fAl8 $1.852 $1,696 $0,076 $1,141 $1 .... 

I Including relief lamllles, treattns. them aU as below the median. 
I MediaD [or Negro renters Dot ven, because it II practically It dlvJdl.ng Une between relief and non

rellef families. For Negro DOnrell renten alone the ID6dJan is $1,020; tor Negro nonrellef home owners the 
median Is $1,160. 
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In genero.1, home ownership was assumed at a lower level of fa.mily 
income by wage-earner than by elerico.1 fo.milies; and by elerico.1 
f o.milies at lower incollle levels than those at which business and 
professiono.1 fo.milies usuolly accept the responsibility of home owner
ship.'. But in any given occupationo.1 group the median income for 
home owners was, as must be expected, considerably higher than for 
renters. This is shown in table 52, which gives the distribution by 
occupationo.1 group for the complete native white (nonrelief) families. 
It will be seen that in each of the occupationo.1 groups the median 
income for owners is between $400 and $500 higher than it is for the 
renters. 

TABLE IZ.-Owning and rtnting Jamilie. in different occupational groups, by income 

(Wblte Donrellef fBmtues Including bWlband and wlfe. both native born] 
-

Peroentqe of ramtlles in each lnOOIDe cl&ss 

Rusin ... and Inoome olasa Wage earner Clerical slonal .-
Ren_ Owners Ronters Owners Renten Owners 

Total ••• __ ••••••••.•••••• _." _. IIlO. • IIlO. • IIlO. • 100.0 100 .• IIlO. • 

Under $50IL. " ••• ________ . __ •. s .• 2.. I. I .6 U 1.0 
$Nl()-S749 •••• _______ •• _ ••• _____ 6.9 8.. as 2.. az 8.3 
$76D-$D09 •.•••••• _. __ ••• ______ • 11.8 U ~7 I .• '.0 3 .• 
Il,0IJ0--$1.249. _ •• _________ ••• __ I ... ... 10.2 '.7 a. • •• '1.~I.tIXL_. __ .... _ .... __ .. 14,,6 g .• 10.8 U .. '.0 II, 1,749 ___ ._,,. ... _______ 13.6 11.8 18. 3 '.S 1.3 ••• 11.7flO-$l.090 ••••. _ '. ________ •• 12.3 12.2 14, 1 10.7 &9 0.1 
$2,OC»-$2,499. __ •....• _ .. _ .•••. 13.1 .... 21,1 .... Ii, IJ 11,1 
l2,fIO()-$2,991L ~ ........•.••••.• 6.1 11.8 U IU 10.9 1a7 
$:l,0()()-.$4,VIIIJ. _ •.••••....••.... ... 18. • 10.8 21.3 21.9 ,0.3 
a.s,OOOand over ..•........ _ .•. •• I. , I .• as 10.2 '''' Median Inoome .•..•••••..•.•• $1,476 $I .... $I .... $2,300 $2,301 fl. n.5 

-
Among wage earners the median income for the owner fo.milies was 

$1,928, compared with $1,475 for the renters. The renters had rela.
tively more fo.milies than did the owners in the income bands up to 
$2,000. From there up, the owners had larger proportions in each 
income bracket than did the renters. Among the fo.milies of the 
clerico.1 group, the median income of the home owners was $2,309, as 
e.ompared with $1,858 for the renters. As in the case of the wage
earner group, the most pronounced differences in the distribution 
occurred in the upper income groups, where the proportion of owners 
was about twice as high as the proportion of renters. Business and 
proCessiono.1 fo.milies show the same genero.1 variations in home tenure 
by income as do the other occupationo.1 groups, the median income of 
home owners being $414 greater than that of renters. The contrast 

II In romparlqownermlptnnds by ocoopetfonal\lfOUplDp, It may bereeaUtd tbat ~erfBmDlM 
do not ordlllMUy ret into the up~r Inroble class unl.., \.be family b IlJ'1'8eDougb to contain .veral earners. 
Tblll"ost or ",ntins • rnod-orn apartment of thel'flQuisite silll for. lam fftrnlly mJgbt. lberetore. eDt'OUl1I&"$ 
the Pltroha. .. of a home by lhlfl ""llJe t'I&r'08I'S; wberas.ln the busI.o8l!l!' or proftNiioDal family, the earlliDp of 
_linKle tn.dw1Dner Ill&)' provide sul*ior .. \eel fI.clllUel tor. smaller 1a.milJ'. 
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beiween the proportions of renters and owners at the higher income 
levels, however, is not so marked as in the case of wage-eamer and 
clerical families. Among families of the business and professional 
group, 43 percent of the renters received incomes over $2,500, as 
compared with 55 percent of the owners. 

Note on Tenure of Dwellings of Different Types 

Analysis of home ownership by type of dwelling was made for the complete 
native white families. It indicates that, in Chicago, more than 55 percent of 
the tenant families lived in multiple-family buildiogs constructed for three or more 
households. U Among owners, on the other hand, 73 percent occupied one-family 
houses." Two-family dwellings were second in importance for both tenants (of 
whom 28 percent lived in such quarters) and owners (of whom one-fifth were in 
two-family dwellings). Distribution of the families (owners and renters) among 
the various tJ pes was as shown below: 

RnWT. 
All dwellings. __________ • _____________________ 100.0 

One-family house___________________ ______ II. 4 

Iletached ___________________________ _ 
Attached ___________________________ _ 10. 9 

.5 

Two-family house ________________________ 'n.9 

Side by side__________________________ .4 
Two decker __________________________ 'n.5 

= 
Apartment building _______________________ 56. 6 

0 ••• ", 

100. 0 

= 
72.6 

70.9 
1.7 

= 
20.4 

.2 
20.2 

= 
5.4 

Three families________________________ 10. 0 2. 8 
Four families_________________________ 5. 1 .8 
Five or more families _________________ 41.5 L 8 

= = 
])welling unit in business buildiog_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3. 3 1. 5 

Other___________________________________ .8 .1 

The cases of owners shown in dwellings for five or more families may be assumed 
to represent, for the most part, ownership in cooperative apartments. 

Only in the case of the one-family dwellings did the home owners predominate; 
almost two-thirds of all the families in such dwellings owned their own home. 
(table 53). Except for families receiving relief and for those with incomes under 
$500, there is a steady increase in the proportion of owners among occupants of 
one-family dwellings with each rise in income. At the $500 to $1,000 level, 51.8 
percent of the families in these single-dwelling structures were home owners; 
at the $2,000 level, 70.1 percent owned their homes; while among families with 
incomes of $5,000 or more 82.8 percent were home owners. 

It See tabula.r 1IUIIlDUlrY. sec. B. tab1el6,. p. 157. 
II Tabular 8UDlIII8I'Y. aeo. B. table 15, p. ]58. In contrast with some of the easteI'D eltles, practically all 

(97 percBDt) of the one-awilly dwelllnp in Chicago .... detached. 
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Similar but not such striking increases in the proportion of owners may be 
observed among occupants of two-family dwellings. For all Buch dwellings, 16.4 
percent of the occupants were home owners. But among the families at the 
$5,000 level, 39.6 percent owned the two-family dwelling. which they occupied. 

TABLII li3.-Proportion 0/ occupant. o/specified types 0/ dweUings who toer6 homs 
otoners, by income 

{White ra.mllles Including husband and wife. both native born) 

Percentage 01 QoCCUpanta who were home owners 10-

lncomoo2aa kr-more- Dwelling 
All I·famlly 2-family 3-family 4 familY family unit In Other dwellings dwelling dwelUng dwelling dwelling dwelling hwtness 

building 

--------- ---
TotaL _________ • _____ 21. 1 .... lB. f 7 .• 4 .• 1 .• 11.2 ••• = = = ---= = = = 
Total relief. ___ , ___ ._ O •• 4.0.3 '.4 1 .• •• -----T2' -----i8~ .. · -------3:8 Total nonreJlef. _____ ... ".7 17.9 7 .• 4 .• ---------Under SIlOO. ____ • .... 60.1 17.8 16.2 6.7 •• 18.4 .... 

$500-$999. ______ • 1".9 lit.S 12.6 ••• ••• •• 7.' _.-._.'_ .. 
11,000-$1,499 ••••• Iii. 3 .... 11.7 •. 8 1.1 •• 13.4 ·······ifi • J.MM4I,gOO •..•• 18.9 08.7 Iii. Ii ••• U •• 7.' 
$2,()()()-.$2,909 ••• __ 27 .• 70_1 23 •• 7 .• '.S •• 17.8 ••• s:J,()()()-$4,WV. ____ ".S 78.2 31. 6 11.0 12.9 '.8 .... 18.2 
S!i.OOO and over __ " .. 82 •• 39,6 11.6 .... ••• ".0 ._--.-----

Inco1ne, OJ familie. reliding in different type, oJ dtoeUing ,tructure'.-The corre-
lation observed between income levels and the type of dwelling occupied holds 
generally for both owners and renters. Considering first the renting families, 
we find that the median income ranged from $1,126 for tenants living in quartel'B 
located in business buildings to $1,783 for residents in buildings housing five or 
more families (table 54). Residents of one-family dwellingo had a median income 
(SI,621) .econd in size to that of families in largo apartment hou.... Residents 
in two-, three-, and four-family dwellings, as well as in dwellings located in busi
ness buildings, had. median incomes lower than those of renting families as a 
whole. This suggests that the newer dwelling structures are principally one
family dwellings and large scale apartments.ll 

The highest median income for owners, as for renters, was for the 2 percent 
who held ownership in structures containing five or more living units. Next to 
this group were the owners of one-family dwellings, with a median income of 
$2,118, while all others fell helow the composite median of $2,075 for all owners 
(table 54). Here again the lowest median incomes were found among families 
occupying quarters in a structure in which business enterprises were carried on
the median income being $1,492-almost $600 less than that of owner families 
&8 a whole. 

Contrasting the incomes of owners and renters in each type of dwelling. we 
note that, as in all other comparisons, owners have median incomes exceeding 
those of renters by sever&! hundred dollars. In the case of one-family dwellingo, 
for example, the median for owners is $497 greater than that of renters, One in 
ten tenants of these Single-family dwellings received $3,000 or more during the 
year, while one in five o",'oers living in this type of dwelling had incomes of that 
siae. In two-family dwellings also, the higher income f&IQ.ilies were more than 
twice as frequent, proportionately, among owners as among renters. 

11 As • maner of fact. bUlltllnr permit data IDdlcJI:te that of all dwell.lDl unltlll for wbleb. permits were 
luuod. In Cblt'qO bt!IWfIOb ID2Vand l~ almost as percent ,"",one-famU.)' bouses or In structW'811 bouslna 
Ih'eor more r.m.tllts without aoomDlllrt!ial unit (Bulld1Dc PwmIt Suney •• _ to 111M. Cblcaao, m,. Bunau 
of Labor StalbU<t*, U. S. Departmebt 0:( Labor. Utlli)_ 
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TABLE 54.-Rent<r. and owners in 'P<cijied Iypu of dweUing., distributed by i_ 

[Wblte ramntes includIng husband and wife. both native bom 

•. RENTERS 

Type of dwelling quarters 

In...,. ..... :;.or-more- DweillDg 
All l-lamUy 2-famUy a-tamHy 4-f8ID.l1y family unULn 

dwelling! dwelliog dweWng dwelling dwelling dwelling business 
bulldin& 

------------
""-, ""- ""- p"Uf1t p"Uf1t p"Uf1t -All_ .................... 100.0 100.0 I(N).O 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Total relIef. ___________________ • 10.9 11.6 13 .• 14.6 15.9 G.' 18 .• Total nonrelle.L ________________ 
S9,l .... ... 1 .... 84.1 93 .• 81.6 

Under $1500. ________________ 2 .• ... 8.' 3.0 2." ••• '.3 
~ ................... 11.3 10.0 13.0 12.8 18.0 ... 19.2 $1,QOO-$l.4-U9. __ •• ___________ "'. " "'.4 22.S 19.2 23.0 19.8 ".1 $1,5OO-$1,91Xt. _______ •• ___ •• 21 •• 22.7 "' .. 16.. 18.6 .. .. 17.1 
$2,0<10-42, ................... 21.' 22.3 18. " 18.7 18.0 .... 11.5 $3,D00-$4,9'90. _______________ ... S.' 6.1 11.7 '.S 10.5 ••• $6,000 and over. ____________ •• • "0 1.0 3.S •• 3.7 •• 

Median b:u:lome. _. ___ •.• __ • ____ $l, 69& '~"I $1.423 t1,510 $1 .... $1.783 $1,116 

b. OWNERS - """'" ""- - ""- """'" p.,-AllInIlOIDaII. ___________________ 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Total rellef. ______________ ._ .. __ 
'.3 ... U 3.0 U -·--iOtio· -----ioo~o Total DOlU'ellet ___ • __ • __________ 

".7 .... .. .. 97.0 97 .• ------------Under $500._ • _____ ._. __ ._ •• ... '.3 8.7 7.' 4.3 1 .• 7.7 
~ ................... 7 .• •• 4 ••• 12.0 21.3 6.' 12.1 $I,()O()-$l,499. _____________ •• 1 .. 1 13.01. 16.6 18.. ••• • •• 1!O.7 $I,tiOO-$l,99IL. ______ • _____ • 18.7 18.. 19.1 12.6 29.7 10.3 1l.O 
$2,0<10-42, ................... 29.8 3O.S .... "' .. 101.9 18.& 19.8 S3,()()()-.$t,IIiHL _______________ 

17.6 17. g 14.3 '9.1 17.0 ".1 16 .... $5,000 BUd over _____________ ••• U 3.3 6 .• 4.3 18.' U 
= = = Median income. _. _____________ $3,076 $2, 118 $1,1139 $1,8M $1,708 $3,'0& $1,01112 



Chapter VI 

Housing Expenditures in Relation to Income 

Rent as a proportion of inco11l4l.-The rent data. bear out the normal 
expecta.tion that in general the housing bill increases as income in
creases, and that its burden, measured as a proportion of income, 
falls most heavily on the lowest income groups and becomes pro
gressively less with the rise in income scale. But there are variations 
from the general pattern which are significant as well as interesting 
(ta.bles 55 and 56). 

Prevailing renI8.-In a metropolis like Chicago there seems to be a 
prevailing minimum rental below which it is difficult for renting 
families to find living quarters. 

TABU GS.-A • .,...,. monthly rmI paid by Jamil; .. oj .p.cijied color and natioity • 
[All renting fBmllles) 

IDoomeoJ ... 
A varage monthly rent 

NatlvewWto F.m'gnbom 
white N .... 

T.Ial •••.••••• --------.-----------------�==..;;~+==~~I,==.; ... ~.7~·,1===$3l.~ .. ~ 
Total reUef.. _________ • __ ••••••• ___ • __ • __ 16.30 16. 99 

$S.14 .... 82 .U. 17.40 
TotalllODl6ller ________ • ________________ 1 __ --,_-1-____ 1 ___ 28._77_

1 
____ ... _52 

Underl26O ••••••• __ •• ____ •••.•.•••. 22.&1 12.4.7 

81.66 ..... 
... '" ..... 

=::..:::::::::::::::::::::::::: t::~ M:~ ".01 .... , 
al.28 ... ,. 

f:MI--$999. - .---- ' •• --- - - •• _A. -_ ... _- 22. 37 21.29 1.(J()()-II,!M.9_._._. ________ .• _ _ ______ :K. 01. 26.61 
1,:U'O-&l.499 ____ •• __ •••••• _. ___ •• ___ 2S. 82 28. 00 

..... ..... 
20.'0 ..... 
27.2. ... .. 

1l
.&OO-$I'14tL----------- •. -----.... 26. WI 81.91 

1.7M)-S1.9'iXI. ___ ••..•••••••••••••••• SI.tIO 34.38 
,0CJ0--$2,249........................ 83.31 32.17 

... ,. 81.63 ... " ... '" 'U. 37.68 
$2,~,499 .••......••••.•. _ ••• _... 86.77 28.92 ..... <0.87 

fi:~:=:::::::::::::::::::::::: :: :: <0.0' ..... 
.~ .. 47.61 

E
.&Xl-S3.999 •••••••••• -------------. 43.66 (.) 
,()J()-$4, .. OO._ ••...•• _ •• __ •• ______ A. 49.72 . _____ •••• ____ •• 
,CJ(l()....$4.00D .•. _ • ____ • ___ • __ ._.___ __ 46.20 ______ • __ •.• _._ . 
,000 ... 7 ... 00 .••••••• __ •• _. ___ ••••••• tIO.08 __ . __________ •• _ 

49.M ..... 52.,. ..... 
... 71l 62." 
".82 ..... $7 ,6IJO-.$D.M .... __ ..• ________ • ____ . _ 93. 00 __ • _____ • ______ _ ..... 88." '10,000 and o\·er ________ ... _______ ._ 183. 00 _ .••.. _____ •• __ • '28.,. 117.& 

t Data on rent were tabulated onlJ' tor tamlU. which had DOt mond between the end of the lahedule 
7Mr and the date or Intervie .... 

• A voraps not computed tor 'ewer Ibm a ramw.. 

Out of 22,161 returns for native white families including both 
husband and wife. it was found that the most common rental was 
one of about $35. There were 1,754 properties renting for less than 
$15 and 2,713 renting for $15 and less than $20. A $20 rental rep
resents one-quarter or more of an annual income of $1,000 or less. 

93 
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There were 5,539 families either on relief or receiving less than $1,000 
a year. In other words, the 22,000 families occupied properties 
among which there were not enough renting at less than $20 to ac
commodate the 10wl'St income families. But the lowest income fam
ilies were themselves in competition with those of somewhat higher 
income for the low-rent properties. Thus 1,714 families with in
comes of $1,000 or more a year occupied properties renting for less 
than $20. As a result, 2,736 families on relief, or with incomes of . 
less than $1,000, more than half of the total of 5,539, occupied prop
erties renting for $20 or more.' 

In terms of average rentals it may be noted that nonrelief families 
in the income brackets up to $1,000 all averaged between $20 and $24 
per month (table 53). In many instances families in the lowest 
income brackets were living in quarters at reported rents in excess of 
their total income. Obviously they were either drawing on savings, 
borrowing, or living in properties with accumulating rent bills. In
deed, we find among white families the anomaly of a somewhat higher 
average rental at the $250 than at the $750 income level. Thie 
paradox of decreasing rentals between $250 and $750 reflects not 
merely the scarcity of the lowest rent properties but also a general 
inertia on the part of families in adjusting housing expenditures to 
their reduced incomes, if they can use savings or obtain credit to avoid 
moving from accustomed neighborhoods and living quartsrs. Negro 
families, on the other hand, show a regular upward sequence of rents, 
beginning at the $250 income level. It will be recalled that even at 
very low incomes Negro families had more continuous employment 
than white. It is therefore probable that these families had made a 
more complete adjustment to low income as a norm than the white 
group, many of whom have regarded such incomes as temporary. 

At the income interval of $1,500 to $1,749, Chicago families paid 
an average rental equivalent to the average for the entire community
approximately $29 per month. Average rent rose to $40 per month 
at $2,250 of family income; to $49 per month at the $3,500 income 
level; to $88 at the $7,500 family level; and to an average of over $125 
for families reporting incomes of $10,000 and over. 

For families in the income groups below $500, average rents ranged 
all the way from one-half to one and one-half times net current income 
for the year. For the $1,250 to $1,500 bracket, rent averaged about 
one-fourth of total family income (table 56). From there on the 
proportion of rent to income progressively declined: It was one-fifth 
of the family income at $2,250, one-sixth at $4,000, one-eighth at 

I Bee tabular SUID.IDaI'J'. sec. B. table 18. 
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$7,500, and at $10,000, rent accounted for approximately one-tenth 
of the family income. ~ 

Significant differences show up in the rent pattem when the data 
are broken down by race and nativity, and by occupation. These 
may now be examined. 

T ABLIII 51.-Rent aa a percentage oj income for familia oj apecijUd color and nativity 
[All renting families) 

In .......... AU IamUJes NaUve white Forei(rn born 
wblte N .... 

Penftl .Pm:nt Pm:ewl Pen:aII 
TOW .•••••.•.•. ------------.----------I===';'.:;';=. 7;"1~===;'~·1~. 7;"1~===;' ... ~·;=i====::; .. :;·";. 
TotalrelleL._ •••.• _ •. ___ ••.•..••.••.•. 143.6 161.6 137.8 144.1 
Total DODnIlteL ••• ---._ •••••••• -••• , •• -\ __ -;::_,,_. '-\-_--;::-_21_. '_\ __ --;::-"'_. '_t-_--;::-_2lI_._' 

UnderS2.50 __________ . __________ .•• _ (1) .... 0 (?'71.. (I) (I) 
S2,.r,o .... $oIlJ9 ____ • _______ • __ ••• _____ ._." 161.1 • 50. 0 
1500-1749 ______ ••...••.• ____________ '.0.9 143.8 137.9 139.7 
$760-IWIL.________________________ 31.2 82.2 30.7 29.8 
SI,lXX)-$1,240________________________ 2'Ui 28.9 26.8 28..8 
.1,250-$1 •• 99._. ___ .•••.•• _ .•• ___ .___ 2t.l 26.2 22.8 M.8 
11.600-.1.74.9........................ 22.2 23..6 312 23.8 
.1.1M-.I.M........................ 21.8 22.6 20.3 22.4 
S2.c:.».12.2t9........................ 20.4 21.4 18.9 18.1 
S2.2..'lO-I2.-199........................ 19.8 316 18.& 14.5 
S2.f1OO-S:2.m........................ 11.8 18.9 16.0 13. 0 
13.<m-S3.111191L...................... l1.li 11.9 16.5 18.0 
sa.OOO-S3.M........................ 15.0 17.0 14.1 14.1 
.... oo')-M.491L...................... 15.1 16.8 14.. 
$4.!J(l)-$IIII.W9........................ 14.9 15.7 n.li 
SS.ooo--f7.41l9 ..... __ . __ .......... __ .. 114 13. 7 12.li 
17.500-$9."99........................ 12. 9 12. 7 11 li 
'10,000 and over.................... 11.8 10.1 18.4 

I PeroenLBgea for relief fa.mUlell represent proport.lon of the reDeal to the amount of eBl'Iled; or other Income 
Dot receh'ed a.s direct relief. 

I Peroenlap 15 not given becaUSI!J net corrent Incomes under $250 formed only. fnctlOll of curNDt • 
oelpts, whicb Included- borrowings. drawing on savinp. etc • 

• These bll{h pemlDtaaes Indlcato partly that many of tbe f&mUles et these Income levu were usinc 
savlnR! or borrowed mnds for CUJ'T'ent living expense!!, partly that tbe rent ftgures reported to the InvesU
.alar 'IV" wbat tbe tenant conLracted to pay ntbar tban actually did pay for rent. 

Rent by race aM nativity.-The native white families paid an average 
monthly rent of $32.32, whereas the average for the foreign bom was 
$26.75 and for the Negroes, $20.89 (table 55). This does not mean 
merely that there was a larger proportion of higher incomes among the 
nlltive whites. At almost every given income level the native white 
families generally paid a higher rent, and hence a higher proportion 
of their incomes for housing, than did the foreign bom.1 

In accounting for the fact that the native white families paid higher 
renta than the foreign born, several 6.'q>lanations suggest themselves. 

110 oompUlna tbe proportion of rent to Inrame at IUl'C.'eSSive Income levels due nprd must be bad for 
dU!.-.Dt'lIII'D the total of --.i .. included ",Itb the reaL Tbus lor the low IDCOOleI':amllillll, ru.t ud. 
rrtrentlon may re8eri • cbarp upon the famiUes in additioD to the nmQ quoted. In the bigt.1hde 
.partmeota or ,be hlJber lnoome 1:am1UM, on the other band, rue), nfrIceratlon. Debt. nrreatlonal faelUtiM 
and. nrioua..-vloes are ofteu. IDCluded as put ot lbe nntal. Thenlore. 10 terms ot total bom1ng racwttea, 
&.be tandeoq la for reo' U a Pll"CUtaae ollDoome kI be understated lor tbe )ow lDoome Iamilies aDd ovw
atated for \he hiab InooDle famJ.11ta. 

• Whlklln pnoral 'be fore1p born J1e1dec1 alllD&l1v pnentap of their IDtIOIDa lor reot tbu did elUMw 
the Dati" .. bl"" 01' thfI NIItOIBI. U. raP be&w'eell .. &1ft and IoreIp bom faInilleIIls ndoeed .. hiIbBr 
Income }(Iwb; are l'MCbed. At $7,Il00 &be Itwlp bora paid on the avenp evq hidlei' nab thaD. did the 
oa"v.",blte. 
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We have already seen in the chapter on OClCUpaticms that the native 
whites had a larger ..,presentation in the white-collar groups 1bao did 
the foreign white families As later analyses by occupation will 
show, these white-collar groupe pay higher nmlB 1bao do the wage 
e&lnem at the same income levels. A second expIaoation which 
might be offered is that the housing standards genemIly attepted 
among the native white groups include more modem conveniences 
1bao are inherent in the traditions of the foreign bom groups from 
southeastern Europe. To a lesser extent 1bao the Negroes. but to an 
appreciable degree, the foreign born groups may meet with resistance 
in the effort to move to prefened residential districts. Again. the 
desire to be with their own nativity groupe may mean that they remain 
voluntarily in older sections of the community in which a particolar 
race-nativity group is coneentrated. 

While the Negroes as a group had a lower average nmt 1bao did the 
foreign born, the proportion of income which they paid for housing 
was in general greater 1bao in the ease of the forei"an bom at ineome 
levels between $500 and 12,000. The general tendency was for 
Negroes to pay approximately the same rents in proportion to their 
income as did the native whites.' At one income level-from $1,500 
to $I,750-the rents for the Negroes were not only $5 higher than 
they were for the foreign born, but even averaged a few cenlB higher 
1bao the renlB of the native whites. The eases of Negro renters in 
Chicago receiving above $3,000 of ineome were too f_ to justify any 
generalization on the mbo of nmt to ineome, the majority of Negroes 
at these higher ineomes being bome owners. 

In view of the nature of the income figure for families receiving 
relief during the year, the proportion of nmt to income for these 
families, as shown in table 56, must. be viewed with considerable 
caution. The percentage is based upon the amoont of earned income 
plus nonrelief other income, but excluding receiplB in the form of di..,d 
relief. The nmtal ..,ported for the dwelling, furthermore, may not 
actually have been paid by the family. But taking the ratio of the 
nmtals ..,ported by the relief families to earned and other nonrelief 
income, nmt constituted slightly more than one-half of income..,ported 
for the native ... hite families, 44 percent of the Negro income, and 38 
percent of the foreign bom income. These figures are suggestive, eon
firming the tendency of native white familiES to seek relatively better 
housing at a given income level. 

.~to""''''''!ieIn I ' ="ftIIIlia~werelllll"""'''''_ 5 W 
..... II"CUI& T .... ~~.~. "'_~_qadQ'0I"'...ac1lleilitils s-'" 
~ willi ~ em- ftBIal ~ 1&..,. be u.&.asftlll_~ .. ,.... ..... _ 01 • 
....... ~u.a ... be ___ .... 117 .......... ..,.1aIInIlN....,~ ....... 1hiIIc 
__ -t.sol. ...... ~-au.l.. Ji _dleir .. ., ....... ..,. ... 
.... &OpaJ' s Is ...... 
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It lII&y be of interest at this point to have a thumb~nail sketch of 
the rents by race-nativity groups as reported f<;lr Chicago in the United 
States Census of 1930, as compared with those prevailing in the 
present study! The two sets of rent data (tor relief and nonrelief 
renting families combined) compare as shown below. 

9oaroe of data All N •• h. Forellll 
N .... 0 .... 

nnters _te .... -white 

Urban study. Cbteago, May-Nowmbet 'UI8S: ...... Mean Dionth1y rent .. ____ • __________ A _____ ." ____ t29.14 ,.2.82 $28.15 .... , . MediaD lIlODt.bly rent. ______________ y ________ .,;.. ""' .. ... .. 26.88 '0.01 , ... , 
United States census ot Ohicago, AprlIUJ80: 

... " ..... Median moatblJ" Nnt. _____ • ________ • _______ : ___ 
... '" 88." -_.----_.-

It will be seen that the general trend of rents for all families during 
the 6-yeM' interval was downward.· Other data for Chicago, as well 
as for other cities, indi,cate that. average rente dropped rather sharply 
between 1930 andsometinle in 1935, when they began an upward 
trend. The most marked deeline in average rents occurred. in the 
case of the Negroes, whose reported rentals in 1936 averaged almost 
50 percent lower than those of 1930. 

Rents by oe<mpatioo.-For the comparison of average rents by 
occupational groups, the data given in table 57 are confined to com
plete native white nonrelief families, elimineting the effect of nativity 
and race distinctions. In view of the higher general income level of 
the business and professional groups, it is to be expected that their 
average monthly rent ($46.30) substantially exceeds theavemges for 
the elerical 'amilies ($36.60) and for the wage-earner families ($27.60). 
But it is. a1so true that within the same income bands, the rents paid 
by the busin_and professional families represenied a higher per
centage of their fa.mi1yincome than did the rents of the other occu
pational classes. Wage earners epenta smaller proportion of their 
incomes for rent than did the other occupational groups. Rents of 

• the clerical families occupied an· intermediate position at any given 
income level, both in respect to amounts paid and the proportion of 
income allotted to rent. Thus for fa.miliea with incomes of $500 to 
$750, rents reported represented 39.1 percent of the income of wage
ea.rner families; 49.9 percent for clerical families; and 53.S percent for 
the business and professional families. At the upper income level, 
$5,000 and over, rent took 12.0 percent of wage-earner family incomes, 
as compared with 13.4 percent for both the clerical and the business
professional families. This difference is all the more striking in view 

I Wlieulth CeDaua of the United Bta1eB, Population, vol. VI. FamiIItI; p.", It sboaJd be DOted that ...... , .... -._the ........... fa"' .... , ___ ...... ""'''''6>rIhe ....... ...,... . 
• Tbe rea' IDdt:l of the Bureau or Labor'-8tatiBUes lot CbJcap lDdic:iItII-&bat aftI'8P mnta in September 

_ ....... ___ lDAp:illOiIO. TIllB_tIal]ftOtloolly _ wllb the "'uatlon 
rtvea1ecl b7 thI ..... u. tilt. table .bow. 
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of the fact that the average income of fa.milies of wage earners at this 
upper level was $5,864, as compared with $6,034 for clerical fa.milies 
and $7,506 for business and professiona.l families! 

TABLE S7 .. -Auerage monthly rent, and relation oj annual rental rok to annual 
inco~ in spt!cijied occupational groups, by income I 

[White nonrelIef ramrues fncludiDg busband and wife. both native born) 

Wage earner Clerical BnsinMS and 
professional 

IncomecIass 
Amount Poreent- Amount Percent- Amount Poreent-

m:rth .... r 
Income ... ' month 

.... r 
Income 

.... 
month 

age 0' 
Income 

Total _________________________ 
$27.60 21. 4 $36.60 22., $46.30 00. , 

Under S5OO.. ___________________ 00.60 (.) "'.00 (.) "'90 (~ S5C0-$'749 ____ __________________ 211.60 39.1 26.90 49, " ',ll.1O 63." S7.50-$9Q9. ________ • ____________ 00.60 28., 25." 304. 9 29.20 40." SI,OQO-$l.249 ___________________ :la2O 25.0 28.20 "'.2 32.40 34.8 $1,2050-$1,499 _________________ 26.00 :laO 30.'" 27.1 ".00 29.4 
$1,500-$1.749. ____ • ____________ 2840 21.3 .. 40 24.4 ... '" 21.0 $1.7.50-$1,999. __________________ 

31.00 20.0 38." ZI .• 37.00 24.1 12,IJ».$2, 499 ___________________ ..... 1&6 39.10 21.2 ".30 ZI. , $2.5(lI)-$2, 999 •• _________________ 
37.10 16. S <3 .. 19.4 ..... "" $3.~.999_. _____ . ___________ 41. 00 13. " "'.00 16.9 ..... 1&3 $5,000 and over .. _. ____________ .... 12.0 .. ... 13.4 82.10 13.4 

I Monthly rent figure multip1lod. by 12, and divided by the tamOy income figure. SinCl!l the rent ftw,1re5 
were for tbelidng quarters occupied at the end of the year, no account is taken of families which moved 
dwing the year into quarters where their rent might be higher or Jower. 

I Peroenta([e is Dot given because net cunent inoomes UDder $500 formed only a fraction of CW'I'eIIt rece!pta. 
which included borrowings. dmwing on savings. etc. 

In enminiog the amounts paid by the different occupationa.l groups 
at successive income levels, it will be noted that the differences be
tween the rents paid by the wage-earner group and those in the other 
groups were most marked in the income groups under $1,000. At the 
$500 fa.mily income level, the rents of the clerica.l families were 25.7 
percent higher, and those of the business and professional groups were 
31.6 percent higher. than the renta.ls of the wage-earner families. It 
is evident that we ha.ve here a persistent effort on the part of the 
white-collar workeJ:S, even at the cost of borrowing, drawing on 
savings. or lapsing their bills, to maintain their housing standards. 
As we go up the income soole, the discrepancy between the families 
of clerica.l workeJ:S and of wage earners becomes relatively less. The 
business and professiona.l fa.milies, however, maintain rental levels for 
parallel income groups which average about one-fourth higher than 
those paid by the w8ge-e&.rller families.· 

, See tabnlar SUDlID .... ,. aec. B. table 1. A. p. 163. 
i See footnote 2, P. 96, 
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Rll1It by family type.-It is commonly assumed that family composi
tion has much to do with the rentals paid by various families. In 
order to test the truth of this assumption, rents were analyzed by 
family type at different income levels, for native white families with 
both husband and wife (see table 58). It will be reca.Iled that family 
type VI, with several young children, and I, with husband and wife 
only, ranked relatively low in income status. Type IV ranked rela
tively high, while V and VII had an intermediate position. When 
we exanrine average rents, we find that family type I, consisting of 
two adnlts, paid rents higher than the average at all income levels up 
to $3,000. Types II and III, on the other hand, with one or two 
children, paid less than the average at all income levels up to $2,000. 
Types IV and V, with three to six members, paid more than the 
average up to the $2,000 income level, and again at the top income 
level, while types VI and VII, with five to nine members, at almost 
every income level paid less than the average, and for all incomes 
combined paid from $2 to $6 less than any other family type. 

TABLE S8.-Average Ttnta. by family type 
(White Donreller famUIa! Includll\Jl: husband and wile. both native born] 

Average rent paid by lamily type-

lllcumfo clWlS 
All I II l!I.od IV aDd VI Rod Other III V VII 

All IOOOlDIIL. ___ .•. _ .... _---- 134. '" 134. '" "".SO $37.30 1:51.00 $37.30 

Undor Sf,OO •• ___ .... _ •• 2"'. "'.20 ".:Il ".80 21.30 ZI.40 
$.'00-$,4\1. _________ ... ' _:::::. ".., ... .., 21.00 ".70 ".00 ".70 $71\0-$\100. __ • ____ • _ ••...•• __ • __ 22 7. ".30 20.30 26.80 20.70 ..... 
$1.1 .. )-$1.249 •••••• _______ .. __ •• '"'00 28.20 ..... 28.1 • ".30 28.'" IU!N.)-$t,4W. ____ . __ .... ___ ._ .. 28.00 80.10 "'.20 28.80 23.00 "'40 II,flOO--$l •• 4IL •••.... __ .. _. _. __ • 30.80 31.110 30.40 31.60 27.20 "'40 II, 7f"oO--$l,OOO .• ____ .... __ .•..... 34.10 ..... ".00 34.10 81.70 81.70 
.. ~.1JJO-$2.4W._ ••••.........•... 38.30 lI8.1lO 8U.40 37.60 ".IIl 34.80 
"~.!JO(}--f.!,\I9Y._._ ..• _ .•.•••....• .~oo 43.70 43.70 "'Ill ... '" "",00 
I:i.tro-.... M ................... n60 fll.20 M.OO "' .. fll.1JJ 42.70 
t/I,UlXl and over •••.•.. __ ...... "':10 7~00 ,...., ... .., O"l.'" ,.. .. 

The data presented in table 58 suggest a fairly clear relationship 
between fl1lllily composition and average rentals, although this rela
tionship is somewhat less marked than that between occupational 
group and avernge rent. The larger families in general seem to pay 
somew ha t lower rents than do the sma.Iler ones. Furthermore, the 
families with only children in addition to the husband and wife, at 
least in the lower part of the income scale, pay lower average rents 
than do the families with additional adults. At least two factors, 
however, not controlled in these figures, must be borne in mind. In 
the first place, the husband-and-wife families, and to a less extent 
other families composed of adults, are most apt to live in apartment 
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houses, where heat and perhaps refrigeration are included in the 
rental figure, which is correspondingly high. For another thing, 
family type distribution varies rather widely in different occup&
tional groups. Type I is less prevalent among families of wage 
earners, who pay the lowest average rents, than in any other occup&
tional group; it is most prevalent among the independent business 
and professional groups. On the other hand, wage earners had more 
than their proportionate share of families of types V, VI, and VII,. 
so that these types might be expected to have somewhat lower average 
rentals. 

Rental values of owned homes follow much the same pattern as do 
rents of tenant families. The estimated monthly rental value in
creased consistently at each successive rise in income, beginning with 
an average of $19.32 for families whose incomes were under $250 and 
increasing to $83.78 at the highest income level of $10,000 and over 
(table 58). The average rental value for all families was $30.55, or 
about $1 greater than the rent of tenant families. 

As in the case of rents, rental values of homes owned by native 
white families exceeded those of foreign born and Negro families. 
This higher rental value for the native white group applies not only 
as between the total populations in each nativit)" group but also 
within each income class. 

It must be remembered, in relating rental value to income for home 
owners, that the net imputed income from the owned home was added 
to the money incomes of the owner families. This had the effect of 
raising the income brackets in which the owners were classified above 
the ones in which they would have fallen if only their money incomes 
had been included. Yet, if we compare the figures in table 59 with 
those in table 57, we find that, for all occupational groups, the ratio 
of rental value to total (including imputed) income for home owners 
was higher, for all ir;l.comes up to $1,750, with one exception, than was 
the ratio of rent to income--which meant money income in the case 
of the renters. 

Caution is required in interpreting these relationships. Rent in 
some cases included heat, water, refrigeration, gas, and sometimes 
even furnishings. Rental values on owned homes never included 
these items. Therefore it seems safe to conclude that, at the income 
levels up to $1,750 at least, the home owners at given income levels 
were spending more for housing than were the renters at the same 
income levels. 
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TABLE 6 •• -A .. rage numthly rental oaI1UI oloumed ""me a"""'l1lamiliu of .pedjiod 

color and nativity 
(AU owning famDtesJ 

]noomeclua AllfBmlJleo NaUvewbl&e Foreign born 
wblte Neoro 

$30.60 $38. III TotaL •••• __ •••••• _____ ._______________ $2111. 60 $215. eo 

1==~~~==~1==~~===~ ... '" "" .. TotaJrelleL.__________________________ m.30 22.10 
81.00 37.'" 
19. SO 21.1 • 

TOtalnoorellal· ________________________ 
I 
___ -'::-=-I ___ -='-=-I ___ .:'Jf1::·-=OO=-1 ____ 'Jf1:;:-· .. = 

Under $25(L .• ________ _____________ 17.80 19.210 

... '" ..... 12<50-$499. _. ___________ .•. _________ • 19.60 18. 20 

21." ... 60 16O()-$741). _____ •• ________ •••••• ___ __ 23. 20 21.00 ..... ... 7. S7~ ___ ._. ___ . ___ •• ____________ 23.40 '11.50 
211.70 ..... • 1,QO)...Il.~~,UL _____ •• _ •••• __ • __ •• __ ._ 25. 10 2l. 30 
'n.l0 31.80 II,uo-$l.4GG. ____ ._._. __ .• _______ ... 24.40 111.30 
"'60 31.M ,1,600-$1,1411... __ .• _________ • ______ • 26.80 26. 40 
... 70 K" '1,766-$1,999 _____ •• __ ._ •• __ •• _... ••. 28. SO 28.10 
32.30 ..... 12.0()(l-$2.349_ .• _ .•• _... ••••••••••••• 29.20 ..... .... 0 12.21\0-$2,499 .•• _ • __ . •••• •••••••••••• 29.30 

... '" 4.0.70 12,500-12,999........................ 30.50 

.... 0 42.70 13.000-13.499........... ............. 34.. 00 ..... .7.80 .... .. .. S3.500-P,990........................ 34.70 
$4.,0Cl0-$4,499 .... _...... .......... ••• 84.50 

"g. :10 64.00 $4,600-$4,999........................ 42. 20 ..... ... .. S6,(J()()-$7.499..... .•• •.•• ............ 47.70 
".00 71.4.0 

89." .... 0 
S7.!i(l)....$9,999........................ 61.30 
$10,000 and over....... •.••••••••••• (' 

• A vOl'8les Dot oomputed fOf fewer tban 8 0U8I.. 

(") .. .... 
.. 00 
43. .. 

TABLI! 80.-A_age moftIhiy rental 1IOl"" of owned home and relati"" 01 annual 
rental mlue to annual iflCOrn4!, in 6pecifi,ed occupational group" by income 

IWhite DODl'8Uet famUles lnc1lldiDa husband and wUe, both native born] 

Wop..,.,., C ....... Business and 
pro ........ 

Income class I 

Amount -.... Amount """"n .... Amount p...." .... 
per month o(lncome pu-montb otiocome parmooth .!Income 

All owoiol (amilles ........... .... 00 UI.4 ... .... 19.0 $48.40 17 • .& 

Undef SttOO ...........••....... K .. (I) 27.10 (I) 21UIO (I) eo.8 l6OO-$749 .......... """ __ "" :1.1. .. 47.8 30. 1. ..... 32.00 
... 110 ... $91»11. ••••• _ ••••••••••••• __ 27.40 37.3 28.10 .... 32.10 44.' 
II,OOO'$I,M9 .................. "'''' .... 3D.'" .... 31.80 .. .. 
'1,2.'IO--$I,4W. ".' ............. 30.00 211.1 ... '" ".1 ..... .... 
11,61»-$1.749 .................. ..... ... . ... '" .. .. ".OJ ... 
11,7fJO-$l,IML .. _ ............ _. :n.70 1. ..... ,at ".eo .... 
S2.IXlO-S2,4W ....... _ •• ___ .. ___ K'" 18.. 17.M .... 42.70 .... 
$:.!,t.Rl-S2,M .••• _ ............. 37." 1 .. 7 U.eo lU "'00 19.8 
$.'1,OOO·$4,1MXI .. _. _ ._ •. _ ........ 39.20 1". 48. .. lU lil.30 '0.1 I6,OOtJaod 0' ....... _ ..... ___ ... ..... • •• 81.20 lLa 77.'" 12.. 

Ilnoom. hert'lloclude Imputed IOoomM fI'om owned. bamlll. SC'lO p. 7ft. 
'l'(II""OOn~ not liven, sloae cnJTeDt Det incomes at. Lhia level formed cml7 • fractIoD of current receipts. 

wbich Included borrowlDp, dr..iDa OIl av1Dp. ~ 
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Summary.-The main points developed in the chapters on housing 
may now be summarized. 

In respect to home ownership, we have seen that not only does the 
proportion of home-owning families vary with family income, but that 
within a given income class there are variations due to differences in 
nativity and race, occupation, oge of the head of fa.miIy, and type of 
dwelling occupied. Thus home ownership in Chicago is more com
mon among the foreign born than among the native families, especially 
in the lower income brackets. Home ownership is more prevalent in 
the business and professional groups than among the woge-eamer and 
clerical families; this may be explained by differences in their financial 
resources. Since more than half of the families studied belonged to 
the woge-earner group, however, it is not surprising that the majority 
of home owners were in this occupational group, the families of which 
generally assume home ownership at lower income levels than do those 
in the other occupational groups. 

The income classes below $750 have a high ratio of owners to 
renters; these lower income classes are heavily weighted with older 
families in the retired and no-occupation groups, with incomplete 
families and others that are living on resources accumulated in the 
past rather than on current income. Moreover, the low income owners 
include small-scale enterprisers who combine their business and living 
quarters. 

Families in the white-collar occupations pay higher rents than do 
those in the wage-earner class. That difference is not altogether due 
to the higher average incomes among the former, because it is equally 
true that even within any given income interval, the rents among the 
wage earners averoge lower than the amounts paid by the clerical or 
the business and professional families. The fact that the majority of 
the families of white-collar workers are native white explains in part 
the higher ratio of rent to income among native white families than 
among the foreign born. Except for the very lowest income classes, 
the Negro families at parallel income levels have rents which are 
higher than those of the foreign born, and, in the middle income 
brackets, are equal to the rents for native white families. 

The median income for home-owning families is consistently higher 
than for renting families, within any of the categories for which com
parisons have been made--race and nativity, occupation, oge of the 
family head, or type of dwelling occupied. 

The median oge of home owners is higher, by about 9 years, than 
that of renters. This relationship holds for each income class and 
within each raoe-nativity or occupational group. Some of the ap
parent discrepancies in the correlation between income and home 
ownership may be explained by the frequency of older families in the 
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very lowest income brackets. The difference in age also helps to 
account for the relatively high proportion of home owners among the 
foreign born families. 

In the comparison by type of dwelling (at the end of ch. V), it has 
been found that families living in apartment houses of five or more 
living units have a higher median income than those which, rent other 
types of dwellings. Renters of single-family homes also average higher 
income than do renting families generally, while the lowest median 
income is for families which combine their living and business quarters. 
Among the home owners, nearly three-fourths of the families are in 
single-family houses. The median income of the owners of single
family dwellings is substantially higher than that of families owning 
two-family and three-family houses, while the lowest median income 
for owners is found, as in the case of renters, among families in com
bined business and living quarters. 

74021-_19---8 



Chapter VII 

Summary 

In the preceding analysis the survey of Chicago families has been 
made over the entire income range with respect to those characteristics 
of the sample which have formed the subjects of the successive chap
~ccupation, family type, sources of income, home ownership, and 
rents. In bringing to a close the discussion of family incomes, it may 
serve the purpose of a brief review to group the families within particu
lar income strats, summarizing the characteristics which apply to the 
given income band. For this treatment the families of Chicago will be 
grouped within five income brackets: Under $1,000; $1,000 to $2,000; 
$2,000 to $3,000; $3,000 to $5,000; $5,000 and up. 

Familw. with incomes of UsB than $l,OOO.-The families having less 
than $1,000 of current income for the year 1935-36 made up nearly one
third (32.1 percent) of all families. Their aggregate family income was 
roughly one-tenth of the total reported by Chicago families. Approxi
mately 40 percent received relief at some time during the year. 
Three-fourths of the families receiving relief had some earnings, 
whether from regular or W. P. A. employment. The nonrelief families 
averaged $633 per annum, while for those receiving relief the average 
family income (aside from grants of direct relief) was $376. These 
figures reflect the irregularity of employment as well as the low wage 
levels prevalent among the families within the income band we are 
here considering. ~ majority were in the wage-earner group, engaged 
mainly in unskilled occupations; another 11 percent were dependent 
upon miscellaneous clerical occupations. Important also ·at this in
come level was the independent business class, which accounted for 
more than onlHlSventh of the nonrelief families, with incomes of less 
than $1,000. They were engaged for the most part in small-scale 
shopkeeping, irregular vending, or the keeping of roomers or boarders. 
The families with no gainfully employed members made up one-fifth 
of the nonrelief and one-fourth of the relief families. 

As to family composition we find that nearly one-third of the families 
under $1,000 were incomplete or broken-that is, did not contain both 
husband and wife. More than two-fifths of the incomplete families 
were in this income class, the proportion being somewhat lower for the 
nonrelief than for the relief families. Of the families which included 
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both husband and wife, about one-third consisted of husband and wife 
only, with a high proportion of older couples who depended upon pen
sions, annuities, or modest returns from past savings. Two-fifths of 
these low-income fa.milies had one to four children under 16. Promi
nent in the relief group were the larger fa.milies with young children and, 
in general, fa.milies lacking adults who were potential earners. Only 1 
family in 10 had a supplementary earner at any time during the year. 
Slightly more than 40 percent of all the fa.milies within this income 
band were native white; 45 percent were foreign born white; and of the 
remaining 15 percent, practically all were Negroes. 

Housing was a determining factor in the level of living of these 
fa.milies. About one-fourth of them were classed as home owners; 
for many of them, particularly the older couples, the imputed income' 
from the owned home was the only form of current income. Among 
the renting families rent represented an average of about two-fifths of 
the total family income, although the variation among fa.milies was 
wide. While a few spent less than one-fourth of their income for 
houaing, for others the rent of the home was greater than the entire 
net income of the family during the year. These depended largely 
upon pensions, savings, or gifts to meet current requirements. 

Families having incomes oj $1,00010 $S,OOO.-Roughiy two-fifths of 
all Chicago fa.milies had incomes from $1,000 to $2,000 per annum-a 
larger fraction than fell into any of the other income bands selected. 
Their aggregate family incomes amounted to somewhat more than one
third of the total family income for the community. Less than 3 
percent of their number received relief during the year.1 

Well over half of these fa.milies (56.8 percent) belonged to the wage
earner group, and another fourth depended on clerical occupations. 
Only 2 percent of them reported no gainfully employed member in the 
family. The remaining sixth of the total belonged to the business and 
professional groups, with two out of three being classified as independ
ent business. 

The better economic situation of these fa.milies, as compared with the 
first group considered, reflects better rates of pay, greater regularity of 
employment, and the fact that 25 percent had supplementary earners 
who oontributed to the family income. More than four-fifths of the 
fa.milies contained both husband and wife, the median age of the hus
band in the native white fa.milies baing 38 years. 

About one-half of the fa.milies at this income level were native white; 
another 46 percent were foreign born, the remaining 4 percent being 
predominantly Negro. One-third of the incomplete familes were to 
be found in this income bracket. Home ownership was somewhat 
more common than at the lower economio level, 27 percent of the fami-

I In lbll &Del bilb. tDoome bu.dt tluntu. &bat ~ relief at Ul7 Ume duriDI &be ,... ~9Id 
nllerdurlna perfodsofllDlCDJ)loJUMD.\" Tbtm.Un17 bleb aDIluall.Doome .... from UlplmpDeD.' du:dD& 
thai pan of &be,.at In wblob. &be ~ 'WU_' aa. &be nlW rolJI. 
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lies reporting an equity in the home. Among the renters, from one
fifth to one-fourth of the total income was taken by rent. 

Famuus 'With incomes oj $B,OOO to $8,o00.-The families with in
comes of more than $2,000 and less than $3,000 comprised somewhat 
less than one-fifth of the total, but received 27 percent of the aggregate 
annual income of the scheduled families. A negligible number received 
any form of relief during the year. 

The predominance of families of wage earners wa.s less marked here 
than at the lower economic levels, 42 percent of the total falliog into 
this group. One-third of the families derived their chief ea.rnings 
from clerical occupations, while almost one-fourth belonged to the 
business and professional groups. Families in the salaried business 
and professional categories formed a significant proportion (11 percent) 
at this income level. Only 1 percent of the families had no ga.infuIly 
employed member. 

All but 15 percent of the families in this third group contained both 
husband and wife, the median age of the husband in the native white 
families being 41 yea.rs. Supplementary earners contributed to the 
family exchequer in more than two-fifths of the families. 

Native white families formed a larger proportion of the total in this 
income bracket than they did at the lower levels, constituting 57 per
cent of the families, while 41 percent were foreign born. At this level 
we find a.n increa.se in home ownership, with 34 percent of the families 
living in owned homes. Of the renting families, the native complete 
in the wage-earner cIa.ssifica.tion spent an average of less than 20 percent 
of their incomes for housing, while in the business and professional 
groups rent took approximately 23 percent of family income. 

Families 'With incomes oj $8,000 to $S,oOO.-That portion of Chicago 
families which had from $3,000 to $5,000 a year to spend amounted 
to less tha.n one-tenth of the number in the total sample, but accounted 
for nearly two-tenths of the aggregate family income reported in Chi
cago. It wa.s predominantly a salaried, white-collar class, containing 
less than 30 percent of its number in the wage-earner group.· Families 
of clerical workers made up 32 percent; independent business and pro
fessional families accounted for 15 percent; while the salaried business 
a.nd professional families constituted 22 percent of the total. As in 
the preceding income group, only 1 percent of the families reported 
no ga.infuIly employed member. 

Three-fifths of the families were native white, less than 1 percent 
were Negro. Less than one-sixth of the families were incomplete. 
The median age of the husbands in the native white families wa.s 
slightly under 45 yea.rs. More than half of the families had supple
mentary earners. 

At this income level, thelu'Oportion~thome owners rises to 41.8 
percent. The average reiit'\VII5;~b.oil~~Iie-tiljrd higher thQ.n for the 
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income class between $2,000 and $3,000, but the amounts paid for 
rent averaged only about one-sixth of total family income. 

Familia willi. ifIJX)fTIU from $6,000 upward.-Approximately 2 per
cent of the families living in Chicago reported incomes of $5,000 or 
more. The income per family reported by them as available for 
family spending was more than four times the average for an Chicago 
families.' 
Wag~er families fonned 10 percent of this income group, and 

in practically all those cases the wages of supplementary earners made 
possible the building up of family income to the given level. like
wise among the clerical families, which fonned less than one-fourth 
of the total, it was the contribution of supplementary earners that 
ordinarily raised the families to the $5,000 class. Sixty-fi ve percent 
of the families reported as within this income bracket were cle.....! as 
business and professional, those on salary being somewhat more 
numerous than those who conducted their own establishments. 
About 1.5 percent of the families were classified as retired. 

More than 85 percent of the families contained both the husband 
and wife. The median age of the husbands among the native whites 
was 47 years, a higher median age than for any of the other income 
brsekets which we have here summarized. 

While home ownership was common, with 38.8 percent living in 
owned homes, the proportion was not quite so high as in the income 
bracket just below. The families residing in the city evidenced a 
preference for well~uipped modem apartments. The average rental 
rate reported was ronghly equivalent to one-eighth of current family 
inromea 

Family income obtained from sources other than earnings naturally 
loomed larger in this income group than in the others. Whereas 
income from sources other than earnings in the lower income bands 
was attributable mainly to returns from real property, the noneamed 
incomes of the upper income brackets were obtained chiefly from 
interest and dividends. Even within this top income band, however, 
earnings of individuale constituted the major souroe of most family 
inoomes. 

The study of consumer purchases involves a twofold inquiJy
first, how are incomes apportioned among the families; and secondly, 
how do they spend their incomes! The analysis up to this point 
(volume I) has been designed to answer the first question. The second, 
dealing with the goods and services which families purchase, will fonn 
the subject matter of volume II, under the title "Family expenditure 
in Chicago." 

It'adIr U. ~ a-I .. dab -.d7 ........ ...,. • PM' fII U. 1.-.. 'b" iwIdI; - 7 I _blrloI_...., .... ~~ .. ........ 



TABULAR SUMMARY 
Tables presented on the following pages show the distribution of 

C'hicago families by income class, by family type, by occupational 
group, and by color and nativity group. Data on the family income, 
earners, and housing are shown according to these major classifications. 

The tables are presented in three sections. Tables in section A show 
the estimated distribution of all families in Chicago according to 
income, color and nativity, occupational group, and family type. The 
tables in section B present data only for the native white "complete" 
families-those containing both husband and wife. Families which 
furnished expenditure schedules were selected from this sample, which 
was, accordingly, the largest sample secured for any color or nativity 
group. The tables in this section are more complete and detailed 
than those in sections A and C. Tables in section C present data for 
color and nativity groups other than the native white complete 
families. As the samples secured for these other color and nativity 
groups were somewhat smaller than that shown in section B, the 
tables in this section are in a more summarized form. 

Families reported data for 12 consecutive months within the period 
of January 1, 1935, through November 30, 1936. For a distribution 
of the periods covered by the reports obtained from native white com
plete families, see table 19 of section B. 

Unless otherwise specified on the table, money averages reported 
in the tables are based on all families scheduled at the given income 
level, whether or not each family reported data contributing to the 
particular average. In order to obtain an average only for families 
reporting data for a specified item, multiply the average for all families 
by the total number of families in the income class and divide the 
resulting aggregate by the number of families in the income class 
reporting the specific item. 

A discussion of the sampling methods employed in securing the data 
recorded in these tables is presented in appendix B. 
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SECTION A. ALL FAMILmS 

Estimated Distribution Aa:ording to Family Iru:ome, Color and 
Nativity, Ckcupational Group, and Family Type 

The five tables in this section present estimated distributions of all 
families in tbe city of Chicago by income class, color and nativity 
group, occupational grouP. and family type. 

Samples of varying size were secured for each of the color and 
nativity groups. The frequencies of families in these samples as 
reported in sections B and C of the tabular summary form the bases 
upon which the distributions shown in the following section A tables 
were estimated. In order to obtain these approximate distributions 
for each of the color and nativity groups, the following weights were 
applied to the individual samples: 

GWor CItIl_ .... '"*", 
Native white: w_ 

<lomplete ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ln8567 
Incomplete ••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 95. 2535 

Foreign born •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 66. 9906 
Negro •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••.•• 42. 8919 
Other oolor. _ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 53. 5394 

It is not to be assumed that the data are accurate to the number of 
digits shown in these weights, but in order to arrive at the estimated 
totals, it was necessary to use these weights with four decimal places. 
For a description of the method used in securing these weights, see 
appendix B on sampling procedures. 
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TABLE I.-Color and nativIty groupo by Income: Estimated numb ... of familia 
of .pecijied color and nativity, by ineome, 19S6-tJ6 1 

WhI .. Negro and o&ber colan' 

Income class AU' Native 
NaUve Foreign born 

.. d AU Com- Inoom-

'Me'" AU Com· Inoom· Com- Inoom· 
pletel plete 

born plo ... plote AU pleto r pie .. 

(I) (2) (3) (4) (6) (0) (7) (8) (0) (.0) n1) (12) 

Rellef and nomellcf families , 

A111amlllea .. __________ 823. 230 768, 700 403,:SOO 309, 

so-m •............... $25O-I4IMiL .. __________ _ 
1600-$749 ____________ _ 
$i1i() .. $99!L .. __________ _ 
$I,OQO-$l,lHD __ .. __ .. _ ...... 
$1,~1.499 ____ . ____ _ 
$1,.500-$1,749. ________ _ 
$1,750-$1,999 .. ________ _ 
$2,CJ0)-$2,249 __ .. __ .. ___ _ 
S2.26tH2.49IL ...... __ .. __ 
$2,500-$2,999. ________ _ 
$3,Q00-$3,499 __ ........ __ .. .. 
$3,5(1)-$3,999 .. _ ........ __ .. .. 
S4,IlOO-$4,,4W .................. .. 
$4,500-$4,998 __ _ ............ .. 
$.5,aD-$7,4QIL ________ _ 
S7,5IJO.-t9,GGG __ .. __ .......... 
$lo,WO awl over _____ _ 

so-t2'9. _ .. ___________ _ 
1200-$499 .. _ .. _________ _ 
$500-$74.9 ____________ _ 

$7,...,... •..•.•.••.... 
Sl,tlOO-$l.24\J ___ .. _ • ___ _ 
$1,260-$1,499 __ ... _ .. _.". 
$I,5OO-Il,74IL .....•.• 
$I,75O-$1,9lML ...•.. __ 
$2.0IX)--$2.249 •••••• _ ••• 
$2.250--82,499 ••........ 
$2,&10-$2,999 •••.•.•.•• 
$3.00D-I3.49lL. _ ••••••• 
$3,600--$3,99lL ...... _. 
$4,(1)(1--$4,499. ___ . __ . _. 
$4,500-$1,999. _______ ._ 
$5,0D0-$7,499 .. _._ •.•.• 
$7,"""*' ............. . 
$10,000 and over._ ... . 

Nomel1eflamllies 

40 40 __ .... __ 

70 ::::::: ::::::: ::::::: 

21, 140 7,380 
/-'--1--'-1 ,.,., ... 

1,240 1,630 
2, 33l 1,800 
4, 370 I, ... 330 
4, 510 
2, 490 560 
1,880 17(1 
1,540 go '. .. 

'30 
340 .. 
50 . _____ _ 
ilO • _____ _ 
40 ..•. __ • 

I A famll,. 18 classifted as native II both husband and wife are native born (or, in the case of au. Incomplete ramo,.. 1f the bead is native born); otherwise. the family is classifted as foreign born.. A fam.Uy is classltled 
as 8 complete family H It Includes both husband and wite, as an Incomplete famUy Ir it does not Include 
both husband and wife. Bingle individual householders are lncJuded io. the incomplete families.. Bee 
Blossary for turtlw deftnltlons. 

I Tbes& totals include 3,MO famllies of other color, of whlcb 2,140 are nonreUef_ 
I AU famlly_~ypes combined. For deftn1tioB!l of family types, see footnote 1 of table 3 on p_ 112_ 
, ReDef famWes, defined ill this and subsequent tables 811 those wblcb reoe1ved relief.t any time durlng 

the report year, are cJasslfted according to their reported Income. This Includes only relief and uonreUet 
earnIngs, and any nonreliel income other than eaminp. It does DOt Include d.lrect relieI. wbethet 10 the 
farm of cash or of goods. 
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TABLE 1.-occupBtlonal groupo by Income: &!imaled "umber oj Jama;.. oj 

specified. occupational group" by income, 1986-88 

IAU color and nativity groups combined) 

Occopatlonal groups 

Business and professional 

InooInft 01881 
All 

Wop 
Clerl!l81 AU Independent SalarIed Other I .. "", bust· 

nw 
andPI"&' BnsI· Pro, ... BnsI· Pro, ... 
,~ ..... .tonel n ... .tonel 

(I) (2) (3) (') (') (6) (7) (8) (0) (10) 

Relief and Donrellaf fBmWes I 

All ramUiea •• ~ ______________ 823,,," 41'1.9f,O '86,000 IM,.IO 86,000 '0,230 23, loW 84,960 64,8110 
_0------. ______________ • 67,400 104,880 ~ ... a,720 8,210 100 .. 300 86,970 

==:::::::::::::::::::: M,'" 36,340 3,620 6,610 ..... so 70 780 9,000 
69,300 «,720 ~600 '0, 280 8, 170 "" '80 1,700 6,700 1'60-$W9----. --.. --. --... --. 8~000 6~030 18.010 13.690 10,880 470 260 ~080 3,360 

1.00il-41,249. __ • ____________ 92, 720 6.\ 710 19.410 U,140 '0, 630 67. 880 1,980 8,460 
1,2l!O-$1, 491L _ •••• __________ 83,980 61,670 19,040 11,140 ~ ... ... 680 1,700 1,210 ,l,flOO-$l,749. ____ • _. ________ 79,760 43,090 23,000 '~280 7,360 MO ',380 3,000 1.= $1,760-81,999. _______ • _______ 71,060 3A,340 21,1(10 13. 0570 7,120 MO ~'SO 3,620 

$2.(01)-$2,249-- ___ • ____ A ••••• 66, 210 IM,670 19,450 10, 490 4.880 830 2.010 3,200 700 
12,260-$2,4911. _ ••••• ___ . __ ... 41,820 17,470 13, 820 0,800 ~ ... 980 ,,'80 ..... 730 
$2,1\OO--$2,OOU_ •••. _. ___ . __ • __ ~ ... 21,620 16, 020 '8, 730 6,710 ',360 2,'" ",010 310 '-1,1XIO-$3.4911_. _. ____________ 30,710 '0, 200 9,7150 10.170 3,380 1,160 ..... 2,'00 ... t.3.I100--$3,99\). _. _ •• __ • _______ 18, 610 .. 770 .. "" ',000 2, 210 ... ~ '00 ..... "0 
f4,()()0--$4,40lL __ ._ ••• __ ._ •• _. 1~780 ..... 3,680 4,710 1,490 ... 1,140 I,'" 60 
".II06-t4:,OUD •••••.. ___ ...•• _ 6, 910 ',080 1,910 ,,870 '70 27. "0 ... SO SA,()(l()-$7 ,409 __ • ________ • __ A. 11, oro 1,670 8,MO 7,010 1,630 ',380 2,'" 1,800 ,SO 
$7 ,600--$9,911IL _ •.. _____ ..• ___ 1,080 '0 ... 1,470 310 OlD .. 0 320 80 
'10,000 and over •••• _____ ._._ I,StO .- .. "" so 1,74.0 ... 380 830 220 20 

N omellef familles 

All ramUlIII •• ____ •.• __ . ___ ._ 710.400 848, ZIG 176,130 147,760 82,'" 10, 180 ",040 82,300 87,200 ---------------10--$2411 ___ •••• _______ . ___ • ___ 17,63) ~800 1,110 2,070 1,750 so .. ... I~'" *2ro-$I9II._ ••• _. __ ._ •• _. __ . __ 27,'" 1 ..... 1.870 ..... ..... 70 70 380 8, 310 $5Cl>-$'49_. ____ • ___ . ______ ._. ...... 2.\ no 6, 210 ~800 7,300 380 'SO 1,000 ..,.. 
*'i~ ____ • _______ .. __ .. _. 70,430 ~"'" 11. 2ft!) 12, 210 '0,'" • 00 24 • 1,810 3,320 
r·CIOO-$I,14I1- --- -------- --.- 87,270 62,640 17,670 '3,'" 10. 520 670 "" 1,700 3,380 l,w.o-$l,4W _____________ • __ 81,620 49, \J8O 19,480 '~IMO ~380 330 6SO 1,680 ~220 
1,~I,7411-------------.-. 78, 610 42, 420 23,690 12, 1110 7,870 ... I,,,," ..... 1,~ t.7 1,9911. _______________ 70,770 36,"" 21,010 13,570 7,120 680 2, 'SO 3.610 
,()0()..$2.~II ________________ 

",780 lM,2.'IO 10,440 10,3110 4,820 33. 2. 010 ~ ... 700 
12,2!iO--$:I.41Kl. ________ .. _. ___ 41,770 - 17, .ao 13,800 9,810 3,'" 980 2,'80 ..... 73 • 

r;::t::~'=: ::::: ::::::=:~~ ~ ... 21,"110 ' ..... IS. 710 fi, 710 ',380 ..... 3,900 31 • 
30, 600 It= .. "" 10, 140 '.360 I, to(() ..... 2,080 600 $:I,,.,...., ...... __ ... ________ • 18, 570 ..... '.000 ..... ... "OlIO .. ... 17. 

".(l()()-$4.4\)Q •• _____ •• ___ .. __ 10, 710 ..... 3,690 4,'00 1, "110 ... 1,130 ~ ... 60 ................ -- .. -- ..... -- 6,910 1,070 ',930 U80 770 ",. 0'0 920 .. 
$6.(J(l)-.$i .4l1'li_. __ • ___________ 11, VSO 1,670 ..... 7,010 1,830 1,360 ,,330 1,6110 '20 17 ,MJO-,$II,oou _______ . _ •• _. ___ ~ ... '0 . .. 1,470 3'0 :m .. 0 3., SO 
$10.000 and o,,'er. -_ .. _._- ... 1,8010 .. _."'- 80 1,740 "0 ... 630 ... .. 

tFamIll .. cluslfted In the OCOUpatiODallfOQP "No rainfullyemployed members, and farmen." 
I R(lII(lf tamUlCK' are eiL"5ltltld fl.ooordlill to their reported. Inoome. This Includes only tellel and nOlll'8ll&f 

eamlnp. and aDY DOIll'8llaf lnoome otb .. Ulan earnlDp. "does Dot Include clIno, relief, wheU1er in the 
[ormo(oubor ofl(OOde_ 
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TABL" 3.-FamUy types by Income: Estimated numb.,. of families of specified 
t1fPe&, by income, 1936-38 I 

Income class All 

(1) (2) 

A.ll familiOB •••••• _____ 
8ZI, "" 

$1>-"'0 _______________ 67.460 $2Sl-$499 _____________ 
/;S.500 

~4IL __________ . ".300 $7"""' .. ___________ ...... 
$1,()()()-$1,249 _______ "._ 92,720 
$1,250-$1,499 _______ " __ ... 060 
$1,tJOO-$l,149 ________ ._ 79. "0 $1,750-$1,999. _________ 71,060 
... 1lOO-$2 ... D.. ________ 55,210 
12,266-$2,4911. ________ A "."'" ... 500-$2 .... __________ ... ..., 
S3,~S3.499 __ ••• _____ 30,110 S3,IiOO-$3,999 __________ 18.1I!110 
$4,~$4.4DIL ________ 10.780 U,ti00-$4,9IXL _________ .&. 5110 
$lii,OO{)-$7,499 __________ 11, gB) 
.,. ,fi00--$9,999. _________ ..... 
'10,000 and ov-er ______ 1,840 

Allfam1l1e9 ___________ 710,4&1) 

..,.....------- -------- 17,620 $26O-$49(L. _____ • ____ • 27,960 $506-$749. _ ._. _____ • __ 46,620 
1700 .... $99IL _____ • _____ A 70.430 
11,000-$1,249 _______ • __ 87,270 
$1,260-$1,499. _________ 81,620 
'1,600-$1,749 __________ 78, 610 
'1,750-$1,999 __________ 70.770 
$2,600-$2,249. _________ 64,780 
$2,250-$2.499 __________ 41,770 
$2,600-$2,999 __________ 62,430 S3,()()()-$3,499 __________ 

30 .... S3,liOO-$3,999 __________ 18, lim M,()()I)-.$4,499 __________ 10.170 $I,tiO(I-.$4,999 ______ • ___ 
6, '910 SIS.CJ00-$7,499 __________ 11, goo S7 ,500-$9,999 __________ ..... 

'10,000 and over ______ 1,840 

(All color and nativity groups comblned] 

Complete families of type L-

vm 
All I n m IV V VI vn and ..... 
(3) (4) (6) (0) (7) (8) (0) (10) (11) 

Rellef and DOlU'elief families I 

....... 141l, 760 92,030 70.970 162, &70 3D,too 37.700 ... "" ... "'" -77 .... 10,920 2.800 .. ..., 3,920 2,"" 2,"'" 1,810 ... 
37.970 10,870 ..... &9.0 U .. 3.870 '.330 2,"" 2,080 
49,430 14,200 7,310 '. "" 10,120 '.060 3. no .. 700 2,"'" 
62, 970 17.HIO tO,OOO 1,370 13,010 ~ ... ,,100 ..730 2, 010 
73. .00 1~330 12, ..... 8,671) 18. 160 ~ ... ,,'00 2,"'" 3,040 
69,870 16,830 11,070 ..... ...... 8,360 .. "" 3,'" 3,280 

".'" ...... 10,770 7,710 ...... 7.360 4,'" 3,080 3,370 
82,'" ... 820 0.800 6.700 'M2O ..... '.500 ..830 ..... 
47,740 0.'" 7.360 .. "'" 12, 110 6.410 2,410 2,310 ..... ".830 .... 0 &,070 .. "" ..... 4.410 .,640 '.300 3 .... 
(3,380 6,730 ..... 4,010 ... "" ,,700 1.870 ..... '.890 25,810 '.700 2,820 ..... .."'" a,IOO 7<0 1,140 .. ..., 
16.140 2,310 '.- 1,120 ..... 2,'" ... '.260 .. ... 
9,130 1,340 8 .. ... 2.,410 1,010 2110 730 2 .... '.630 630 taO 280 1,4.70 630 HO tlO 870 

10,220 1,790 1,050 8'" 2.'" 1,130 ... 610 I .... '.880 4 .. HO 18() 6'" '" 50 .. 0 170 
1,300 2" 50 200 '20 150 .. .0 100 

NonnillerramlUes 

..... 70 131,120 ~~ 82,830 140,400 ...... 29 .... 24. 630' 37,100 

8,.70 ..... ... 1-- ... . .... . .. 120 ~1OO 
16,340 7,130 ..... 1,190 8.'" '. OlIO 

... 240 (20 

30,0150 J{I,4.40 • ,4.60 '.000 8,&10 ..... 1.360 7 .. 1,210 ...... Ui,160 9,170 8,320 11,200 6,1'" 8.4aO ..... 1,370 
69, lID 17,800 12, 120 ..... 15, 430 6,7.fO 6.110 2. 210 ..... 
67,900 ... 700 11,020 •• 630 14,090 7.730 3.600 3,210 ..... ".920 '3,920 10,780 7,640 15.410 7,130 '.'" .... 0 3,'" 
61,790 13 .... .. '" 6.700 , ..... 6,44.0 '.600 2,770 3,450 
47,520 '9,030 7.'" ..... I ..... ,,300 ..... ..... .. ... ".780 .... 0 6,070 ..... ..... ".00 1,640 ..... 3,'" 
43,210 .. "" ..... 4,010 14, 180 .... 0 '.670 ..... .... 0 ... "" '.700 2,820 ..... ..... 3,190 7<0 1,100 3.'" 
16.100 2, 310 ,.(20 1,120 ..... ~280 ... 1,210 .. "" 9,120 1,340 320 .ro 2,4" 1,010 "" 730 2,'" '.630 "'" ... ... 1,470 630 HO (20 ... 
'0.220 l. "" ..... 890 ..... 1,130 .. 0 610 I .... '.860 .ro IlO I .. 690 '" '" 1(0 170 
1,390 260 '" 200 ... I .. .. '0 .00 

Inoo",. 
f,'ete 
aml-
U .. 

(Il) 

177 • ... ... ... 
17.530 
19,870 
19,120 
.~320 .4,'" ...... 
8,'" 
7.470 ..900 
0.220 
.. 000 ..<70 ..... 
1.280 
1,730 

100 ... 

I·U,990 .. ... 
11,620 
16, 670 
16,m 
18, 160 
13,72-0 
l3,600 
8.'" 
7.260 '.900 
9,220 ..... 
2,'" ..... 
'.'" '.73Q 

100 . .. 
I A familY Is cluslOed as a complete family lIit Includes both husband and wile, as 8IliDcompJe&6famlly if 

It- does notlnclude both busband and wife. See appendix C fot farther de1ln.ltJODlII. 
I F8Dli1y types: 
1-2 persons. Husband and wife owy. 
TI-S persons. Husband. wire, 1 chlld under 16, and no others. 
m-4 pe1'5OIl3. Husband, wire, 2 chUdren under 16, and DO olbers. 
IV-3 or. persons. Husband, wire, 1 person 16 or over, and lor no other person regardless or age. 
V-&or 6 persons. Husband, wire. 1 chlld under 16, 1 penon 16 or over, and 1 or 2 ot.ber persons recarcl-

less of age. 
VI-S or 6 persons. Hnsband. wire, 3 or. chUdren under 16 and no others. 
VIl-7 or 8 persons. HWlband. wife, 1 obUd undor 16, • or Ii otber persons regardless ol!lge. 
VIII and otber-Husband, wile, and &ll combinations of other persons not lricluded in [ thro~h VII. 
I RellerfamlUes are clBSSlfted acoordlng to their reported income. This includes only rellef.and nonrellef 

earnings, and any nonrellef income other than eaml.ncs. It does Dot include dJrect reUel. wbet.ber in. the 
lorm of cash. or of gooda, 
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TABLB ',-Color and natIvitY group. by oe.upatloual group. &timoted 
.. umber of familia of opecijied color and nativity. by occupational grouP. 1936-$6 

Wbl .. N_ 

"""" .. - N.th. _born 0_ 
AD Native 

.... P ... Com In- -, 
AD com· foreign Oom· ID· Com· In- pie ... 

pie .. born AD pie ... com· AD pie ... com· 
pie .. pie .. 

(I) (J) (J) (4) (') (8) (7) (B) ~) ('0) (I') (11) (IJ) 

RaUer and nonre1ief ramntes I 
All fImDJ ••• _______ ....... 7",7110 ....... ....... ...... .... ... .... .,. "'820 ... "'" ...... I7,UIO ..... 
WBjW earner ___ • ___ • 417,9(0 3711,'30 '72,'" ' ...... 28, 'OIl ....... m.;;;; 

28, "'" 
...... 28,'" 7,780 ~ ... Clerlcal. __________ ._ ' ...... 183, :Il1O llG. 210 ...... ... 720 ...... ",'70 'USO 2,680 2,'00 470 110 

Business and pro-
rCI!!SIoDaL ••• ____ IM,flO 141.100 81.000 ... .,. 28,'" 81.'" ...... 10.610 ~ ... 3,'" ..... ... 

Independent: 
",'00 ",720 '0.880 ...... Business. _______ ... 0Il0 81, lIDO 39,'00 7,700 3,820 2,000 ',780 270 Professlonal _____ 

'0. ... ,,070 7,000 ...... ',330 .. ... ..... tOO :Il1O "'0 
60 •• ___ 

Salaried: Busto_. _______ 20,,40 ...... ' ..... " ... 1,7)0 ..... .. ... ... ... 210 DO 110 
Professlonal •• _._ ",'" 33,310 23,'" ,,,730 0,070 "GIO 7,'" 2, ... ','" 000 ... 110 Other I. __________ •• ...... ...... 27 .... ,,070 18,010 23, ... ' ..... ,..200 .. ... ','" ..... :nO 

NODnlIef tamllieI 

AU fam.IUee _______ ._ 710.480 0'111,"'" "'" no .... '30 ...... SID, ClIO ....... ...... 28,820 21,140 7,880 2,'" ----------Wap I!IUDU'_. ______ ....... '28,11711 ' ...... 127,080 20, 1160 '73,030 1M, 1t10 "'770 20, 720 ' ..... ..... ~IIOO C'lerICl\L. _________ •• 178.130 '73,020 111,._ ...... ... "" ... "" "'000 '3,"'" ..... ',070 ... 110 
BusinMII and pro-

f~onal_ .••••• _ 147,750 1f2, 730 81."" 82,'" ' ..... fll,UIO 51,510 ..... ..... 2,870 ~720 ... 
Indopenden1: Bw.lnoss ________ 82,'" 73,7" 33,700 't:l' D,GIO ...... 37, "" "11711 3,220 ~"" U'· 270 ProrMS.loDal _____ ,0, U10 .. "" .. .,. ',830 ..... ..... ... ... .... .. 0 ___ ••• 
BalariDd: 

BuaiDM!l... ______ 15 23,730 

'~~ 't: ~5 ~5 ~~ 1:51 F.! !;! ~ DO Professional. ____ ... ' :k:' ~ ,~ 7, !l0 Other '0._,, _____ , __ 37, .. 11. 11730 7, 2' ... 
I romplete and iDoomplete lammes_ 
For rooluolftl2 and 3,100 3 and .. or table t on p. IIG. 
t F~ cbssUled in Lbe ooou~UooaIIIOUP "No plnfnIly employed mem-.., ad fumen." 

TABLa 5.-Famlly type. by oeeupatlonal group' &limalod numbor of famil;'" 
of apeciJi<d Iyp". by occupalional group. 19S6-tJ8 I 

(An aokIr aDd utl .... 'Y .... PlleomblDed) 

... u , n m 

(1) (J) (8) (0) (8) (0) 

For fontnotM 1 and l, _ taw. I on It- 11t_ 
• hmW. olusin.d lb \be ~ Il'OIIP "No plnfuJ.lJ' em.pIoJed memba. ad t.rmIn." 
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SECTION B. NATIVE WIDTH FAMILIES, INCLUDING BOTH 
HUSBAND AND WIFE 

Sources of Income, Number and Earnings of Principal and Supple
mentary Earners, Rent or Rental Value, and sUe of Family, 
According to Family Income, Occupational Group, and Fam11y 
Type 

Tables in this section present data for native white "complete" 
families only-those including both husband and wife. The figures 
represent a random sample of approximately 10 percent of all Chicago 
native white complete families. 
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TABL" 16. TYPE 0" LIVING QUABTICBS: Number and percentage of rent
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TABLE 1.-FamUy type.: Number ./ /amilia 0/ rpecijiM l1f1Ju and 0_" 
number ./ pili' ..... Pili' /amily, by income, 19116-88 

[White familles tnclucllq husband and wife. both native born: AIl occopatioDlll groupe combined) 

Number offamilles ottype 1-
Average nomber 

of persoD!I per ramn,.. 

Income cl&sa 

AD I n m IV v VI 

Otbertban 
husband 
and_ 

,. 
and 

All vn VITI Other mem.··I--.,
ben. Un

der 

" .-(I) 00 00 00 ro 00 m 00 00 ~ (10 _ _ " 

----11--1- ----1--1--1'--1--1---
A.llramiUes. _______ 28,515 7,229 5,412 

ReJJeftamillaL _____ 2.713 479 412 
Nonrelief famllleiL _ 25. 8Q2 Cl, 750 6, 000 _ .... _ ..... 

S250--S491L ____ _ 
$500-$'149 ______ _ " ......... _ ..... 
$I,OO()-$l,2-4"-.._ 
Sl.2SO-$1 •• '9U ___ _ 
$l,liOO--$l,7-4L __ 
$1,750-$1,999 ___ _ 
$2,1Xn-$2,249 ___ _ 
$2,2.50-12,.1» ___ _ 
$2,500-12,999 ___ _ 
$3.000-$3,.'1» ___ _ 
$3,600-$3,9'99 __ _ 
Sf,(Q)-$f".9IL __ 
Sf,IiO)-$t,9'99 ___ _ 
$5,000-17 ,.'9U ___ _ 
S7.500-liMKKL __ 
$1O,ID)aDdover4 

I Family types: 

80' 
62' 

',083 , .... .. "'" 2,738 ..... ..... 
2,500 
1.IMI 
2, In ' .... ... ... ... ... ". 111 

'89 ,.,. 
383 
022 8'. 
77' 
183 

"" ... .... .. , 
287 

'" .. 
42 

'33 
ZI 
ZI 

42 

'" ... 
42' ... 
00' 
6Z! ... ... ... 
330 , .. ". .. 
83 
SO ,. 

6 

3,738 &. T12 2, 559 _'.:,' "='I-,,"'=f--,",,':f--_337:::I--,"':.,I-..:L:'.,f--_o.::.:. 
429 346 332 369 220 35 9'l .... 3 1.7 .0 

3.0 5,427 2,227 1,.78- T.H an m a.s LO .0 
" 6 ---,.1----,+--.. -.+-.-.1----.-• 'Z1 .. 

"0 
27' 
871 ... . " 89' 
374 
259 
24ft 
'09 
SO 

" ,. 
'" 17 
18 

.. 
'" 177 8" 6'. 
"'" ... .12 
"" .., ... ... 
'" '33 , .. 
'110 .. 
31 

'0 .. 
'" .. 

'56 ,... 
2M 
25' 
260 , .. 
252 
'82 
111 

'" 87 
73 
8 

" 

27 4 8 _.____ I. I .. 7 ... 
CK 15 12 4 1.2 ,tI .3 

108. 2S 14. tI 3.2 .9 .3 
lJl6 SI 41 15 1.4 1.0 .4 
157 ff1 38 30 I.S LI .4 
ISS SS 47 2-1 3.S I,D .5 
~ 70 511 21 3.5 1.0 .6 
15D (!i9 42 19 I.e 1.1 .G 
101 63 48 21 1.6 1.0 .8 
lOS D7 77 30 3.8 1.0 .8 
50 68 811 18 3.8 .9 1.0 
rT MI 55 11 3.9 .9 1.0 
211 24 41 I. 4.0 .9 1.1 
10 20 21 12 .... 2 .8 I .• 
2S ~ " 12 3.9 .9 1.0 
6 0 (I 3 3.8 .9 1.0 
7 4 8 1 3.Q .9 1.0 

1-2 penons.. -Husband and wife on}y. 
11-3 per.klWL Busbandt wHe, 1 child under 18 IUld DO othel's. 
111-4 penon&. Hosbana, wife, 2 chUdren under Ie and DO otbers. 
IV-3 or .. per10llL Husband, wHe. 1 penon IGor Ovel', IUld 1 01' no other pet':!IOn noprdless oragt'. 
V -S or 0 persons. Busband, wUe. 1 chlld under Ie, 1 per8OIllO 01' over, and· 1 or 2 otbet' penons regardlM! 

.r .... 
VI~ or 4 persona. Husband wHe, 8 01''' chIldren under 10 and no othen. 
VU-7 or 8 penonl. Bu.sbandl wHe, I chUd under 10," 01' 6 other penoosreprdJeae of ap, 
Vln-S or 6 permo.. Husbauo, wtle, 8 or" penona 10 01' over, 
Other-7 or more persons. All types not ineluded In I tbroUlb vm. 
I These are yoar-eQulvaleDt persona. The sum of eol1llDn5 (18) and (14) plu t (husband and wife) does 

not always equal column (12). For the metbods used. in deriving tbEll8averagee, see Ilossary . 
• 14 families wblob I'8ported a net 10. areududed from this and subsequent; tables. Tblea are famlU. 

whieb bad groM buslnBS9 u.pen88 and JosteS u:oeed.iD&: their KfO!I5 eamIDp and other Income. 
t Largest Inoome reporCed between $50.000 and $56.000. 
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TABL .. U.o-FamUy type.: Numbttr oflamili .. ol.pecijied Iypu and aoerage 
ftumhm- of perlOM pet' JamilJ/, by occupation. and inc.ome, 19S6-{J8 

{Whlte bOnrellllf ramm. Inclodfq husband and wife both Dative bamJ 

Number or famUtes or type. L-
Avemll'l Dumber 

of persons rr 
lamlIy 

Income claM and 00- Other thaD. 
busband eupaUonalll'Oup 

AD and """ 
AU I D DI IV V VI VO vm 0_ ..... .... UDo to 

dor 'Dd 
16 ..... 

(I) (t) (3) (f) (0) (6) (7) (8) (0) (10) (11) (It) (13) (14) 

I- I- ------
Waif «lMlIIr 

All DomeUeffamlUes. 11.70& ~ ... ~ ... I .... US7 1,081 7110 f02 ... If. U I.' U ..,.0 .. _____________ 
1'1 f. 30 I' I> "to f I I _._0'- as •• • • 1250-$4110. _______ • ____ 811 "' .. S' f • .. .. f • ... •• •• $fJOO-S7 49 _____________ 

"'" 301 " . .. 88 88 •• • • ----j- ... •• •• 17.5O-t1X1'U. ________ • ___ I .... ... ... ... ,.,. ff1 17 I • I' 7 Sf I .• •• II ,00000I,24D __ .•• _____ I .... f23 8,. ... m III ... .. ,. 
" ... 1.1 •• 11,20*l0-I1,490. _. ____ ._. I .... ... 151 ... 21. ... "' " 17 I. • •• I .• · f 11,600-$1 ,741L _. ____ ow ..... 87f ... 217 3" 13< "' " 21 17 ••• 1.1 .6 II.7fJO-..$l,VW _______ 0_' J,f40 ... ... I" lOB 130 I" .. II If 1.7 1.1 .6 12.(Ul-.I2.24(t. _________ 1,017 ... 173 If. 120 12l .. 17 I. I' 3 .• 1.1 •• 1:2.2.'IC:l-$2.49G ____ •• __ ._ 7 .. I'" 12. 88 I'" .. .. 30 II 17 '.8 I.' •• lo2,fiIO-$2.M .• _. ______ 7" 120 .. 71 211 101 15 .. .. 21 U I.' LI 13 ,()0)-$3,4W. _________ .. , .. I. 17 123 71 7 .. ., • f. , .8 I. f p,ft0J-.S3 ,9911 __________ 186 10 • 0 .. .. I .. .. • f.f .7 1.8 S4.(llO-..$4 ,4119 •• _. __ •• __ .. 8 6 6 21 If I 7 I. 7 f .• •• 11 $4.NlO-$4,(KKL _________ .. I ------ -_ .. _. .. I. I • f • f.O .7 10 $6.lro-f1 ,4W. _________ f7 6 I I 17 8 .... 7 7 I ... .7 LO $7 ,MO-ID,U\JIL. ______ A -_.-._-- ----.- -- --.- ------ ._.--- -_ .. -- __ 0. ------ ------ ____ A. ---_ .. ----.-'10,000 and 0\'01' 1, ____ I ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ---- ---- I ------ (0) (") (0) 

= ~ = ~ = 
Otrltol 

A.1l nonrellel !Iunllies_ , .... I .... 1"&10 ... 1.7t2 ... toO I" ... ffI U •• .0 
I- ------IIn-$:MQ ____ • __________ I. 0 • I • I -Ai" ---- ----j- ---_.- U .1 .f $2.\0-$4_. ___________ A .. I. IS 7 10 I 

--.- ... •• .8 1.-.oo-$'aD ____________ • ,.,. .. f. 10 17 8 IS I I U .8 .S 
'7~ _____________ 

"" I .. .. .. III .. 10 I I I.' .8 .S II ,c:ro-$l,:MO. __ .••• ___ 71f 228 I" .. lSI .. 18 0 II 
----j-

I .• .8 · f '1.:IIIO-Il.49IL. _____ •. 777 ,,. lSI 122 I .. 30 .. '" 17 8 U .0 .6 'SI,flI}-Il,it9. __ . ______ ... "" "'7 133 17l 70 .. 28 10 0 '.6 I.' .6 11,75O-11,M. ___ • _____ I ..... ,.. .., 134 ... 80 73 II .. • '.f .0 .6 S2.0rn-t2.14D. ______ ." 1,014 ... "" 162 ,... .. 01 " 22 • U 1.1 
• • 12.2.'i0--$2.4gQ •• _._. ___ • 717 I" "f 107 lSI 711 18 18 18 • 3 .• I.' •• '2,Nll-$2.DW. _______ 0_ ... I" I .. .. ... .1 " .. .. 0 1.7 .0 .8 I3.Cl"0-$3.49U. __ .•• __ • 441 .. .. .. I" .. 17 II .. 0 U .0 .0 .."S(I)-$S.\K$. _______ •• "" If .. 28 100 .. • II " I U .8 I. I 

1fi.1l.X) .... 'M{IIL •...•••• I .. '" I. I' .. 30 6 10 If • ~I .8 I .• 
.... laOO-lt, •..•.•••••• .. I. II 8 .. II I 0 I. • f .• .S 1.8 
.... ,0(1)-$7, ,,(IlL •••••••• 101 '" 17 II .. .. • 8 18 I • U .8 I .• 
• 7.~,ggg .•. _ ••••.. II I I I f ...... I • . ..... U .8 I .• 
110.(01 and over ' •• __ I~ I 

1= 
I • I I ...... _ ..... U I. , .0 

= ~ = = = 
1.~.ftariuN 

All oonmllel ramUiM. ..... .,. ... .,. fD7 ... 1lO .. 38 If U . 9 •• ---
114>f9 .............. ., I. I I , I • .... I ...... U ., .S ....................... 73 .. I. 0 8 • I 'T .... -. ...... J. , .S .1 
15t"O--$'i4\J .... _ .••..••• 137 .. 18 II .. 9 0 ...... ...... ... .7 .J .,....- ............ ", .. If .. .. 10 I I .... . ... .0 •• • 1,000 .. l.249 .••...••.. ... .. .. S7 .. .. 21 • ""i' I "f I.' .S 
.1.10,0-$UW ..•.•.•••• IIlII .. sa 22 .. II 9 I • • 13 .8 .6 
.1.~.7t\J •• _ .•.•••• I" .. .. II 88 18 7 • f I U I.' .6 
Il.7Ml-$1.\J'iIIII .......... I" .. " .. .. 30 11 7 f I .. I.' •• P.tn'l--S2.14\J .• _ .•.•••• I" .. .. .. .. .. S • ··"c' I U I .• .6 
12.1"(l--U, 4" .••.••..•. I .. .. .. n .. I. 11 I I ... .0 •• U~.\J'iIIII .......... I .. .. .. .. .. .. 10 f • J .. 7 Ll •• P. ....... .,UIiI •••••••• ,. "I .. I. If .. 17 • • • .-'.'- L7 .0 .8 

...... fbG,tDOtM 1 and 1. _ tahllt 011 p. 111. 
• l.&rI'f'lIt inrome fllfICII"k'd be,,..... IIO.1ll) and lIa.,ooo. 
• A vw.c- DOt oomputed b ..... \baD_ .... 
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TABLE lA.-FamUY type.: Number of familia of specified Iypu and ao __ 
number oj peraUft3 per family, by occupation and imome, 1985-36-Continued 

Number of fBmilfes of type-

Income class and DC-
cupational group 

All I II m IV 

(I) (2) (3) «) (6) (') 

1-. ------
l_ndmI""'! ....... 

Continued 
13.1<10-$3 .............. M I. ,. 1D 21 $4,006--$4,4(19 __________ .. 13 13 • 13 14,500-$4,999._ 0 _______ 37 • • 3 " S5.()(I()-$'l.4~ML _________ 100 1. ,7 13 ,. 
S7 ,500-$9,999 __________ 17 • 1 • • Slo,lXIO and over t _____ 26 • 2 3 • = = 
I~fWOlu-..... , 

All nomellef families. .,. 101 .. 71 106 
SI1-S249 _______________ ---, --, ----2-$2.51}-$499 _____________ • • $600-$7.9 _____________ 12 2 1 1 • $7111>-$\l119 ••••••••••••• 16 • 3 1 • $1,OOO-SI,249 __________ ,. 11 • 3 • SI,25O-$1,49IL ________ 15 7 ----3- • 3 
$1.600-$1, 74!L ________ 26 " 3 • Sl.7w-11,991L. _______ 31 7 13 • • S2,0()()-$2,24lL ________ 30 11 • 3 7 
$2,250-$2,499 ________ ." 31 1D • • • $2,&00-$2,999 __________ .. 23 I3 7 " S3.(l()O-$3,49IL ________ 62 17 7 7 I. 
13.1<10-$3 ........ ·••••• .. 1D • 1D • St.(I()O-$4,409 __________ 38 " • 2 • u,eoG-$4,OlXL ________ 1. 1 • • • S6,<Xn-$7 , .. OlL ________ 77 ,. 11 13 ,. 
S7 ,liOO-$9,999 __ w _______ I. • 1 3 • ,,0,000 and over 1 _____ 20 • 1 • • 

SalarW burimN 
All nODnlller ramrues. I 1.611 ... 316 ,.5 321 
$0-$249. ______________ • 1 ----i- ------ 1 $200-$499 _____________ 

3 ------ ------ 1 $500-$'749. ____________ 7 • 1 ------ 1 S7/lO-$999... ______ • ____ .. • 3 1 • SJ,OO()-$I,249. _________ .. ,. 1D 1 • $1,250-$1,499 __________ .. 16 1D • • SUOO-Sl,7t9. ________ .. '" 22 17 11 
Sl,750-SI, 9IIIL_ •. __ • __ 132 3. 3' 30 ,. 
12.00D--$2.249._. ____ • __ 133 33 33 20 .. 
S2,25()-.$2,499 ••• ____ • __ 160 •• .. :Il .. 
S2,CJ00-$2,9(19 • ___ ._. __ 190 OJ 27 32 .. 
t3,0CX)...$3, 4911 ___ •.... __ 179 .. .. It .. 
13,~$3,9119 •• _ •.... __ ... •• .. 20 ,. 
$fi,()(X)-$4,499. ___ ... ,.' .. 1 • 17 1D 2J 
... 500--f4.999 ______ .. __ 07 • JO 2 •• $5,(I()I)--$7.400 ••. _., .. __ ,., .. .. 21 .. 
$7 ..................... .. It • • " $10,000 and over ' •• ___ .. • • 7 " = = = 

&bJrlld pro/t#lfIfIIIl 
All Donrellef tamUles_ ~ ... . .. ... 181 

1
003 

10-$240_. __ .• ______ • __ --7 -.---. --, 
$2liO--$499 •• _______ •• __ 7 • 1 ----.fo- 8 
$600--$749 ___ •••• ______ 27 11 • • $7111>-$\l119 ••••••••••••• .. •• 1D 1 • 11,000--11,249 ____ ... _ .• .7 1. • 16 " 11,260-$1,499.--•. _ .•. _ .. 38 23 16 • 1,15OO-$1,74IL ____ ._. _ 1 .. .. 27 1D 17 • • Lorgest Income report.ed. between WI,oro and $5.5.000 • 

• Largest income reported. between. b).OOO and $26.000. 
llAqest inoomt repol1ed between 134.000 and S40,000. 

V VI 

(7) (8) 

-- -

II • • • 3 1 
7 • • 1 
1 3 

38 13 

1 1 
------ 2 
----i- -or 

• -or 1 • 1 • ----1 1 • • 3 • • • • 1 • • • ----1 ----
143 83 

------------.-._.- 1 
----2- 1 • • • • 7 7 

15 • 1D • 21 17 
1. 11 ,. 7 • • 0 0 
20 • • .. --1D S 

.. 
~. 1 

1 .. -. • .. i' 1 
1 • 1 • • 

A VllrBR8 Dumber 
oC persons per 

family 

OtherthBn 
husband 

All and wile 
VII VIII 0100 mom· .... Un· " der and ,. .-
(.) (10) (II) (12) (13) (14) 

- ----I--- ----

• 1 ----i- a7 I.D D.7 • ------ 3 .• 1 .• •• 1 • 1 '.7 •• 1. D 
8 • .----- 3 .• 1.1 •• 1 ----i- 3 .• 1.' •• 1 1 3.' 1. D •• 

16 12 2 ~ •• •• 
----i- (0) ~ T-) 

2 .• •• • • ---- ----- .---.- 3 .• . 7 •• ------ .----- 3 .• •• •• 1 ------ .----- '.D •• •• ---- ------ .----- 3.' •• •• ---- ------ .----- ... •• •• ---- ------ .----- 3.' •• .3 

-T ------ .----- 3.1 •• • • ------ .----- 3.3 •• • • • 2 .----- U . 7 •• • ----:t -.---- ~. •• • • • .----- 3.7 1.1 •• • • . ----- at .. •• ".---- 3.. 1.1 •• • • ----2- ••• •• .7 
---- ------ .., •• 1 .• 
---- • .----- u •• •• 
07 ~ 1D ~ '.D •• 

(") (') ('") 
---- ---- .. .---.- '.D .7 • • 

------ ----i- u •• • • 
1 3.' L' •• 1 1 ------ U •• •• 1 1 -.---- 3.3 I.D •• 3 ------ ---or 3.' 1.1 .3 
1 ----2" 3.3 1.1 •• • -----. 3.' 1.0 • • • 1 -- --i- ••• •• • • 
2 • 3 .• I.D • • 5 • • 3 .• I.D .7 
7 2 1 3 .• 1.1 .. 

'-i- • • '.7 •• • • • 1 '.D 1.1 .. 
• • _ .. _.- ••• •• .7 

• 1 1 3 .• •• '.D 
1 • .. -.. - '.1 I.D 1.1 

= 
26 

I
m

87
• 

• 3.' •• •• 
'.D •• .1 

'T 
.. __ .- ." .. -- ••• •• .7 

'---i- .'-.-- 3.3 . 7 •• 1 .... _- •• •• •• 1 • .-.. _- u •• •• 
.. -- 1 .'-'-' U •• •• • 1 ---_.- &1 .S •• 
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TULlO U •• -Famll¥ type .. Number 0/ !~mili .. 0/ .peciji<ld Iyp .. and average 
number Df per.om per family by occupatwn. and if'l.COm.tlJ, 19S6-S6-Continued , 

A't'U'aR8 number 
Number ot tamlUes of tJP&- of penOIlS per -

buX)me mllM and 00-. Otbertban 
busbaDd oupatJoDal POUP 

All .... -All I n III IV V VI vn VIlI 0_ memo .... UD· 1. ... ... 
18 over 

(1) (2) (11) (4) (.) (8) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) 

--- -'-----I-
Sa,.,."cf prof,.noul-

Oontinued 
'1.7liO-$l,9IKt. ____ • __ ._ ,,- .. .. t8 ,. • I 1 ------ ...... au 0.7 0.8 $2,£m-.$2,2fU _____ w _._. ,43 " .. I. \8 • I • '---i- , I.' . 8 

• • s::z.2lJO--$2,49V ____ ••• _._ H' .. .. .. .. • • 1 ____ ow ••• •• •• C·r.<X42· ... ·········· ,... .. " .. .. ,. 18 • 1 "--r ••• 1.0 • • ,()()()-$3,491i1. ___ ._ •• _ '78 .. .. H .. 18 10 • 10 I.' . 8 •• $3.6CIO--t3,1XI9 ____ • __ •• .. .. 1 • 8 " " • • • 1 ... .8 .S l4.<m--tf,41W. ___ .0 •• __ 77 .. 10 • '17 • • 1 • ...... 3.8 •• •• ".I'lCll-J4. 9IKt •• __ •••••• .. ,- • • ., • , • 1 -_ .. _- I.' .7 .S t.&.llOO-$1,4g(1. ____ • _.'_ '02 .. • " .. 10 I • • 1 3 .• • 7 •• 17 ,SJ)-$Q,M •• _._._. o. .. • 2 • 8 . ..... • 1 I . ..... U 1.1 LO 
'10,000 Uld Ofti' '. ____ 11 7 .. _--- ;.;;,;;; • --.... __ ow 1 1 ...... 3.1 •• •• 
.A U btufnUl and pro-
'euiontU ",,1IIlri,.. • 

All uotnllef famUles. a. 71" ~ ~ 
,.. L2'17 ... 2IIl '20 117 ;~ ... •• •• fO--bfD. __ •• 0 ••••••••• 

--'-7 

" • • 8 2 • 1 --.:T .7 -:4 I2M-$4IXL _________ ••• 88 .. " • 1. • 1 "i' 1 .. __ .- .. 8 •• •• $810-$749 ••••• _. __ • ___ '88 .. .. 18 33 13 11 ----i- ._-_ .. Ll .7 •• r.~ .. ______ . ____ 
... " .. to " .. 17 1 • • 1 ••• .8 •• 1I,()(X)--$.),249-------. -. .,. 132 81 .. 87 .. .. • • I ••• •• •• 1,2.50-$1,4911 __ •• __ •••• 333 "8 .. " .. 17 .. • • I ... .8 •• 1,600-'1,749. __ •• _ •••• ... ..., .. • 1 71 .. 1. 8 • , a.1 •• •• *1,7.50-$1,9119 __ •• _. __ ._ ." .. - 102 ., .. .. .. • f • a.a •• •• S2,000-$2. 249._._ •••• _. ... 131 ,,- .. 70 '" " 7 • • ••• LO •• S2.~,4". __ ••••• _ ... 133 '03 .. 101 .. 21 • 7 1 ... •• •• $:l.!J00-$2, 9119._._ ••. ___ ... 10' II. '" ... .. .. II 10 • • •• 1.0 •• tJ,tlOO-I:!,4'ilV. __ • __ • __ • ... 140 103 •• 121 58 .. 17 '8 • I .• •• .7 

~,600-f3,WO ••• _ •••••. 3" 00 " .. •• •• 17 " 10 I U 1.0 •• t4.tlOO-$4,4Q1J. __ .•.•• _ 'M 57 •• .. .. .. 1 • 7 11 3 .., LO .7 tMO-l4· ... ·· ........ 1" 211 .. 11 SI ,. 8 7 7 I '.a •• •• ()(lI)-.f;,4'ilV._ •••....• ... "" .. .. 120 .. l' .. .. , '.7 •• .a 17 ,ft1O-.oI9, gw. _ ....... 1 .. .. • .. .. 8 • • f • U •• •• *10.000 and Oftl"._ •. 101 ~ • 1. 20 12 • t=!- 7 j=! ..a •• •• = = == I = 
No ,.fftfVll, "'fl-.,''' •. ' 
All nomViet famWlIL. &I • ... .. ~ 121 .~ 8 • • ~ 17 •• .f 
JO.-$149 •••••• _ •.• _._. ... ,.. .. 10 .. • -. .. 1 --;:.- •• -:4 f,2."IO-I409. _ •• _ •. __ ..• _ .. .. 7 ... _ .. 17 • .- .. "" --"i" --"i- ... •• • • S.o,oo..a741L ••• _ •••••••• .1 .7 '0 .. _-_. • • . ... .. -. ••• •• .f 
17~ .. .. 1 1 8 • -_ .. "-. 1 17 •• •• II.ooo-Jl •• ::.::::::: .. .. • .. 1 -... 1 1 U •• •• 11,2."10-$1,4 •.• _.' _ •••• .. .. 1 1 7 1 .... .... ----i· 1 u •• •• .1,MlI41,i'49 •••••.•.• '0 n • 1 " • 'T .... . ..... 17 .1 •• .1,7»-11 ..... , ••.•• , .. 11 • " .... " 1 "'. . ..... ""r ... •• •• 12.~:Hg .• , ...•• _. " • , 1 I ... , .. . ... .. .. _- U 1.1 •• n~tgIL._ •••••• • • 1 ...... .- .... 1 "- . .. ,.,- -..... ... •• .,----
12.!lOO-$2. m .......... 7 .... 1 "'0 •• • . ..... 1 "" ..- ... -.-... U •• .7 
l3.(tn'·'MInl .•• _ ....•• 11 • .. -.'- ...... • .... -- .-.. .... . .. _.- -_. __ . U _ ... , •• Il.SIO-I.\.iMlI9 ___ •••.••• • • "".- ...... 1 ...... . _ .. ---- ..... - ... _ .. U . .... •• 14,Q.Xl--If"tW .•• _ •• , ••. • • ' ..... ...... . _ .... ...... .... "" -..... ...... U ..... .-... -
1A,~.9IJ8 ........•• • • """ ...... ""j' .. -... ..-. . '.' ...... ...... U . --,. ._,.:, IlI.1nl-$7,tW .... ___ ._. • 1 "'-.- . -.. " ---.- . . _ .. "-. --_.- -_._.- 17 

~f 
17 ,.5OO-IIl,WU ••• ___ • _._ 1 ... _ .. 

""'- ..... - 1 ----i- . .. - __ A • -_ ... - -_ .. _- ("1 1'1 
110.000 and OWl"._ •. • -... -. ...... -_ .. -. -- .. _- ._-- ---. ..... ----.. - (") 1'1 
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TABLE I.-Sources of famDy Income: Number oj familiet recntnng income 
from specijUd Bourcu, and aver4{/6 amount of Buck income, by income, 19!J6-98 

[WhIte families Including hubaDd and wife, both native bolD: All occopatloDal groups and aU tamnf 
types comblnedI 

Number ot families receiving-

Money Income trom- Nonmoney Income trom-
Number _ ..... 

01 
tamru .. 

0_ 
Owned 

Any Eam· """"" Any home Rent as. .. """,' In,,' (positive 
8OWCB4 {J:loaltive pay 

orD~ or Der.-
tive J tlve • 

(I) (2) (a) (') (5) (') (l') (8) 

------------------
All_ ..................... 28,li15 OJ,OZI Z/,612 3,127 6, "" " ... ... 
ReHel tamDles. _________________ 2. 713 ~37a ~ ... 201 'Z17 '"' 20 }Il onrellel tamtlles. _____________ 

20,802 26, "" ,",278 3,'" 6,017 6,713 "" 
~g------------------- -- 301 169 '" 31 .. .... 6 S2liO-$fW ___________________ 

621 "'" .. , .. 13'l '" 8 
S6OO-$7~ ___________________ 

1,083 1,08. I, "'" '" '11 101 .. " .......................... I,'" 1,896 1,880 ... ... "0 31 
SI,()()O-$l,249 ________________ ~820 ',820 2,'66 ... 421 ... as SI,260-S1,l9!L ______________ .. ,.. ,,738 .. "" 303 ... ... 30 
$1,~l.ng ________________ ...... ..... 1924 33. ... ... 37 $1,760-$1,999 ________________ 

~99' 2,995 ..... 31 • ... 672 ,. 
S2,()(l(I-I2,2oUL _______ ••• _____ 

"500 .. 500 ~ ... 301 &7. ... .. S2.2liO-S2.499 ____________ • ___ 
1,941 1,941 1,933 ... .36 ... 31 $2,ti00-S2,9!HL __ • ____________ 
~172 ~172 ~I" ... 75' , .. .. 

$3,00D-f3,499 ____ ••••• _. _. _._ 1,339 1,339 1,328 .... .,. 458 " $3,500-$3,999_ ••• _ ••. _____ • __ ... M' 839 17' ... ... 11 ... ,~."'9._. __ ._._. _____ . . .. ... . .. 106 19 • 1M • $4,1SOO-$4,9!HL ____________ . __ .... ... ... 78 121 11 • 0 
SS,ooo-rr,499_. ___ • _________ ..,. ..,. 660 ". 2<. 238 , 
rr.~,999 _____ . __________ 

116 11. 11. .. 50 '0 I 1l0,OOO and over ____ • _______ lJl III 100 .. 37 37 ----------
I Includae Ifam.i1Y whOll8 money Income trom. eamlDp waa less thaD Its lossee. 
I Bee glossary for ileflDitlon of "earnings!' 
I Includes 3,4M families (3,261 Of whIch were Donrellet) which had mODey income other than earnings 

and DO bus1ne&ollosses; 208 families (203 of wblch were DonreUeO which had business losses and DO money 
income other than earnings; and 65 famllles (620fwblch were DOIlf'I!IlieO whIch bad both money Income and 
business 10SS8L!. There w&nI. therefore, 3,519 families (3,323 of which were DonreUer) whJch bad money 
Inoome other than earnings, whether or DOt they bad business losses; and thDre were Z73 famlliae (265 of 
whJch were DOnrelleO which had business losses, whether or DOt they bad money income other than earn· 
lnp. The latter 266 familIes were found In the following income classes: $0--.$249 7; $200-$499, 10; $000-
"'0,)7; " ....... , 17; $I,OOO--Sl,"., 261.. $1,26 ... SU99L12i.$I,5(J()..$I,'''. 10i.$1,7iHI, ... , 23, $2,()()()..$2."0, 
20; ~,~4(11). 24; $2,500-$2,999, 24: ~,O()O-f3,499, ~; ,",,500-$3,999, 11; ~,()00--$4,U9, 8; $4,600--$4,~t 3; 
$5.()()()--$7.499, 12; $7.500--$9,999. 6; $10,000 and over, 4. Bee glO6S81'Y for aeflnltIoDS or money iocome OUl8l' 
Ulan earnings and business losses. 

t The total of the numbers or families in columns (7) and (8), 
• Includes famUles with losses from owned homes, as well as famllies wbose estimated rental value or 

owned homes for the period of ownership and ()(l(Upancy ezcood.ed estimated expenses allocable to tba.t 
period. There were 241S '&mUles (228 of whlcb were Donrellef) with losses from owned homes (I. eo. families 
whose estimated nmtal value was less than estimated. expenses). The latter 228 families were found in the 
following Inoome cl8S!l88: $0-$249. 2; $250--$499, 10; S5OO--$74~ 18: $7.50--$999. 20; $l,QOO--$I.249. 23; $I,m
$1,499, 26; $1,6C)(J-411~!9, SO.i.'1,7;51}--$I,999, 23~ $2,1JOO--$2,:K9, ;.g; $2,250--$2.499, 14~ $2,500--$2,9911, 2Z $3,000-
$3,499. 9; $8,500-$3.vw, 3; ot'l,OOO-$U99, 2: $4,600--$4.,999, 2: lti.OOD--$7,499, 2. Ex.c1udes 8 CamllJas whose 
estimated rental value of owned homes W8II equal to estimated expenses. 
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TABLE 1.-SoOree8 of ramUl' Ineome: Number of familia reeeWiftl/ iflCOme! 

Irom .peci}ied 'OUfCU. and GV«'0fI4 amoum 0/ aueh income, "., income, 19S6-S6 L

Continued 
(White famlliel includtnl husband and wlle, both naUve born: .All ooaa.pK1oDaJ. poops and lID ~ 

types combined) 

A venae family Income 

MODIJ' Int'lOlDe from-

Inoomealaa 
Total Other 

AD Earn· """"" ........ _. 
(posiUve ".:ro-tt ... 

(I) (2) (I) (') (5) 

All tamIlkll .... ____ •. ___ ._. _____ 1$1._ 81,MI 11.'" ... 
Rellf1f ramn _____ A_A. __ ••• _____ 

"1 «1 ell 18 
Honnilief famillel!l. ______ • _____ • ...... LII.1 1.032 .. 
~D. __ .u_ .. ___ . ____ '_" 100 81 1< 1 $25&-fr4\JU ___________ • ___ •••• ... 3<1 81. .. 1.500-$7 .. 0 ______ •••••• _ ••• ___ trrI ... ... <0 l75()-.IUW .. _ ••• ___ •••••• ____ 81' '51 1121 III SI,OIlO-Il,:HD _____________ • _. 1,118 1.093 1 .... .. 
r-2OO-I1."V9-_----- .. --- -_.- 1 ..... 1.823 1 .... SO 

1.5()()-$I, 74D. ____ • ___ •••••• 1 .... 1.563 I • .,. .. 
1,7»-$I,M _____ ••..•••••• _ ."" 1,810 1.183 .. 

12.0IXhI2.2UL._ .• _ •• _. ______ 1,112 ..... 2,031 .. 
$2.,2.50-$2.4~. ______ • ___ ••• _. U,. 2.311 U'· .. 
$2.500-$2.9l1li. ____ ••• ________ U., ~"'" U'. .. $3,000-$3, -tW ________________ 

8.115 ,,072 ~ ... 82 S3.t.00--f3,m. ____ . __________ .. "" ..... ..... .. M.()(l()-$4,4" ______________ '. 
~I" ~.., .. "" 132 ".5OO--I4,w''-. ____________ • _ ~733 ~5'/I U" 188 

~,(l(l()_$7.4'''L ___________ •• ". UM Us, "flO l'/l Ii .liOO-tIiI.909 ________________ 
8,m 1.073 1 .... 427 llo.OOOaod o\'V _____ . ______ .&' 281 IUD 12. 731 UII 

NODDlCIDIT income tram-

0 ...... 
AD 

_. 
....... (pooIU .. .'--tlve)4 

(0) (7) 

SOl "1 .. 12 .. at 

1. 11 ., ~ 
Ii ~ .. 1. .. .. .. .. .. .. 
11 .. 
<1 .. .. .. 
81 81 

.OS .. 
110 100 
130 118 
1" .55 ". m 
1M ... ... ... 

Rent. 
"7 
(B) 

---.. 
• • 
• • • • • • • • • 8 • 8 

10 

1 
u 

• 8 
.. --------

I The .~ In each oolumn 1U'8 bued on all ftunlUes. column (1) or table I. whether or DOt tbe7 ... 
OIIlved maoRI .. from the 9(ll!CiIl.Dd !!IDUIt!8. AV'lIl'agtIS lD ODlumos (2), (3), (6), (G). and (7) are Del near-. 
attar deduction for aU families of busluDSltloaes or expenses for owned hom •• 

I S8lI Rloaary for deftnltlou of "ee.rninp." 
• Includes moner tnoorne other \haD earulDRS. an. dtduetioD. of basi.-~ See P-r7 ... ddDJ. 

tlonI: 01 mOM)' lnClllllG otber than earnirutS and bw1DM:s 10Sge5. 
• &proIIOl\tJ!; the MtlmahMl nmlal nJue of owued. bomeII fOl' the period 01 cnruenbJp aDd 0CII'Dpanc:J' • 

.. MtillUl\ed (\:lp8DIIM allocable to that period. 
• Median lDoomo for all familleIIwu$1.G87; 101' DOIU'elIeIfunil'-. .... 1M. 
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T ABLB ZA..-Souree8 of ramO., IDeome: Number 0/ Jam:ilia reuwlnt' income 
from .pecijiM. 8ourca, and cweragc amount 0/ ruch income, by occupation and 
income, 1936-38 

[WhIte nonrelief famiUes including husband and wife, both Datift bam: AD famDy types eomblDed) 

I Bee IIOll!lU'Y tor deftnltlon or "earnings. " 
I Includes families having money income other thaD. earnfnA. famfUes having bostness 1oMes. and fltmOIM 

having both aneb income aDd such loages. Bee glossary foI' deftnltkms 01 moDey lDcome oUaer &ban earnings 
and buslness losses. 

I The total or the numben 01 tunWes ID aolnmm (8) and ('1). 
'Includes CamUics with losses from owned homes, as weD as fBmfUes whOll8 estimated rental vahle olOWDl!ld 

homes tor tbe period of OW1JEnhjp aDd occ:upeDC)" uoeeded. IlBt1Duded expeD8IB aBocabIe &0 Ulat ~ 
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TADLlD 2A..-Soureel of ramU, Income: Number oj familiA reeeiring income 
Irom .pecijitd Bourcu, and average amount 0/ .uck inCOfM, by occupation. and 
inconM, 1936-86 '-Continued 
(White ntDreUer famWealnoludln1 hwband and wire, both native born: All family types comblDed] 

Average famUylnoome 

Money Income trom- Nonmoney Income from-

-
Jncome closs lind occupational Total Other Owned 

Il'OUp All Rom· IOU"'" All home Rent as 
10","" I ... • 

(positive 
~ 

(poslUve pay orn_ orn ... 
Uve) • Uve) t 

(I) (2) (a) (<J (0) (.) (7) (8) 

-------------
WlllfeartUl' 

Altttlonrellaf ramm ... ______ •••• I,I,Ml '1,8OIJ 11,688 ... 14' ... U ------------------
$0-$499 •••••••••••••• _ •••• _ •••• - sao ... ... 11 21 " 7 
Sl>OO-174it. _____ •••.•••••• _ •••• __ 68' ••• 602 •• 20 .. t "OHm ............... ···.···· '74 8M ... •• 20 •• .1,000-.I.~9. __ •••. _ ... _ .... ____ 1,118 '. "" '.'" " ZI 20 8 
11,2&)-.$I,4W_. _._ ............ -- 1,367 1,331 1,318 " .. .. • 1,&II)-$1.74IL_._ •••• 0 •• __ • ___ ••• '. "'" I, &73 ..... .. 20 27 8 
11,71\0-$1.999 .••••••••• ___ • ____ •• ..... '.8ZI . .... 18 .. .. • 
t:~::::::::::::::::::::::: u" 2, 167 ~ ". .. " .. , 

~,.. ~ ... ~ ... .. " .. • $J,(](J()....$4.OW. ___________________ ..... ..... .. .., .. .,. 121 • $6.000 and over ____ • ____ • _______ ~ ... ~ ... ~ ... ... 211 '" ----.----. 
= ~ = = = 

ctm .. 1 

All Donrellef rlWllUelI _________ •• . ~ .... ~ ... ~ ... .. .. .. , 
------10-$4l1li. ______ ._." _. ____________ ... ... "" • 17 ,. I '.'\Il)-$74(L. _. __ • ___________ ._ •• _ ... "" 

.., 21 ,. 
" 

, 
,7ro-S9\19 ....... ___ . _ .... ____ .. _. _____ . ,. 8M ... " " 11 , 
I"~"""''''''''''''''''''' 1,100 1,102 ..... • 18 14 • I. 1 •• 9U. _________ • ___ •• ____ '.303 ..... ..... 1. 211 .. 7 11.5OO-l1.749. __ A _ ... __ ... ___________ ..... 1,671 1,&49 22 27 .. • '1. 7l!().-$I,WG •• _ ... _____ ......... " _ ... ___ 1,852 ..... tl: .. .. .. • 
t~:.=:::::::::::::::::::: U22 ~173 OS •• .. • ~68D ~"'" ~ ... •• .. 81 • $3.~.\IW. ___________ .. ______ ..... ..... ".M 77 \10 111 , 
16.000 and ov ..... ____ ._ •.•...•.• ~ ... ~ ... .. ... If. . .. , .. ___ A_A_A. 

= = = = = 
s.nftUl and pro/".'otIu 

AU DonreU.r ramlllee. __________ . ~ ... ...... 2, 718 77 .. " • --- ---IO-$4IKt _________________ • __ ._ •• 
'21 ... ... • 28 .. , 

J,t.OJ-f74Q. ____ ._ .... _. __________ ._ ... ... ... " .. .. 1 
17~._. __________ . _________ ... ... "" " .. 82 • 
t:~:::'.::=:~:::::::::::::::: ',13) '.082 ' .... ,. .. .. 8 

I .... ..... '.21!0 SO as .. 8 
11,1\00-$1, 74Q.4 •• _ •. _._ .•••• _ ••• _ ..... ..... ..... .. .. t7 II 
• 1.7~I.m ... ___ .. __ .. ___ . __ ._ ..... 1,812 1.788 .. to .. • 12.00G-$2.41l'D ..• _______ ,_ .. _ •• _ •• ~ ... ~ ... 2, 151 OS .. .. II 
$2.!IOO-$:!.\I\I'U •• _ ••• _ ••• __ • ___ "._. ~ ... ..... ~ ... .. 80 .. 11 
... <U4< ........................ , ... US. I, &15 71 .06 .. II 
U,OJU aDd OV1ll'. ______ •••• _._ •• _ 7 .... 7. "" ~ .n 3211 ,.,. ... • ~ 
No ,.1", .. Il, .. pl~ ....,. 

All DoonUettamtl1el._._. ___ ••• '.'" ... • 888 ,82 , .. ._--_ .. _-. 
I Thea"""",, In ""oh m'umnare bMed on all ftt.mut .. ooIumD (2) oI'table IA. wbftther or DOt the,. noefve4 

lnoomefrum I htlSpet'lfted !IOUtoe. A \W'&IlII1.a oolumns (2), (I). (5), (0) IIOd (7J IU'8 Det ftJQreI. after deductioQ 
lor all ramul. of bw.Lollld loaa!l or expenses for owlMd.~. 

I ~ II\"&!BI')" for deftnltlon of ''Mrniar;s.'' 
110dudllll money tooome oth .. Ulan euulDlSo after dedul'ltloa or busiDe l~ See l'-ry for deftDI.. 

Uons of rnDney Income other than -.mInas and businass Ios:ses. 
• Rel'l"MN'lu the .Iimal"" rental v.tue 01 owned bomes I'or die period otowmnhlp aDd 00CQJ)UlCf.1_ 

.UIURted, u.pelllN allocable to tb., period • 
• Mtodlan Inrorues were u rollows; Wap ...... fam1l1eI. tl.&S7; cieri .. famllIes. 11.114; buslDesI aDd pro

llllicmal tamUlII. a,:sn. 
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TABLE %B.-Sourees Or ramO, Ineome: Numb ... 0/ lama;., reuiving iilcomt 
from Bpecijied Bourcu, and average amount oj weh income, by family tYPB and 
income, 1985-88 

[WhIte nonreUeftamfl1es including busband and wife. both native born: AD oooopatloual groups combined) 

Number of ramOles reooivln&-

Money Income from- NonmooeYlncome from-

Income class and tamOy type Number of 
Iamllies Other 0"",. ..,..... 

An. 
_ . 

RentlS EarnlDgs l (IXIdtive (positive 
orner.- """"" . orn ..... ... 
• he • tlve) 4 

0) (2) (3) «) (0) (6) (7) 

7\op< I 

All nonreUellamDles. . _____ • __ 6,.60 ..... ..7 1,187 I,'" lIn 
SIO-${gg. __ • ___ • _____________ • __ 

II« ... .. 10) 7_ • $5OO-$7,a. ___________________ ._ 
1183 ... 72 .. ,. • .......... ---------------------- 022 ... .- 10) .. II $1,(100-$1,249. _________ • __ • ____ 
8" "" 104 lOS .1 17 $1 ,2li()-$l.olOO. ___ • ____ • _. _____ • 77' 748 .. 128 111 .. $l,lIOO-$1,749. ________ • _____ •• _ 
71" 7& go J.22 109 13 $l,7lil1-$l,IlW __________________ 
779 70S SO 10_ .. • $2.000-$2,499. ________________ • 

~<rJ8 1,011 133 182 170 .. S7,60H2, ... __________________ ... .. - 88 113 10. 7 S3.OOI)...$f,999. ________ • _. _. __ ._ ... 571 132 129 120 • $li,ooo and over ________________ 179 178 .. 37 •• I 

TJpu 11 "uti III 
AD nomeliet tamilles.. _________ 8 .... 8,261 773 1,090 ... .. 
_oIi ________________________ ... 181 23 .. 20 • $5OO-$74't ______ • ". ____________ .,. 

"" SO 32 .. 7 .......... ---------------------- 702 roo •• .. .. " .1,000-$1,2«9 __________________ 
I,O'i4 1,011 67 78 .7 11 $l,2tiO-$l,4W. _________________ 
1,033 1,031 73 II. 106 7 $1,4IJI)...$I,749 ____ • _____________ 1,035 I.: 73 11K .. 11 

'1,750-$1,9911. ______________ • __ 1,000 62 113 110 3 12,(J(II)-.$2,4911 ____ • _____________ 1,102 1,499 .. 7 ... 208 2. 12.600-12,999. _____________ 0 ___ ... ... 81 139 134 • 
~:=:~m_~~::=:::::::::: ... ... 119 I" I .. 8 ... 20' .. ., .. 1 

TfpuIVand V 
All nome1lef famfllea... ________ 7,'" 7,511 1,8111 "773 ,,707 .. 
-. .. 99 ______ -- ________________ 

208 ... 3. .. .1 3 $lilO-I'749 _________________ .:. __ 
23S 222 .. .. 70 • .......... ----- ---------------- ... ... 73 11. 111 • Sl ,000001.2f~L _________________ ... ..I .. 138 179 • ,l,2liO-$I,499. _________________ ... ..., .. 198 192 • $1,600-$1,749 _______________ • __ 799 788 '" 267 ... 8 11,7:iO-$l,M. _________________ ... ... 123 ... 261 • 12,()(Q-$2,"99. _________________ 

I,'" 1,'" 212 .13 IIII'! 11 12.f.0)--$2, 999. _________________ ... 337 '" 387 ... • .. ,~ ... ------------------ 1,237 1,233 ... ... ... • $6.000 and over. ____ • ________ . .... ... 107 188 I" 1 

I Bee glossary tor deftnttlon of "earnings." 
J Includes lamllies having money income other than earnings. femiUes having bU5lIK'SS iOSBl, and famllles 

bavlng both soeh income and soch iOllll!lBB. See &1OIM8I'Y tor deJlDItiooa or money income other t.baneam1np 
and bosinessiOllllN • 

• The total of the Dumben offamUlesln eolllDlD!l (8) and (1) • 
• Inoludes families with losses from owned bomesas well asfamJlles wbca estimated rental valaeofowned 

homes tor the period 01 ownership and occupancy uceeded estimated 8:s.peD8eS allocable to that period. 



TABULAR SUMMARY 125 

TABLID 2B.-Sooreel of famUy Ineome: Numb .. 0/ familia receiri", ifteOme 
from .pecijied ,ourcu, and (IIIm'age "mount ol,ucA in.cotne, 0" family t1lP" and 
income, 1985-38 t-ContiDued. 

(White nonrellef famlUtIIlncJudlna husband and wife, both DatIve bora: AD OOOIlpationalll'OOllI oomblDedJ 

A venae ramny 11lClODl8 

Money bloome r'rom- Nonmoney1Dcome rrom-

Income cluI BUd family L),PI' Total Other Owned 
All E"",· ........ All botn.e Rent u 

"""""" """ . (positive ....... (posItive pay 
orD~ OI'U:r.-live J 

(J) (2) (3) (4) (61 (0) m (8) 

--- ------
..... 1 

All DOmellel ramlu ••. _ .• ___ •.. 1'1,. 1.,789 1.,714 flO ... ... SO _ ........................... 2M ... ... .. .. 32 • $500-$748 ______ ._ •••• ___ ••• ___ •• 

"" ... 6 .. .. '" .. • 1711O--19W._ •• ____ ••••••• _ •••• ___ .... .. , 80 • .. 22 .. • • 1.()O()....$l.:MQ ______ •• ____________ 1,118 ..... '.0211 .. .. .. • 11.25O-Il.4QV._ ••• _____ •••••• _. _. ..... 1,118 1,257 •• 17 .. • '1,1I00-I1, 7eG._ •••••• __ •• _. ___ ••• UU' 1,581 ..... .. .. .. • 11,76O-1I,m. ___ •••••. ____ .. __ . 1,8&2 '. S2II ~m .. .. .. I 
12.000-I2.4VIL. __ .• ____ .• ____ . _. ..... 2, I7Q ..... .. .. .. • S2.r.00-&2.m_. __ . ______ ••.••••• _ ..... U" ..... 47 72 .. 7 
13.()()(l-I4,m •••••••••••.....•... ~578 ~ ... U.2 ,.,. .. 71 .. 
16.000 and over .•...•......... ~ ... ~"2 M8. 17. .42 137 • 

TnwIlClftd III 

All Donrelle! rammel .......•.. 1 1,813 . .... 1,821 .. 10 .. • ---
so-t4tKL '._.'.'.' _. _____ ••• __ . _. ... .,. "" .. 18 •• • .. '\()(I--$74" ••••••••••••••••••••.•. ... . .. .92 22 12 .0 2 
a76O--$OVU. _ •••• _ •• _ ••••••. _. __ •• 873 ... "7 13 .. • • 
:~:::::::~::::: ~: ::: ::::: :::: 1,114 1.102 1,092 '0 12 • • 1,8&1 '.3M ~82' .. 17 .. • *I,5OO--f.1.74"_ ••••.•••••••••.••.. 1,6P4 1,676 1.661 .. to .. • • 1.76O-t1."DV •••••••••••••• _ .••.• ..... '.&12 1,818 .. '8 17 • S2.~.4QQ ••• _ ••• _ •••• ___ . __ .. .. "'" ".110 2, 187 .. .. .. • S2.~"QQ ••••• _ ••••••• _ ••• ___ ~"'" ..... ..... .. .. .. • SS,(lO(l-$4,m. __ • __ ... __ . _ •• _., •• uo. U20 un .. 78 ., 11 
aa,ooo IUld over •••..•• , .... _ .... ~787 0.«174 ~ ... '10 III .00 7 

= '1'Jpu IV alld V 

AU DOnie( taml.UeI __ . ____ ...• .~ ... 2.214 2,'''' ,. .. .. • 
to--I401t. _ ••••• _ ••. __ .•.. _. __ •••• ... ... 2.0 .. .. .. • ... ~74g_ .......... ___ ._ ••• _. ____ . ... ... ... IS .. .. • • 76O-19QQ ••••••••••••.••• _ •... __ ... 837 '" .. .. .. 2 

I~:~:::::::::::::: ~:::::::::: 1.12.1 l,07V ~ ... .. .. '" • 1,31n ~ ... ~ ... .. 50 52 • 11,600-11.74" .• _ •••..•.•... _. __ ._ ~""" ~ ... . .... .. lID .7 • 11.76O-11.9H .•• _ •••• __ •••..••••• ..... ~1llO 1,748 .. .. • • • $2.{IIO()-.$2.4Q9 ••••••• ___ • __ ..••••• ..... 1'" 2,111 .. 8. 77 • S2.~m .. ___ ........... __ ._ 2, 71B ..... ~ ... ., IU ... • 13.000 ........ WU"._ ••• ___ • _ ••••••••• _ "1Ii711i , ... a. 447 .. . .. 13. • s.\oooand. ov. ................ _. _ •••• 7.321 7,070 un .... ... ... 1 

1 T"heaver'SP' In Ml"h aoIumn .... bUIld on all fIlmll", coIomn (2) ottablt! 2B. whetb ..... nOl tbQ-ncelved 
Inrome from thelpertDt!Id. 8OUI"OI. A "..-In oo1umns (2);!!l;2)' (0), aa4 (7) .... _ Bcur-."" ded.ao
Uon for all ramill .. 01 bu.'Ina.l~ Of8J.r,aa- foroWDlld. 

I See K10$!llU'")' for definition of '-.rDIq:s. , 
IIDt"Jud .. mOPIIY lnoome other than earnlDWlo aftw dedUdioD of bum-Ic:.a See Il...r7 _ dIftnI

lions of nlone), tnromeo1.her 1han eunlnp and buslDll!lS I.,. . 
• Rt'I(lI'MlUlt.l the ftl.tima1ed. reotal value of <nrDed. bomeI for tbe period 01 cnmcnhtp aDd.~ ... 

• tlmat«1 upen.. .. allat8b.)e to that perjod . 
• MtdleDJDoorue"wertlutollo .. : hmill(lll; of type I, St.G: ImlIU.oltypm lIand m,Il .• r.mw.oI 

lJl*lVaDd. V,fa,OOI;famWlloIln- VI aDd. VU.Il.826t famJ.Uesollfl* VWaD4~.$2."7. 
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TABLlO 2B.-Sourees or 'amO" Ineome: Number of famili .. receiving i ........ 
from apeciji<d sourcu, and -<J{/" amounl of ",",h i"""""" by family 'W' and 
if'&C01'JW, 19S6-S'6-CoDtiDUed 

(Whjle nomelIel ramllies lnelodlng busband and wHe. both native born: AD occnpatlooal group!l comblnedl 

Number of famlUes roonIving-

Money Income (rom- Nonmoney income from-

Income class and tamily type Number-of I----,---~----,---,---
/amllieS Other 0 ..... 

"""""" An, home :&ntu (positive (pos.itiva 
or ..... ...... "' ..... .., 
live) Uve) 

(l) (') (3) (4) (0) (0) (7) 

7W>u VI .... vn 
All......u.r/amillee.. _________ I_-=.:::::,~-......:'_:::+-......:+--.:.::+-......:::_1·--...::-_ .. _. ---------------------

2,.12 2,'''' 280 1107 "" .. 
<7 38 • • • • $:iOO-$'749 ________ __________ • __ ,. 70 11 .. 12 3 $7,..... ____________________ _ 

133 '38 7 .. 11 3 $l,(l(JO...$l,J49. ________________ _ 
$l,25()..fl,499. ________________ _ 
Sl.~l. 741'1. ________________ _ 
$1, 7SQ...11.9QIiL ________________ _ 

... ... .. .. 35 • 224 m •• 32 30 • ..,. ..,. .. .. .. • m 27. .. 70 .. • S2,000--$2,4IXt. _____ • __ •• __ • ___ _ ... 38' .. 116 110 • S2.f.OO-.I2.991L ___ • ____________ _ 202 20. .. .. 78 • S3,(X)O...$I.991L ________________ _ 
2M 2M 52 '13 110 3 

$6,000 aDd O----------------I=="",;~==,;;~=="",;~==,.;;ol===9~;;;,;= 
TnxI V111 n4 of" 

78 78 .. 47 <7 ------------
All nonrelief ramD1es.. ________ _ 

1----+--~~---~1----·+----4---~ _ .. _----------------------
1m ... '87 ... 379 11 

11 .0 • • • ~49 ___________________ _ •• 13 • • • ------------$750-1999 ______ • ______________ _ 
ZI ZI • 7 7 ------------Sl ,000-$1,2OUL. _______________ _ 

$1,2.50-$1," •• ________________ _ SO .. 7 11 11 -----------i .. .7 12 .. .. ll,m-II, 749 _________________ _ 
II, 7:D-11,999 _________________ _ 71 .. .. ,. .. • .. 80 •• .. .. • 12.000--$2,499 _________________ _ .30 120 ZI 52 •• • 1:2,500-12,998 _________________ _ 

'07 .07 •• .. .. • 13,000-$1,999 _________________ _ 
",000 and ovc ____________ _ 24. 24. •• '30 .25 • 7< 74 •• .. .. ----.. ----.-
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TABLlI 2B.-Soureel of family Income: Number of/amilu. receivinf income 
from apecifU!d .aurcel, and average amount 0/ .uch Income, by family type and 
income, lDS5-86-Continued 

IWbJt8 nonrel:let familiae JncludlnJ hwband and wife. both native born' All ocoapaUonal Il'Otlll8 combined} 

A verare ramo, Income 

Mone, tncome from- NODm0D8ylncome from-

1000mB 018l1li and famll, t.ype Total Other Owned 
All Earn· ... ""'" All home Rent u 

10""'" .... (posItive ... ""'" (posItive pa • 
orn~ orn~ ttva tlve 

(I) (') (S) (') (0) (.) (7) (8) 

------------------
7\1"" VI and VII 

All bonreJ.lef ramJll8l ••••••••••• 1$2,099 ...... "'000 ... 1M ... $Ii ------------1O-If.99. ___ ••• _ ••••••••••••••••• .., ". ... ,. 1 • 11 • 1WO-$749 •• ___ •••••••••• '_' __ ._. .. , ... , .. 21 " .. 7 
17M-$1IW ••••••••••••••••• __ •••• • 7. ... 807 • l' 8 • .1.~1,M9._ ............ _ ... _. 1,122 1,106 1.093 13 1. l' , 
11,2.50-$1 ,"QU •••••••••••••••••• __ 1, '" 1, "" 1,326 • .. 1. , 
.1,~1,749_. __ ._ .. _ .... ____ ..• 1,604 1.~7~ 1, "" .. .. " • .1,760-$1.0\10. __ ••••••••• _._ .•••• 1,800 1,322 1,796 .. 38 .. • =:=::::::::::::::::::::::: a. 217 2,166 2,'38 80 '1 .. • 2,ro. a. 814 2, 61G ., .. ,. .. 
t:~~':ver::::::::::::::::: ~703 8,693 8, 617 76 110 'oa 1 

7,414 7,186 ~7113 ... ". .,. 
= = = = = = = "'PM VIlla"d otll" 

All Donre1ler IamIUeI •• ~ •••••••• I a. 848 .. ,., ..." .. '01 .. • 
10-$499 •••••••••• ~ ••• _ •••• _ •••• _ ... 27. ... 8 • '1 .. .. 
$IIOH749 •••••••••••• , •••• , ••••• 638 607 ... 123 '1 .1 ... __ ..... r"'""' .. ······················· 8 .. 873 8'. 8 23 23 .......... 

1,006-$1,:149 •••••••••••••••••••• 1,118 l,om 1,031 .. .. .. . ........ j 
1,260-$1.409 •••• "',. '., ., ••••••• 1,882 1,314 1,242 " .. OS 
l.tiOO-til,749 ••••••.•.• '.' ••• , ••• 1,609 1,066 1,4Gti 71 .. .. • • 1,7,50-$1,909 •••••••••.• , ........ I,BOO 1,788 1,737 ,. 7. 7. 3 

$2,00D-$'J,4D9 ••••••••••••••• _ •••• UM 2,'M 2, lIe .. .1 .1 (") 
$2,&lI>-$2,m •••••••••••• •••••• _. """ ..... o.'" ., .. .1 1 

t:~~":ver:::::::::::::: ::: 8, 796 '.11 8,672 7. I" • 80 .. 
7, "" 7,127 ~ ... 13' ... ... . ... -..... 

I MedlanlnoomuwerlnstoUo .. : Families of type I. 'l,~ tamlUes ottypesnand In,I1,898: lI!unlU.or 
ty~ IV and V. a,ow: fIunlU.oll:rpea VIand Vn,l1.823:lamUteeoftypea VlIlandolber.I.2,t37. ·.,uoor iOll, 
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TABLE 3.-Money earning.: Number of Jamiliea r«eWing nd money earning' 
and average net money earnings received JrMn each 8uurce, by income. 1985-88 

['Wblte tamiUellincIuding hD8baod and wfto, both native born: All occopatfonalgroups and all ramJJytypei 
combined) 

Nomber ot famfiles receiving net 
money earnings trom-

Average Det mODQ' eanUnp 
from I-

Number Other In""""' ..... offami· Room ... wort not IIoommo 
II" Any Indlvld- ond attrlbu· All IndlvJd- and 

10""" "'" boord- table to "' ..... "'" boanImi 

""""'" oro , indivld- ""' ... andotber - work' 

(') (') (3) (') (5) (6) (7) (8) (0) 

AllramlllM ____________ • 28, 611i 2'1.612 m,M! 1,4&1 .. SI,789 St,776 St • ---RelletramOles ___________ 2, 713 ..... 2,318 .. 7 431 ... • NoorelleffamilJe8 ----- ",1102 ".m ...... '.378 07 ~932 1,918 14 ---114249.. ____________ 
30' • 52 ... •• • 7< 70 • 1250-$499. ___________ ••• ... ... .. 8 81 • m 10 S5OO-$'149. ____ • ______ '.083 ~0Zl ... .. • ... ... .. " ....... ------------ ..... ..... I,M7 .. .0 82. OlIO •• $1,(JOO-$l.249 _________ ,,820 .. ,66 2. 752 ... •• ~O .. ..... •• Sl,26O-$1,4IHL _______ 2,788 .. .., ..... IlI3 0 '.'" '.272 •• Sl,liOO-$l,74iL ________ ..... ..... 2,914 ... 18 1,624 1,610 14 

Sl.760-S1,99IL ______ 0_ ..... ..... .. .. , 152 • '.788 '.771 •• $2,0()1}..$2,249 ______ • _ . .. ... 2,'" ..... ... 7 2,03' 2,016 •• $2,250-$2,499 •••. _. _ .• 1, gel ..... 1,932 .. • 2,27 • 2,26( •• S2.1IOO-$2,9lKL _ .... _. 2, '72 2,.66 "'66 '36 8 ..... ..... 18 
13.000-$3,499 ..•••••• _ 1,339 1,328 1,328 .. • .. ... ,,976 •• $3,500-$3,999. _____ • _. ... 8311 ... 30 • ..... .. ... .. 
14,(11)1)-$4,499_. __ •• _ •• . .. ,03 ... '0 --.... _ ... '.933 ..... 12 
14,500-14,999 •• _ •• _. __ ... ... .. . •• ---------- 4,383 .. ... ., 
$6;000-$7,4-99 ________ . ... "" "" 22 ---------- ,6.410 ti,401 • $7 ,tiOlI--$V,999. _____ .. _ u. 116 '" • ---"------ 1,646 , .... 10 
$10,000 and over ___ ._ III .09 .09 • ---------- ",73' ",726 • 

I The averages in each COJumD are based on all famlUes. column (2), whether or not &bey received mane,. 
earnings from the speclfted source. 

J Includes only famllle8 which bad Det money ear:nlngstrom roomers and boarders (l. e., whose gross Income 
from roomenland boarders exceeded estimated expenses). In addition, tbere were a few famIlleB whioh 
had roomers and boarders bat wbich received from them DO net money earnings . 

• Includes net money earnings from roomers and boarders and from other work not attrfbutabJeto tndivl· 
dnala (casual work in tbe home such as laundry and sewing). Average net mone:v earnings of all nomel1ef 
famWealrom other work not athibulable to fo.dividuaJs were less than ".00. 
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TABLE! 3A.-MoDe)" earning.: Number 0/ familia reuivi"l1 net money earning.! 
and average net m.oney earning' recei"ed from each source, by occupation and 
income, 1986-86 

(White llODftl.Il8r tamtllel tnclu4IDIJ hUiband and wife, both DAtive born: All tamU,. types oombinedl 

Number of famHles recelv!ng net A vorage Det money earnlnp 
mone), earniD.gs lrom- lrom l -

Income 0111180d oocu- Numbor Otber 
paLiOnallTouP o"lUDt· Room"'" work not Room ... 

U" .1.07 Indlvld- and attrfbu· All Indlrid· and 
ual uBI boani". ....... ""0 .... bow· tablo to ........ ..,.en and othel' eno' individ-

ual, work' 

(1) (2) (3) (') (5) (') (7) (8) (9) 

--- --------
Wille 'Ortl" 

All Dotmlllol famUlo. ••.. 11.706 11.6W 11,695 .,. .. $1._ '''1573 St. ------ -------sn-t4D11. __ .... ________ • o_ m 00' ... ,. 5 ... ... • S5OO--t'14G •• _ •• __ •••••• __ . ..... 63' 63' 27 • 00' . .. 8 
.71iO ..... 99IL __ ._ ••••••• _. __ 1,239 '. "" 1,239 61 , .. , 833 • 'l.ooo-Il,:HD._. __ ._. _ .. __ '.630 '.630 1,630 92 , 1 .... '. "'"' 11 
't,26O-$1.4iKL. __ .• __ • _. __ , .... , .... ' .... ,., • 1.318 .,305 13 
1',fJOO-.$l,749 •••••••••. _ •• 1,640 l,MO I,NO .. • 1,658 1,548 ,. 

1,71iO-l1,U99 ___ • _____ •••• I. «0 1. «0 1.'"0 .. , I.'" '.7113 ,. 
2,()(JI)-$2.4DIiL_ •••••••. 1,787 1.787 1,787 '03 • 2.'" 2.'28 ,. 

t'l,NlO-I2,WIL ••..... _.:: , .. , .. , .. '" • 2.'" U28 ,. 
a.1.OOIJ-M,U9IiI_._ ••••••.••• ... ... .. , .. , 3,387 8,343 .. 
16.000 and over •• _ •• _ ••• _ •• •• •• , .... ..... ..... . .... • = = = = CI<rl,,' 
All ooDJtlllot l.nmtllOl ••••• ' .... 7 .... ' .... 3., 27 2,00' , .... 10 ------- -------_00_.-.. _ .. __ ._--_ .. - ., ., 8, • 8 ... ... • fflOO-$719 •••••••••••.•. -. 206 ... 206 ,. 

········r .. , ... 7 
71\O--$:D(19 •••• _ ........... 800 ... 38. • ... .., 7 
1,~I,149._ ••••.•••.•. 71. 71' '14 .. • 1 .... 1,087 • '1,2f,(,4,1.4DO ............. 771 77' 777 " 

_ . 1,80li 1,295 ,. 
• lllIO .... 1.74tL ........... ... 063 ... 32 • 1,649 1,542 7 
'1,7110-$1,0911. _ •.•...•••.• 1,062 1,06: 1,002 ., , 1.704 '.7R6 8 
f2.000-U,49Q._ ••.•••••.•• .,731 1,731 1,731 8' • .. '''' ..,38 12 ll-ooo-32 ...... -.--.------ , .. , .. ,,,. 

" • .. ... ..... " ,()(l()-.$4.\I9Q ............. ... ... ... 33 , S.464 ,,442 ,. 
$6,000 and OVBr __ •...• _ .. 17l 17l 17l • .... _ ..... .. ,.. "727 8 

= ~ 

Bull,,", cnuI In'OItulonal 

AU oOIl1'8l1et FamUlOl .•••. a. 71t 6,711 ..... B78 17 2. 718 ...... .. --- ----10-$499 .••••• _ •..•. __ .• _. 12. 12' ., 33 • '" ... " .. '\OI}-,$74" •••• _ ......... __ 18. ,82 '32 " ... .53 87 
r..,.....--·-·---·-----·- 03' 03' '" .. , ,.. 70' .. 

1.(J(J)..,f.l.:M"_ ••..• _ ..• _ •• n. . .. .., ,. , 1 .... 1,01" .. 
1'·1"-'41.4w ••••.• _._ •••. , 333 333 32' .. • 1. "" 1.216 •• 1.Ml.l-J1.74" ••.••• _ ••..•• .. , <0' 39' 28 2 1 .... 1.149 37 
.1.7!()...$I.OW ............. 1 .., .. , ... " 

, I.'" 1,7M ,. 
: . ..-.:42 .... _____________ ." ... 92' .. • 2,151 2,.38 ,. 

, . .'ltD-t2.m. _ ......•.... ... ... ... .. , ..... 2,'" 17 
S3.ll{lI}-.$4.M ••••••• __ •.•. 1,319 1.:U9 .,316 .. ..... _ .... 8.liU UOO IS 
Sb,OOO and oVO!' .......... MA ... ... ., .......... ,,1l'1'l ..... • = ~ ~ 

No ,,'fllb!::;"p1ortd ... . 
All nonreUtf famUl., __ . &I. , , , ...... --_. • • 1 

I Thll.'R-rapfI In ~oh OI)iumll .... bued on.u tamlllos. ooIUDlD (I). wbQ\bPr or no, 'be,. reoe1'fed mODe;r 
earnttlJft from t.htl ftJ"lOOlftlld ftCIUI'O(l. .. . 

• InoludNollly ("milk" which had Dt" moneJ'tw"Dm,slrom roomNSaDd bOarden (I. e., wbOll8IfOl1S IDoom. 
troD' room",. ~d board"rtI.x~~ l'Btlmaltod tlxpen.."IN). ID addition, Lbere were8ODlef~wbJab.bad 
1'OtlIDU! aod board!.',. bul ... ·hleh bad no net mODOY lIaftIinp (rom Lbem. 

IlndudM Dt't mODI'), tIaI'tIinp (rom roomtll'lland boardl'tSand from otberwort Dotattrlbotableto indtvfd. 
UIWI (t'Uu_l worlt to th. home lIuch M laundry and SIlwlq:). AVN'tIP net mooeyearninp of.u DoorelW 
ramllll\l'rom othtlr wort not altrthutlobl. to indIviduals ~re u follows: WIIP earner famll ... $.- olel'tc&l 
t.w.1110l,'1; bualoeatud prohUonu famlllel._ Uwt.$O.60. • 
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TABLE 3B.-Moneyearnlng's: Number oj familia receiving net money earni~f13 
C'JM average net f'1'I()fl,ty earninga received from each ,Duree, by famil1/ type and 
incomo. 19fJ5--1J6 

(WhIteDOlll'8l1ef tamIlIes including busband and wile,. both native born: All occupatlonal groupa combined] 

Number of famDles receiving net 
money earnI.ngs lrom-

Average net money earnings 
lroml-

IncomeclloS!l and family Num"'" Other Roome .. type 01_ Indl· Roomers work not Indl· and 
AD' vidual and attrib- All vidual boarders so""'" oarnen bouders I! utableto so"''''' .....,. and other Indi-

viduals work l 

(1) (2) (.) (~ (0) (0) (1) (8) (0) 

--- ------
."".1 

AD nonreller CamDles .•• _. 8, 7'" 6,44(1 8,36!I .7\ 21 '1.714 '1,11193 $21 ------_ .................... ... ... ". .. • 2M 18. .. S6OO-$749. _______ •• ____ ._ 383 ... .26 40 • ... ... M 
$70H999 ••••••••••••••.. ... ... 691 •• 1 801 1M 17 $I,OOD-SI ,249. ____________ ". 134 773 67 • 1.026 1,002 .. 
$1,260-$1.499. _____ • ______ 77. 7" 740 .. ---------- 1,2.&7 1 .... .. $1,500-$1,749. ____________ ,.. 7.' 7M 61 • 1. "'" 1,482 .. 
Sl,7ro-$l,W9. _0_ 0 __ 0_' __ • 779 768 7.7 .. --------2" 1.776 1.766 I. 
S2,()()()-$2,4911. __ ••• _ 0 ____ • 1.028 1,017 1,015 .. 2,1,. 2. 116 18 $2,tlOO-I2.99IL ___________ • .. , ... ... 3' 1 .. ... 2,5" .. 
S2.IlOO-S4 ................. 593 571 ... 28 -.-------- 3.262 3,23/i 27 
$6.000 and over ______ •••• 179 178 178 • ---------- ~"I 6, 471 10 

= = 
7\tpu n and 111 

lUI.....net lamlIIes._ •• ..... .. .. , .. .. 3 313 22 1,821 1,813 8 --------------- -------_ .................... ... 181 181 • --------~r ... ... 1 SMlO-$74g. _______________ 
372 363 ... I. m ... • 17lS()-.1999. ___ 0 ___________ 70. 700 ... .. 3 847 840 7 

SI,OOCI-$l,249 __________ • __ 1, 014 t.Oll 1,010 31 • 1 .... 1 .... • 11,250-$1,499. ____________ 1,033 1,031 1,030 •• 1 ],321 1,310 11 St, 600-$1. 749. ___________ 1 .... 1,032 ~03' 33 3 I, S61 1 .... • Sl, 7tiO-SI, 99G. ___________ 1.000 ... ... .. 3 1,818 1.808 10 S2._ ............... 1 .... J.499 1,498 53 , 2, 187 2,158 • ......................... '7. ,7' 576 27 1 '.562 ,,65' 10 13, ()()()-fI, 1KI9. ___________ ... ... ... .. ---------- ..m . .... 7 16.000 and over __________ .. , ... oo, • ---------- ..... 8,541 3 

ft'puIVand V 

AD nonreJlef famIlles._. __ 7 .... 7,511 7 .... <61 28 2,140 2.124 1. ------= .. :::::::::::::::: ... ... 1<6 11 • 210 ... 10 
233 222 210 oo 2 ... '18 .. 

$7......". ••••••••.•.•..•• ... .06 .01 .. 3 79' 777 18 
$l,OOO-SI,24IL ___ • ________ ... 661 ... 43 • 1,036 1.022 " $1,250-$1,," ____________ A 638 630 m .. 7 1. "" 1 .... 1. 
Sl,soo-Il.749. ____________ 199 786 ,.. 47 • I .... 1,471 15 $1.76()-.$1.999. ____________ 8M 85' 86. 0' ---------- It 748 1.731 17 
t2,()()()-$2,409 _____________ 1,390 1,~ 1 .... 76 • 2, 113 '.097 .. 12,500-12,999 _____________ M2 837 63 • ..... U,. ,. ... """"' ................. 1.237 1,233 1 .... ., 1 .... 7 3,431 '0 16.000 BDd over __________ 3M ... ... .. ----_._--- 8,572 ~'" 11 

= = = 
I The averaps In each column are based OD aU families. oolwnn (2), whether or not they received moue,. 

earnings from the 8pecifted source • 
• Includes only families which bad Det money earniDgII from roomers and boarders (t. e., wbose gl(I8IIlnoome 

from roomers and boarden uceeded Ntlmated expense). In additiOD there were 80mB families wbJob bad 
roomers and boarders. but which bad DO net money earnings from them • 

• Includes net money earnI.n.gs from roomers and boarden and from other work not atbibutable to Indi· 
vlduals (casual wort In the home such as laundry and sewing). Average net mOllBYearnings of aU DODl"BUef 
tamlllu from other work DOt attributable to fDdlvtdoala were less thaD 10.60 tor eacb family-type IlOUP 
IIhcnrn above. 
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TABLII lB.-Honey earnlng8: Number of familia reuiving M money earning. 
and overage net m..on.ev earning. reeeiv«l from 8GCh. aource, by family type and 
i_ ..... J9S6-S6-Continued 

Number 01 ramlUes receiving net Avenge Det mODeY earniDgs DIODe,. earn1np trom- from-

[nOODle o1BM end fllmll,. Number Other Roomers "po offamWes Ind!· Room ... work not Indi- an. AD, vidual OD' 8ttrib- All vidual 
_ . .,. ....... ....... -- utahle to -- oomon IUldother Indl- ""'. vi • ..,. 

(1) (2) (I) (0) (6) (') (7) (8) (9) 

- ---
.,.,,,,, VI.au VII 

AU oonreller fIImll1es.... ___ 2, 'l~ ,,1" .. ". 113 It ",000 It.WI) S10 ---to-t490. _ • _________ ._. ___ ., 18 18 --------5" --------_. ... ... ---------, 1MlO-$74U. ________ • ______ 
7tI 7tI 7tI "-----'2" ... ... f.""'''''' .............. 133 133 133 • 867 ... • 1,000-11,2411. ____________ ... ... ... l' • I. "" 1,087 • 11,25O--tl,4W. ____________ m ... ... • --------if 1,325 1.318 • 11.MIO-II,74IL. ___________ .,. ., . m 10 I, "" 1, ... • 'I, 76O-tI,M. ____________ m 171 17' 10 1 1,796 1,788 8 12.0fJ0--&2.4W. ____________ ... 181 .. 1 18 • ,,1" "124 I. ltt.llO-$2· "" ...... -- --... 202 201 201 8 1 2,5UI .. ... 16 OI)()-ff"ggg. ________ • ___ 

2M 2M 2M " 1 3. 517 ..... 18 16.000 aDd ovw ________ ._ 78 78 78 • ---------- .. ,.. "7711 14 
= ,..,.. VIII aM IIt.kr 

.AU aoanUef ramw..._ .. m 8118 8M to • .. m .. ... 14 _ .... ------.----.---- 11 10 0 • .-........ 233 231 • ...-.00-17411. __ • __ •••••••••• " 18 13 ---A-A-Or ......... - ... ... .. __ ._._-;;, 
17~ _______ . _____ ... .. .. 23 ._-_._-_ .. 870 ... 
'1.()()()-$I,:HD._ ••••• __ •• __ 50 .. .. 3 ···-····r 1.031 1.020 11 
.'.z.o.o....fl.411U. _____ ._ ••••. .. ., .. • 1 .... 1, 215 'Z7 
'1.600--11.748. _ •••• _ ••••• _ 71 <II <II 6 1 1.495 L'" .. 
'1.7»-$1.1XID ••• __ •••••••• .. .. 80 • 1 '.m 1.732 • 12.~4gg._. ___ •...... 130 ". 129 12 ------2· 2. lie .. ... .. 
l2.fI()()--$2.M._._ ••••..... 10'1 10'1 107 6 ..... "560 .. 
13.0l)I)-$l.""". __ •••..•.... HI H. "1 6 . ._-_._ . 1.~72 as.7 • 16.000 e4 Ofti' __ ........ .,. .,. 74 --"-_._ ... _ ......... ..... ..... ----------
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TABLE f.-Principal earners: Number and average yearly earnings 01 principal 
earn.er., claasijied aa husbands, Wtlu. and olhna, with weeks 0/ employment 0/ 
principal earner., by inc:07M, 19!J5-86 1 

[WhIte families including husband and wtre, botb 1l8tlve born: All oceupaUonal groOI» and a1ltamily 
types comblned] 

Number 01 principal earners _ .... Nwaberot 0 ..... tamllIes 
All' B ... ....,. WI..,. 

MaIao F ....... 

(j) (2) (3) (<) (5) (0) ('I) 

All tllDll11M. __________________ 
28, 516 27.481 ....... ... I .... ... 

RelIef ramilies. _______________ 
~713 2.318 2.110 .. • 113 .. N onrelief famlliea.. ____________ ... - "'163 23,183 ... ... ... 

$0-$249. ___________________ 
301 144 121 13 • , S2liO-S499 __________________ 
6,. '" 385 .. 18 I. S5OO--$i'49 _________________ 

I.'" ... 873 .. .. 23 
.,....------------------- I .... 1,847 I .... .. .. 31 $l,OI)O-$l,zu1. __ • __________ 

~820 ~'52 ~ ... .. 72 61 
SI,2EG-I1,4W. ________ • ____ ~736 usa 2,474 80 81 61 
$l,fi(I(l-$l,749. _____________ ~ ... 2. 914 .. "" 72 .. " $1,750-$1,999. _____________ ..... ,,1l61 2,77' 48 '" 61 $2,00I)-I2.249. ____ A ________ 

2,"'" .. .., ..... 30 72 " S2,25O-$2,491L _____________ 1.941 1.1132 1,812 .. .. .. S2,5()()-$2,m. _____________ 
,,172 "166 I .... .. 00 '" $3,()()0-,$3,4W. _____________ ~33\l 1.320 1,201 .. 82 17 S3,5()()-$3,999 ______________ ... 839 '5/ I. M 12 St,(IO()-$4i,499 ______________ , .. 'O2 44, I. 27 I' Sf,IiOO-S4,99D ______________ ... ,.. 2IlO • .. 8 S5,(IO()-f1,499 ______________ ... .,.. fI09 I. 33 8 S7 ,6O()-tU,m ____ Po ________ 11. II' III ------------ • ------------'lo.~ and over __________ 111 109 106 ------------ 3 ------------

A..,... A vezage eandDg:s of prlnclpal earnenJ t 

w_ot _ .... employ. 
mentof 0 ..... 

principal All Bus""" WI ... ........ MaIao F ....... 

(8) (9) (10) (ll) (12) (13) (H) 

AllfamD1ee ___________________ .. '1,884 't,730 $1,01'9 $1,320 srm 
Relief familles ________________ 211 ... .5O .03 660 .31 N onrelief famlliel.. ____________ ,. I. ,.. I .... I .... 1.427 1.030 

$0-$249 ____________________ 
16 142 ". 142 130 .. $250-$4:99 __________________ 
211 "'" ... 321 246 800 m'·------------------ .. ... 57. .10 477 ... 

....------------------- .. 808 621 .,. ... 66' l,CIOO-Il,3fo9 ______________ o. 1.037 1 .... 818 853 ... 
~,25O-$1'499 ______________ 

'" l,lHO I .... ... 1.009 ... 1,500-$1,749 ______________ 61 I .... ~ ... I .... 1,149 1117 1,150-$1, _______________ 

" I .... ~722 1.222 1,192 ... $2,(101)-$2.,249 ______________ 

" 1,912 1,961 1,312 I .... 1,04,9 12.350-12.499 ______________ 

" ~103 !.147 1 .... I .... 1.238 S2.6OO-I2.OO9_ - _____ • ______ 01 a ... 2,_ I .... 1 .... 1.= 13,001)-$3,4-99. ______________ 
52 ~ ... ..... I .... I .... I .... $3,[,(]()-$3,999 ______________ 
52 ..... ~ ... I .... .. .. , I .... Sf,006-$I,(99 ______________ 
52 &710 ~397 2,305 2, 152 I."" t· ....... · ... -------------- 52 ~620 ~ ... U'. .. "'" .. ... ,000--17,499 _______ • ______ 52 ~m ~ ... ~ ... 2, 910 I .... S7 ,SIlO-tD,999 ______________ 52 ,,87' ..... --.--------- U90 ._------" .. -'10.000 and Ovel' __________ .. 12,148 1"238 ---------.-- 8,967 ------_.--.. 

I IncJ.udes619famUtesclass11led tn the or.cnpattonal group "No nlnfully employed members," .. boareno&: 
IDduded. in table ti, pp. 133 to 138. These familles had 7 principal earners. 

I The total Dumber of pdnclJBl earuers given In column (3) is equ.lvale.nt to the total number 01 l!unIUee 
bavlng individual earners. BiDeD a fe.m11y can have onl, one principal earner. The difference between the 
total! In oolllDlDS (2) and (3) 18 expla1ned. by the taca; that column (2), Dumber of lamllieI, iDclDdee cases 
10 wbleb noDe of the famU)' income was attrtbutable &0 individual Ml'D.8lS • 

• Avert\IWJ 10 this columD are based. on the number of principal earners reporting ween of employment. 
I AvenpslD tbIa aecUoD. of $be able are bued. on $be comIIpondJ..ag counts of priDctpal earoers in 

001 ..... (3) \bIOUih ('I). 
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TABLE 4A.-Prlnelpal earners: Number and average yearly earnings of principal 
earners, claBBified a8' hmbandB, wives, and ather" with 'Weeki 0/ employment 0/ 
principal earner" by occupation and inco1M. 199646 

[White DonrelJet famlll8ll1lloludlos huaband 8.Ild wife. both Dative born: All familJ' t:ypea comb1neclJ 

OCOUPATIONAL GROUP: WAGE EARNER 

Number of prinoipal earnera 

InODmoclaa Number of Othen fumUI. 
All' Busbando w, ... 

M .... ......... 
(I) (2) (a) (4) (0) (0) (7) 

AU DOD1'oUellamUlea. _________ 11,705 11,696 11,008 198 ... so 

=4~~:::::::::·:~:::::::::: '" ... 'M 81 " 7 ... ..., 070 .. " 8 .7ro-Im _____ • ___ • ____________ 1,230 1,23lI 1, 15ft .. 81 • SI,(I()()-$l.24G. _________________ " .... " .... 1,'" 29 as • '1.260-11,400. ___ • _____________ 1,669 1,088 ',622 " so 0 
II,liOO-SI,74Q. ____ • _ •• __ • ____ ._ I,MO I,,," 1.457 " .. ,. 
r-UO .... I ,9911. -• __ -____________ 1 .... 0 ',440 1,3'13 7 .. II 2,000-$2,499. _________________ 1,767 1,767 I.;: • 47 ,. 

2.r.oo-s2,tI9It. _____ •• _ •• _______ 754 ,.. ------------ .. 7 
S3,OOG-t4,D99_. _ •••• ____ .•. _ .• _ 0 .. .. , m .. _ ...... -.- 7. • ~.OOO and over __ ••• __ ._ ...•... .. .. .. ... _ ...... _. • ._. __ ._-_._-

AvcT'lllfO A verap earnings of prlnclpalearn81'l I 
weeks of 

Inoome ollIII employ-
mentor Oth ... 

principal All Husbands w, ... ......... M .... ......... 
(8) (0) (10) (11) (12) (II) (14) 

All Donrellof tamUlaa... ___ •• __ • .. :11.430 :ll,4ti7 .. .. P,,," mt 
~ ........................... .. 291 ... ... '" 1M 

i'oOO-$749. __ •••..• "_'_ ""_'" .. '" ... 62' . .. 44' 
rro-mo·····················, .. 812 "" ... .70 ." 

1.000.'1,249 ........ _--------- .. 1.037 1.061 701 811 ... 
1,2."1041,499. _ ••••• _ ••• _ •••••• .. ',202 1,267 807 ... 737 
I.NJO-$I. 749. __ ._._ •• _ •• ___ • __ .. I,'" 1,4M ... 1,127 78S 

11.700"'1.m •••• _ •. _ •. "_"'" " 1,877 1,707 1,110 1,138 77t 
12.000-$2.4W. _ •••••••• _. ____ •• " 1,958 1,987 ... 1,3119 "'" $2.1'lOO--t2.'900 •••.•••••• """" " ~ 14. ~I" -_ .. _ .... -.. " "" La" 
SS.OIJO....$4.m •• _ """""_"_' " ~'" US. .... _-_ ... _- J, IlOO 1,480 
~,OOO and over ••..•••••• _ ••• __ " 3,"" 8, 8111 _ .. _--_._-_. 2,787 ..-.-------. 

OCOUPATIONAL OROUP: CLERIOAL 

Number or principal aarnan 

boom. claII Nllmberol Othen lam1IIeo 
All' Bus""'" W .... 

M .... hID .... 

(1) (2) (3) (') (6) (0) (7) 

All DOnreUet tamtll .......... _ 7,864 7,'" 0,,,," 100 ... ... 
t;: .......................... .. 81 .. • 10 • 1IOO-$i olD ••••••••••••• _ •• _. __ •• ... ... , .. ,. 

" .. .,.,..... ...................... ... ... .. , so 8 .. 
II,OtIO--$I.:H9 ................. ,.. , .. ... " 27 .. 
$t.1.'IO--f:l,4UQ ••• _ ........... __ • m m ... .. 27 .. 
11.&M)-lI, i41), ................. "" ... 810 " .. .. 

l,761,)-$1.DW ••••••• _._ •••••• _. I,'" 1,060 .. , 29 .. .. 
$2.000-$:!.4W •••.•• ___ ......... 1,731 I,~ ~ ... .. '" os 
$2.,'()I)-$:l.~ .... ..... _ ........ ,.. 1182 .. .. .. 
$3.~.~ ......... _ ........ .... ... ... III .. .. 
~.OOO and o"er .. __ ••• _ •••••• __ ITI ITI I .. .. _--_ ..... - II 0 

For ftJotQOtll I, ........ , .. ot \abt ... on Po lU 
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TULlO 4A.o-Prlnelpal earners, Number and "" ... agel/earlv earning. of principal 
eamer., cllJ.IBijiM. c:q huabands, toivu, and others, with week« 0/ employment oJ 
principal earmr8, by occupation. and income, 19S5-36-Continued 

OCCUPATIONAL GROUP- CLERICAL-Continued 

A ...... 
weeks of 

Average eamInp of principal earuen I _ ..... 
employ-
mentor Othan 

principal All Baa ....... WI.., 
""""'" . M_ Fomal .. 

(8) I.) (10) (11) CU) (13) (14) 

All DOIIJ'ellel famil1es... ________ 51 Il,m $1,874 $1,105 11 .... 11 .... _ .. _----------------------- .. ... ,.. ... .. , ... S6(X)-$749. ___________ •• ___ •• ___ .. ... 571 "" ... ... S'76()-1Q99 .• _______________ •• ___ .. ... ... 780 71. 712 S I,DOO-Sl,lHlL __ •• ___________ o. .. ~ ... 1.078 ... ... ... 
$1,250-$1.499. __ • _. ____ •• ___ ••• 51 1.222 1,274 1 .... 1.009 8M Sl.5(l(r$l,749. _____ •• ______ •• __ 61 ~ ... 1,493 1,137 1,123 1. "'" '1,750-11,999. _______ ••• ____ • __ 61 ~ ... 1,743 1,171 1, 213 ~0:/2 S2.00D-I2.49IL _ • _ •• __ ••• __ • _ •• _ .. ~007 U71 I.'" 1,519 1.121 $2,6OD-$2,99IL _____ '.'._. ______ .. ~ ... ~326 1,516 1 .... 1.222 S3,()(J()....$t.999. ___ •. ________ '._. .. 2,'" ..... ~ ... 1.883 1,610 $6,000 and over_. ___ ~~ _________ .. ..... ~002 ------------ ..... 1.786 

OCCUPATIONAL GROUP; BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONA.L _ ..... 
Nomberot ......... 

All' 

(1) (') (3) 

All nonreUef tamUtes __________ .. m ~ ... 
$0-$1911. _______________________ 

125 !l1 15OO-S749 ______________________ 
183 152 I7liO-1(1(K1 _____________________ 
231 21' 11,000-11,249 __________________ 
420 4U1 

11,2.56-Jl~499_ ~ ________________ 333 321 
SI,~ll, 749_ ~ ________________ 401 391 
11,750-$1,999 __ ~ _______________ <d1 ... S2,ODO-$2,499 __________________ 0>< D21 $2,500-S2.9IKL _______________ ~_ ... .. 0 sa,(J(J()-$4"IiI99 __________________ 

1,319 1,318 16,000 and over _______________ ... ... 
A_ ....... , _ ..... 
employ-
mentor 

prlDclpal ......... All 

(8) CO) (10) 

All nomelleffamU1es.. _________ .. ...... _ .. ----------------------- .. ... $fiOO-$749 _____________________ .. 83' $7SM\11l1l _____ --- - ---- _________ .. 7lI2 11,OOO-Sl.249 __________________ .. 1,015 11,250-11,499 __________________ .. 1, 218 11,500-$1,749 __________________ 
61 1 .... II, 7w-1I,M _______ - - _________ 61 ~708 $2,OIlO-$2,4IKL _________________ 
01 ~ ... 12,500-$2.999. _________________ 
61 ~378 $3,IXIO-$4,999 __________________ 
52 8,215 

$5,000 and over _~ • ____________ .. ..... 
For footnotes 1, 2. 3, see 2. 3, 4, of table 4 on p. 132. 
e A vertlle8 pol. computed lor rewer I.han S cuea 

Number of principal eamen 

0 ...... 
Baa ...... WI.., 

M_ 
F_ 

(4) (5) (0) (7) 

~ ... 1" 130 /SIl 

88 • 1 • 136 • 7 ----we-we-wi ,... I. I 
B78 '" 

, 0 
303 11 • • 37. 1. I • 441 12 8 • 873 .. IB • ... I" IB I. 

1.230 .. .. 15 ... 1 • Il 2 

A. verage earnlnp of principal earners I 

0 ...... 
Bos ....... WI ... 

Moles F_ 

(11) (12) (13) (14) 

...... Sl,52.5 12.011 11,_ 

300 217 (0) ... ... ... u • ---------i7i 770 .,. 
(e) SID 

1.028 823 010 
1 .... .Il ~I" CO) 
1,461 ... 1.382 (0) 
1.724 1,412 ~ ... 1 .... 
urn 1 .... 1 .... I .... ..... 1 ..... 1.830 1.7M 
3,282 "0113 U78 "217 ..... ..... .. ... (") 
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TABLB 'Bo-Prlnclpal earners, Numb ... "nd " • .,.ag. Y6G,ly ",",iag" o/princip"l 
earners, classified GI husbandl, wive.t, and others, with weeu oj employment oj 
principal 6(Jrner.r bll Jamily t1lP8 and incot'M, 1986-lJ8 

[White DODI'tllel famllI. IncludJ.Dc husband &Dd wire. both native hom: All oocupatlonailfOUPI comblDedI 

FAMILY TYPE I 

Number of prlnolpal earners 

Inoome 01811 

(') 

Number of 
'BmlliM 

(2) 

AU' 

(3) 

Ot .... 

Husband!. Wives 
Males Femalel 

(') (') (0) (7) 

".10 .. 1<18 ... 212 

All Donrall.r famiu ••••••••••• 
I 
__ .::..:,.::..I-_-"'==.I __ -' .. ::. .. ='_I ___ .:,81".+ ___ .-":...F-.:._."_,, __ ,,.,, __ ,, __ :.:,_ 

10-$499 •••• _ •• __ ••••••••.••••• 196 16 _____________ •• ________ _ 
883 ... ... .. , 
.10 173 
m , .. 
783 ". 
'" '" 

===:-:::::::::::::::::::: m ~ '1,IXX)...fI,24G. __ ••• _.__________ 72'l 61 
• U&O ..... I,.W. ___ •• __ •••••••••• 701 sa 
11,600--$1,749. _________ •••••••• 714 oW 
.1.7~l.9W. ___ . __ .... _._ •. __ 741 Zli ---------ii· :::::::::::: 

'.028 1,016 ... ... ... 1<18 
'70 "8 

12,(01)-$2.499 •• - ___ ••••••••••• - 1180 35 
~,11()()-$2,999_ ••.•• __ •••••• __ •• 423 22 
13,000000,M .••••••••••••• _... 661 17 
I6,OODondov8f ___ ._.......... 173 6 

Ave .... 
Averqe earnlnp of prl:nc1pal earnara' 

weaks of 
Inoome claII 

emplo,., 
ment or Olben 

prlno1pa1 All Husband! Wh .. ........ 
Mal" FemaI" 

(3) (0) ('0) (11) (,.) (18) (U) 

.0 II, 'IOD 1.,14. 11,0U8 (0) _ .... _._-_.-.. 287 2110 ... All DODreUef ramw ... -.--.•... I ___ ::-II---"::..::::-I._-=c:::+_.:::.=_I_.-:'-'-_Fc.:::..:::..:::. 
10-$4 •••• _. __ •••••• _ •••••••••• 
$IIOI)--174~L •••••••••••••••••• _ •• 
1760-l9\Il) •••••••••• _."'" ••••• 
1I,(I()()-$I,1f,9 •• _ •••••••••• _ •••• 
1I,:u.o-t.I,499. _ ••• __ .H. __ ..... 

il
,~I,7.9.-.-.- •••••••••• -. 

1,760-$1,099. __ ••••••• _ ••••••• 
,(8)-$2,409 •• _._ •• _ •••••• __ •• .............. _-_ .. __ . __ ...... . 

::::;r:vw::::::::::::::: 

'0 .. .. 10 
" " " .. .. .. 

.,. ... 
IIW 800 

1,002 , .... 
I,an ' .... 1,4.6li , .... 
' .... 
~ .. o 

1,743 
~1lII' 

~ .. , ~3110 
~"8 ~ '''' ..... ..... 

. __ . __ .... _- . __ ... -._---... ""'--' .. -. . _-----_._--
718 -------_ .. _- ------------820 ... _._._. __ . . __ ._-------' .... .._-------_. -----_. __ ._-

.,138 ·---'f-,.,--- -------_ .. -. , .... ------------1,438 --------,._- ._ .... ""--,.m . .. _ .. __ ._-- -_ ... -... _.-
~." 

.... _ ...... -._._ .. __ ._--...... ._._-_. __ .. -_ .. _ .. _-----
For footnot.es 1. t, ., ... t, I, " of table" OD p. lSI. 
t Thtlllndt\'tdual was a. member of the famdy for less than 27 .. b, Bill pneenoeiD tbe fam~~r..~ore., 

'WaS not InooDSlltont wlLh \be olua1ftoaUon 01 the famU, aa lfP8 I. Bee IIOISU'J' tor furlbel' Uon 01 
lawlly typos, . 

• A VOI'aIQII Dot oomputtd. for fewer tbaD a .... 

t"Wll-_'l&--tO 
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TABLE 'B.-Principal earners: Number and average yearly earning. of principal 
earner., cltuaified CUI huabands, 'Wivu, and others, with weeka of employment oj 
principal eamer., by family type and income, 19S5-S6--Continued 

Inoome class 

(1) 

Income claas 

(8) 

Income class 

(1) 

All nonrellef tam1lil!II.. _________ 
10-$4911. ______________ • _______ • 
S6(II)-f74It. _____ • ______________ 
$750-19911-________ • ____________ 
Sl.CJCX)....$l,:Mg ________________ ._ 
$1,250-$1,"99. _______ • _________ 
$1,600-$1,749 __ •• ____ ._. _____ •• 
$I,75O-$I,M. _________________ 
S2,00()-$2.499. ~ •• ____________ •• 
S2,a0D-$2.991L _ .•• _ ........ __ ._ 
13,001)-$4,999 ___ ••• __ ••. _ .. __ .. 
$6,000 and over. ___ •• _ ••. ___ .. 

FAMILY TYPES II AND m 

Number-of 
tamllleo 

(2) 

Number of principal earners 

0 ..... 

Alii HWtbands Wives 

Malert Females 

(3) (f) (6) (8) (7) 

A varsge eamlngs of prlnclpal earnen I 
Av ...... 
w~sor f-------,-------,--------,--------------
employ
mentor 

principal .....,..., 
Others 

AU BllSbanda Wives 

(.) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) 

S~ ... $1,815 

.... 305 ... ... 
834 &17 

~07' 1. ... 
1. "'" 1. "" 1. $3; 1. ... 
1.711< 1.787 
2, 146 ~1" 
2, 1118 ~ ... ..... 3,409 ..... .. ... 

PAMILY TYPES IV AND V 

NombarofpriDc1l*leamen 

Number-ot Others lam_ 
AU' K..., ..... WI ... 

Malee Females 
(2) (3) Cf) (6) 

(') (7) 

7 .... 7 .... .."', 173 .,. ... ... 146 .. 13 .. If 
Z33 '" 

,,. 
" .. .. .,. '" 31. .. .. .. ... "'" 

..., 17 .. .. ... 1m 11m .. .. .. 
m 7113 .. , ,. 73 OS 
8M ... 738 10 07 '" 1 .... 1 .... 1 .... .. .. .. ... 837 '1311 11 .. .. 

1.237 I.'" 1 .... .. 11. .. 
3M ... 327 • 18 1 

For footnotes 1. 2, S. see 2, S. " of table" on p. 132 • 
• A varaaes not computed tor rew_ than :I cua. 
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TaL" 'Bo-PrlnelpBI earner •• Number and averngB1!early saming'" principal 
earners, clatlwified at luubanda, wivu, and OlMr8, with weeks 0/ employment 0/ 

. principal earner" bv lamilv IWB and income, 19S6-S6-Continued 
'FAMILY TYPES IV AND V-Oontlnued 

A ...... 
Average earnlnp of prlDclpal earD.em I 

weetsof 
Inoomectaa employ· 

mentDf Othen 
principe) All BQ8bands WI ... ........ 

Mal .. r ....... 
(8) (0) (10) (11) (12) (1') (It) 

All Donrellof rnmlUee •. ________ .. 11,863 $1,058 'l,ma '1,432 '1,038 

=i;:::::::::::::::::::::: .. 271 287 27. 221 ... .. ... ... 622 . .. ... 
$760-$11IIII •••• ________ • --_ ---.-- .. "" '/Tn 683 678 ... 
$1,lIlO-Il,34IiL _________________ 47 '" '"006 830 ... 8M 
*1.~1.499 _____________ • ____ .. 1,148 1,196 "'" ~ ... 867 
$l,5OD-$1.7f9. ___ •• _. __ • _____ 0_ .. ~ ... 1,4(JI ... 1,162 1,Il10 
,1,75O-$I,OIJIJ. ______ • __________ 

" I,'" 1,626 .,. 1,268 1,068 $2,00I}-S2,499. _________________ 

" 1,835 1,808 1,2l'2 1,516 1,189 

::£.5::~~r:_~:::::::::::::: " 2,078 2,1" ~'07 ~77Il 1,414 .. 2, 721 2,810 l,Uzg 2,~ (_l,941 .. 6,7«1 li,870 ..... <,270 

FAMILY TYPES VI AND VII 

luoomeclul Numoorof 
fam1l.lBII 

All' 

(I) (2) (') 

All Donnllof famll1e3 ••••••••.. 2, 212 
2, '''' _ .. 

" "" a.'IClO-$749:.: ~: ~:::::::~:::::::: '/0 '/0 
.7M-$\IW ..•. _._ .•• _ ••....•.. _. ". 133 
,1.(I()O-$I.:H9 •• __ •••••••••••••. ... ... 
11.2."(1-$1.400. __ ••••..••.• _. _. __ ... ... 
.1.1IlXI-.1.740 .•••.••••.•••••••. .7ft .,6 
SI.7Nl-Sl.m .••••.••..•... ____ 27. 27. 
12.000-$'J,400 •••• _ ........... _. ... '" t·tIOO.S2.009 .................. m 201 

.OOO-... ~ .•• _ •••••••••••.•• 2M 2M 
,OOOaud over ••• " .......... 78 78 

A ...... 
weeks of 

Income ula. 
employ. 
ment or 
principal All ......... 

(lI) (Il) (lO) 

AU nonnllof ramm ••• _._ ••... •• 11.844 
10-$4911.. ••. ... .............. .. .,. 
... 'ItJO--.$74Q ••••••••••••••• _ •.•.. S7 ... 
f,5HUW .... --- .. --- ---- -----. .. 83' 

I.CJ.JO-t.I.349 •••••••••••••••••• .. I,O'i'S 
r·~I.foW ...... -.-- .. -... -. .. I .... 

1,5I}()-$1.'olO .................. .. l •• ~ 
1.j~1.M .............. _ •• _ " 1,734 

$2.l'JOI.)-$2.olllQ .................. " 2,027 

£5~:.:.~::::::::::::: " I. 2:18 

" 2,1)1& .. 6, 174 

fnr footnotes I, 2. 3. !I'M 2. 3. ... of table I on pap 132: • 
• A \ ..... DO\ oompU.led tor t.wer t.baD.1 auu. 

Number of principal earners 

Otb ... 

Husbandlf WlvOi 

Males ""maIM 
(0) (') (0) (7) 

2,072 " .. .. .. I 1 ··········'i 7& I 2 
128 • • I 
2M .. _ ......... • • 21' I • • ... • • .. -........ i ... I 8 ... • I. • 186 ...... __ .. _- 12 • .,. .. -_._-- .... 31 ~ 72 .. _._ .. _---- • 

A verap earu1np or prknclpal earnen I 

0''''' 
BlllbaDds WI ... 

Mal .. 
-

Feme.). 

(11) (1:1) US) (14) 

SI.877 .,.., 11.506 """ 33' r' ("! .. .. l=r----.., 0) (0 

'41 ... 81 • 
I,'" .----{-, ..... m (0) 
I .... ",. '/01 
1.521 ... 1.021 --· .. ····ii.7 1.768 (") 1.177 
"002 I,'" I,'" ... 
"280 .. ... ...... 1. Sto 1.300 
~ ... ......... -.. 2, ... (_) 1.350 ..... ............ u .. 
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TABLE 'B.-Principal earners, Number and average yearly eami1l/l' ojprincipaZ 
eanurl!, t'la.IIsi;/Wl tJ.I huabands, toWel', and others, with wub oj employment oj 
principal eamer., by jamily Iype and income, 19S6-$6-Continued 

FAMILY TYPES vm AND OTHER 

Income class 
Number 01 

famllle8 
All' 

(1) (2) (3) 

.All DODl'elief famWes __________ rm 8M _ .. _----------------------- II • 1600-$749 __________ ow _______ ... __ 

10 13 $71!04m ______ ________________ .. .. $l,ODO-Il,lU9 ________ ... ____ ... ____ .. .. 11,250-$1,499 __ ... ______ • ________ .. .. IUCID-lt,749 __ ... __ ...... ___________ 71 .. $1,750-11,999 __________________ 

'" 30 S2,()()()-$2,4GG • __________________ 
130 120 12.1iOO-$2,(l9IL ... _____ ... _ ... ___ ... ____ 107 107 13,()I)I}-$4,9IHL. ____ .... _. ________ .., 

'" 16.000 and over_ ...... ____________ 70 70 

A ...... 
weebor 

Income class 
employ-
mentol 

prlnclpal 

""""" ' 
All 

(8) (.) (10) 

All n-omellef tamilles __________ 

'" '1.7M 
1O-$49IL ••• ____________________ .. 2.' $500-$749 ______________________ .. ... S71!04m ______________________ .. 733 $l,CJO[)...$l,Mg. ___________ • _____ .. ... $1,260-$1,499 ______________ ._._ .. I .... $1,&OO-$1,74IL ____ • ___ • ___ • ___ 

'" I,Un Sl, 75O-$I,WU ___ • ____ ._. _______ 
62 1,196 

=:~=:::::::::::::::::: .. I .... 
61 1,678 13,OCJO-$4,,9'W. __________ e ______ 

6. ..... $6,000 and over._ .. ____________ 
62 ..... 

For footnotes I, 2, at see 2, 3, 4, of table" on p. 132 • 
• Averaps Dot; com.puWd for fewer than a e&aII. 

Number of prlnclpal88l'D8f1l 

0 ..... 
Husbands WI ... 

Mal" Females 

(0) (6] (0) (7) 

670 18 18< va 
0 • I f 
6 ----------i- , • 10 7 I 

37 I II , .. I 12 • '7 • 10 " .. • .. II 
OIl I .. 18 .. « .. II 

173 • .. " 61 ---------_.- 13 6 

A verap earnings 01 principal earners I 

0 ...... 
Husbands WI ... 

Males Females 

(11) (12) (13) nO) 

"''''7 11,00& $1,369 '1,018 ... (.) (.) 

!~ 6.D 

-----m-----
... 

8.6 "'" .n 70\1 ... 
I .... .5O 783 
I .... 1,160 851 
I .... (_yom ... ... 
I .... I. "" I .... 
I .... I. "" I.m 1.081 
3,29 • 1.813 ..... I .... 
~ ... ------------ ..... I.'" 
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TAB"" 5.-Number or earners In famll),: Number of famil'" willi specified 
number oJ individual earner., /amall rdatioMhip 0/ BOle eamer., and average 
"umber of .upple..-,y ........... per family, by ,ncoma, 1986-88 

IWhlte f&mutes including husbaDd and wile. both native bom: All OOCIlpational groupsand all famUJ types 
oomblned] 

Number offamlliM wltb lDdlvldual eamen 

Num· Oneonlp 
ber of Inoome class laml· 
1'" AD~ 

Other Tw. Three 
rami 'I u".. WUo mom· bood F. her Mal. mal_ 

(I) (') (8) (4) (') (.) (7) (8) (8) 

All tam.UIes. __ ~. _____ 28,515 ...... 21,328 ... ... .. 8 ''''' ... 
Relief famllleEL-. ____ 2, 713 ~"1 1,1130 .. .. 17 267 30 
Nonrelief 11UIlll1eL. __ ..... Z,OIl 19,3911 ,... 27' 131 ~ BOO _ •.......... 301 128 111 • • • I, 

S260-$41l9. _ ••• ___ ." ... "I 1. I. 8 <7 1 
'~DO-$7 4.9. ___ •••• I .... . " 80' .. I • I. 11. • .,....-........ 1,896 1.644 I.M2 .. 23 17 107 • 'I,OOO-Sl,24\L ___ • as20 2. 419 U26 .. .7 .. 303 .. 
11.2&41.499. __ •• ~738 .... , 2.U!7 18 27 10 ... 3. 
'1,~1.749 ..... ..... 2,444 2,371 I. .. 13 'U •• ff6l,)-$1, 999 ••••• ..... 2,4&7 .. , .. n .. I. "7 .. 

,OOO-S2,249 •••• _ ..... ~ ... 2,015 8 .. • ... .. 
S2.:L.'iO-S2,-4W. ____ 1,941 l,49! 1,471 • 18 • ... 7. 
12.600-12.999. ____ ... 72 1,'" 1.424 • 1. S '" 126 13,000--13.499 ____ • 1.330 "7 ... • .. • 3M 107 $3,600-$3,'IIW ___ ._ M' ... ... I • ----i- '" 77 S4.Q00-t.4, 499. ____ ... 280 273 .- .... I 1" .. 
~.-......... ... 147 '" ---Ai' • I 87 •• ,OOD-S7.4D9. ____ l1li3 ... . .. ------ • 127 .. 

,Il00--$9,990. _ , __ n. N 70 
____ A. ------ 23 7 

110,000 and over. 111 .. .. -_._-- 1 " • 

FamUies 
wtthmore 
tbaDone 
"""" .. """""t· 

Four .... ! 
.r lamilleo 

more with any 
indivtd-

uoI 
earner' 

(10) (11) 

" . .. 
10 13 

"" .. 
------ 11 
.. _--- 11 
------ 12 
-'--i- 11 

12 • 16 • 16 • 17 
7 17 

12 .. .. 83 
17 .. .. 3D .. .. 
1. .. .. 32 • 81 • .. 

A .... ... 
Dum· 
ber.! 
auppr. 
men-
tary 

""""" ,.:Jy. 

(12) 

nil • 

.1 • 26 

.11 

.11 

.1 

.11 

.1 

.1 

.1 

• 
3 • • 20 . .. 

•• •• 
.. • 7 .. .. 
78 

.S> ... 

.as 

I Tbll percau.\aIt wu computed b)' dlvldiDC lhlsum of co1umDS (8), (9), (10) by column (3) of table. on 
p.I32. 

I A VerqIII in tbll oolumn are bued on the Dumber of tamm. with lndJvid1¥'le&l'll8lSo ooll1lDD (3) or 
table" on p. 132. 



TA.BLE 8.-80Ie and lupplementary earners: Number of familie. with individual earnera.· number and average earning. of supplementary ~ 
sameT' cltutrifwl aB hmbands, wive., and other,; and average earnings 01 family from supplemenlary earn81'S,· by income, 1986-30 ~ 

(White famlll8llncluding hu.band and wUe, both native born' All occupational groups and all family tYP81 combined] 

Number offlltnJliea with Individual Number of supplementary OOrDers A veraga earnings of supplementary 
earners earners I 

Number I only Others I Othen I 
Inoomeclau offam· 

Moro 111811 Hu.· B ... • Any 
An[ 

than All bands Wh'os All band> Wives 
faml y Hu.band l' Males Fe· Mal81 Fe-

member DUll .. DUll .. 

(1) (2) (3) (.) (') (6) (7) (') (0) ('0) (II) (12) (13) ('4) (lOl (16) 

--------- --- ------ ------ --- ---------------
Ali famUles ...•.••. __ ••..••.•••• 28.IU5 27,481 22,032 21,329 5,449 ~ 1,199 1,416 ',3M 1,795 

~ ~ 161. 166' 1624 
ReUef ramlliel •• _ .• _ ..... _ .•..•• 2:n3 2:3i8 ----r.o2l --r.iID --m .61 --.-, --.. ----rn- '0 '" IiO --.:i6 -m 
NooreUef famililll .••.•• _____ •. __ 26,802 26,163 20,011 10,300 6,162 6,4.13 1,102 1,368 2, 218 ',720 .67 .93 63' ... ... _ ...................... 30' ----m-~ --11-' --,-a --,-a --a --'-0 2 --,---.. --,-. --,-, (i) (7 .. 

m::::::::::::::::::::: . " 441 393 36' •• .. • 28 • • 93 77 '04 .. 
',083 ... 874 802 "' '20 30 .. .. 12 '42 '63 '24 140 '04 t7050-S9II9 .. _____ ." ____ .• _ •• 1,896 1,847 1,64.4 I, Ml2 203 209 60 81 81 37 , .. .. , 177 23' 168 

1"00<>-'1,249 ................ 2,820 2,7112 2,419 2,826 33. 371 '0' 11' 92 61 2M ... '" 841 193 
1,26O-fI,490 •• _ ........ _ ...• 2,738 0,686 2,262 2,197 .., 476 128 '42 '03 '6' .28 49. 33' 268 281 
1,6OI}-$I,74.9 .•.••.. _ •••••.•• 2,964 2,014. 2,4.44 2,371 470 632 124 16. ". •• 42 • ... , .. .63 874 

C:~:~~~~~~::~:::::::: 
2,996 2,067 2,4117 ~ ... "0 ... 109 '" 179 '" 61' '20 ... '60 ill 
2,.., 2, 4.87 2, OM 2,015 ... .18 80 127 17. 127 '" 633 ... , .. ,., 

:,000--:,,,,, ............... 1,941 1,932 1,4.95 1,471 '" 63. " 96 20, .., .20 '43 ". '" ... 
2,172 2,166 ',,," 1,424 71' ." '20 148 ... ... .98 33' ". 670 .. , 

,OIX>--t3,400.... __ .. __ .••.• 1,339 1,320 .n 828 ". '22 80 81 271 '90 .. 1 1,0119 ... ... 73. 
13,Il00-13,009 •... - .... ... .., .lO ... " . '03 .. .. '93 '42 ... 1,213 1,115 ... 806 
",Ill)-M,400. __ . _. _ .•.•.•. __ '08 .92 280 278 012 338 " .. '3' '20 1,017 1,096 ',206 96' 007 

t:::t::::::::::::::::::: 209 211. 14' 143 ". 229 27 84 '63 76 1,188 1,4.4.3 1,638 1,062 1,062 
663 • 60 44' 443 21 • 24. 86 28 lO' 126 1,149 1~ 771 1,687 1,1911 ',030 

lro=DTover:::::::::::: 11. m 79 79 .. " 
, , 

" 84 1,623 :l 0,606 1,478 1,261 
III 109 .. .. .. 3. 2 • 22 7 ~'M ',860 1,786 1,4.21 

I A veragesln thillsectlon 01 the toble are based on the oorreePDndlng counts olsupplemen1ary earDed in \he precediDI600tlon: "Number of supplementary earnen." 
I Families tbat bave supr,lemenwy ent"nOrl. . 
• IncludM 7 males and 3 emales under 16 y881'11 of Ble. 
t A verago aorninp of persons under 16 yoors of 8118 amounted to: Males, SMI; females, N6. 
I Averages In thl! oolumn are based on tho number of fotnlll811 8S .bOWD In column (2) . 
• AveragM not computed fer (('wllr than 3 cnses. 

Average 
earnings 
~er fame 
Iy from 
supple-

mentary 
earners' 

(17) 

---
'10. ---28-

'66 ---. • I. .. 
33 ., ... 

z 
76 

192 
11. 
171 ... 
SO. 
'" ... I ... .. , 
722 
'96 



TABLa ''''-Sole and Inpplement.,.,. earne,.: NurnlH!:r oj Jamilie8 with indiuidual etJmn"; number and average earning. of .uppl~r" 
~. cl4uifttd (II hUlbomt., toiHI. and otAer'; and average earning. oj family Jrom ,uPplementarlllJ4rMr'; by occupatJon and Income. 
1936-88 

.IDeoDM ... &Del O«UIMdooaJ aroup 

(I) 

WClfttufID 
An oomeJlef ramlliel ________________ .. 

119 •••••• _ •• _ •• _ • ___ ._ •• ____ • ___ ._. 
:n-.749 .• ___ • __ ••••• _._ ••• ____________ 
6O-1lOO. _______ • _______________ • _____ 

1,O'II)-SI,24Ii1 __________________________ • 
1,m-SIAW ___ • _____ • ____ • __________ •• 
1.tnO-t1, 741i1. __ . ___ ., __ • _______________ 
1,760 -Il,M __________________________ 

OOCl-I2,4W. ___ • __________ • _____ .. _ . __ 
,6O()-S2.WIiI. ____ • _________ • __________ • 
,()()I)-$4,UIiIIiI ___________ •• _._. __________ 
,(IOD aDd over_. __ ._ ... _______________ 

ClnIcGl 

U nom,lIef Wnll1eI __ •• _________ • ___ • A ..... • ". _.- -. --_._--- .-.- --------------fl»-1749. ___ •• __ . _____________ • __ • ____ 

..................................... I,OCJO-SI,24Ii1 ________ . _ •. __________ • ____ 
1,2lo6-SI,4GG. ____ .. _ •• _________________ 
1.606-II,7-4U ____________ • _____ • _______ r • 

"amber 
01 tami-

lloo 

(2) 

11,705 

,13 ... 
1,231i1 
1,630 
1,'" 
1,600 
1,,," 
1,767 ". ... .. 
~ ... 

81 ,... 
auo 
71. 
777 
083 

For footnotes 1, 2, 3, lee tabJe 8 on p. 140. 

Number of tamOIe! with 10-
dlvldaaJ. eamm 

M ... AD, 
1 """ ...... 

(2) (0) (I) 

11,_ ','" ~ ... ... a .. '" 113' .. , ,. 
1,239 1,10IiI 130 
1,630 1,448 ... 
1, "'" 1,"" ... 
1,600 1,'" 260 
I,,," 1,IM '74 1. 787 ~." ... , .. 43' 317 .. , ... '" .8 " .. 
7,S83 ,,'26 1,737 

81 72 • ,... 182 .. ... ... .. 
714 820 .. 
m .,. 

1 .. 
083 ..,. 180 

Number 01 mppIam.entary eamen 

Olben' 
BM· All ..... WI ... 

M .... r .. 
maIeI 

(I) (7) (8) (0) (10) 

------------

U81 an ... 1,139 773 

'" • .. . ----. ,. 1. a. ,. , 
138 38 .. 22 26 ,., . .. " ., <0 ... .. .. .. .. ... " 102 .. 88 
33' .. 88 II' .. 
631 .. 108 230 '''' , .. .. .. 198 12 • ... .. '" a" 188 
82 • 2 .. 21 

2,233 ... .., .., 
1130 ---r---a 10 a , 

26 " 
, • • , . ,. 

18 3 • 165 .. 3) I. 11 
1113 ,. 31 " 30 
197 6' .. .. 30 

Averaae eemlngs or supplementary ........ 
0...,,' 

B .... All ..... WI ... .. .... .... 
mal .. 

(II) (12) (13) (I') (lli) 

---

.... .... .... .... 1640 ------,. 
" .. .. 77 

,<0 170 "" '2' '42 
188 OJ. '" 211 '" ... ... ... 231 211 
821 43' 33' 26 • ... ... "" ... 372 .74 ... ... • 87 ... " . .. , 870 ... ... .80 ... ... '81 "'" ... ... 1,000 1,002 "'" 

,.. 
1,208 1,84& (") 1,390 1,032 

707 ... ... 726 717 ---.. .. .. -------- I .. 
170 17I .. 2< • 188 
188 218 " . M' 131 
260 291 101 ... 188 
.. I a., ... 269 261 , .. "" ... 383 ,OS 

A ....... 
earning! 
per tam· 
ily froIQ 
suppltt-
men· 
Wy """,,., 

(18) 

I" • 
o 
7 

3) , 
I 
I 

3 , .. 8 • .. II , ... .. • 77 1,0 

:I" 
I 
21 

a 

2 

22 , 
72 ., 

• Inciudel penoD8 UDder 16 yean of age as rollowl: W&geoeIll'Der ramwe.. ,males aod 2 remaIes; clerlca1 famlliea. 2 mata and DO femalea; bU!llnesa aod profess1oWll famUie!I, 1 
male and ll'emale; famlliea wltb 00 plDlully employed members. none. 

• A vera,e earninp of pet!IODlI under UI yean of ap were IU foOo"a: Wage.earner ramUIee. males 141i1. Other averages not computed. """"'" 
• Avtl'BPlDO' compated lor "'wet lIlao 3 C&I8L ~ ... 



TABLE GA.-Sole and supplementary earnell: Number o//amilies with individual earners; number and average earnings 0/8upplementary 
earners dmBified lJ.B huabanda, wives, and othera; and average Barninga 0/ family from aupplemenwry earnera; by occupation and income, 
J9S6-SB-Continued 

[White nonrellef ramniea Including bUlhand and wifp botb native horn' All famUy types combined} , 

Number of ramllies wftb In- Number of IUpplem.entary earners A varage earnlD~1 or supplementary Ave .... 
dividual earnen earn", earnings !l'i,r.., . 

Number 
Otbers 

• from 
beame 01", and OQCUpationaJ BlOOP ollaml- Others luppla. 

Ilea MON Bu .. Bu .. men-
A., '001, All w,.., All W,ves ts ... 

tbaD 1 band. F .. bnndl F .. . earners M .... m .... M .... mal .. 

(I) (0) (3) (') (0) (') (I) (8) (0) ('0) (11) (12) (") (") (I.) (18) 

--------------- ---------------------------
Cla'jeal-Contlnued 

~~k=~~::::::: :::::::: ::: :::: ::: 1,082 1,062 ... • 78 ... 60 60 " " "" .... .... ~M ,171 '101 
1,731 I, Tdl 1,434 2f11 3M .. 74 110 ., 617 '.8 700 ". "" 130 

.......... IlIIIl •••••••••••••.•••••••••..•• 7 .. 7 .. ... 2611 33. 86 .. 100 121 6'7 870 7" .14 664 306 

t::~cr:V8i~::::::::::::::::::::::: ... ... ... .26 64 • SO 83 ... "1 000 '. :Il3 1,214 ... 878 "" ,7' 171 " 76 14. .. • 86 .. 1,312 1,1113 I, "" 1.248 1,232 1,098 

= = = = = ---
Buflnu. and fWD/udonal 

All Donrelief tamIllel. ~ •••••••••••••••• Do 714 ~"" ',887 1,011 1,197 .60 2M ... a21 ... ... .., ... 748 I-~ ---I-_ .................................. ". 97 .. • • ······0· • • • 11. ····ioo· (.) (0) !') • ~t740 .•••.•.•..•••••••.• __ • ____ •..• 183 ... 184 18 18 8 a 1 .14 .21 118 'J 11 

ft=,~9~~~:::: ::::::::::: ::::::::: ... 217 .., .. .. , .0 6 • ... .. , 21. ... 267 28 ... '07 a .. .. " 13 1. 10 , . ... ... 27' 27' ta. 38 
• 1.2f.tO.-.tI,499. __ ••.• _._ •• _._ ••••• __ •••.• 338 .21 :mJ .. .. 9 " 11 • a'7 40' 2S7 306 29' .. 
'1,600-11,749 •••••••.••.. _ ••.. _ •.•• _ •. _. 401 aOl a .. .. .. •• 12 •• 9 a77 '9' '80 303 267 •• '1,7tiO-,I,OOO •••• _ •••• _.' __ •.••..•.... _. .. 7 ... 407 .. .. 7 .. .. 16 m .79 610 331 II3lJ .. 
12.0Cl0-t2,490 •••.•.•••••••.••..•••••.. __ ... .. , 777 '" 133 28 .. .. a. '" ... 703 .OS ... '02 

e:=:::::::::::::: ::::: ::::::::: :::: M' M. ••• .38 16. 30 29 .. .. ..7 786 "" 738 .20 .74 
1,310 1,316 ... aZl '01 .. 8' 147 108 ... 1,322 1,110 lJ03 ... "" 16,000 and over .. _ ••••••• __ ._. __ .• __ • __ 8M 8M 60' ... ... 17 .. 109 I~ l,tlU 2, 110 a ... 1,287 1,006 "'" = = = = = 

No IOln/UU, mplortd member. 
AD nonnllel raml1l ......... ___ •• _ ••... ••• 7 • • 2 -- .. -- .. • . ....... • (.) ....... - ('J --_._ ... (.) ('J 

I 

• Aver&pl not computed for lewer than 3 auee_ 



TABLE 'B..--80le and lupplementary earner.: Number of familia tDitla individual earner,; "umber arad tJHf'age*lminq. o/.UPPlemenlarll 
eGrner" d.tunJUd 41 husbands, mu, and other.; and Mer-age earning. of family from .upplementary earner.; by family '1IPe and incom4!', 
1986-84 

(White DODftIIIef r.mnielIDeludlD, bdlbsnd and wile. both native borD' All ooeapatiooallJ'OUP! comblnedl 

Number of famOIe!! with hi· NumberoflUPPIemeD&ar7earoen 
Average earnlnp of supplemenlal'y 

eli ndual euoen -' Avo""", 
oarn'ntr, 

Nnm"" Others • 
perfam ., 

IllCOIIYeI_ad f.amD., type 0 ...... • 
fromlUp-

ofl.amillel plemen. 

An, .nnI, M ... AU Bus- w, ... AI. B",· w • .,. lazy eam· 
tban l' ban'" b .... en' 

M .... F .. M .... Fe· ...... ...... 
(" (2) (2) (f' (:, (0) (7) (8, (0) ( .. , (11) (12) (13) (14) (16) (10, 

------------------,.,.,1 
AD QOIU'eUII famD .... ____ •• __ • __ • __ ••• " .. ..... .. ... ... 838 ~ ... ~ • .... .... .... ..91 .... ... 
....................................... ... ." .91 10 .8 • '7 ---.. (., .. .------- -.------ • tl'lJl)-J7t9_._. ___ •••• _ ••• _ ••• _ •• _____ • __ ... 326 ... 13 13 10 ZI .... _ ... ······i· • M 200 I .. "y"" "'f'-i" 

.. 
$760-_ ....•...... _ ••...••• -..•... -.. m ... ... " .. .. .. • ... ... '11 .. 1" ..... 1'· .. •·············· .. · .... · .... · 8" 173 .. , .. .. .. .. • ....... - ... 33. ... ., 

""'-" .. 
1.200- l.t99 .••••.•.•••••••••.•... _ .•.• 77' 740 ... .. .. .. .. 8 ······i- 808 ... ,., 97 "'f:!''' .. 
l,.l(D-fl. 7t9 •.•••••••••••••••.••.•••••• 188 ". 087 117 117 SO .. • "8 '37 . .. !:i 71 
1.760-fl.0III!jI ..••••• _ •••• _ .•••..•.•..••• 770 707 "7 .. 110 •• .. • • " . 088 ." .. 
t:~~:= .-::.-::~::::::: ::::: :::: ::~ ~ I .... 1.016 87. tao tao .. I .. • ...... -- 76\ ... ... C' ........ 11)2 ... .., ... .. .. .8 M • ._ ...... 877 ..... ... !:~ " ... _.' '66 
•• ooo-lt.VW ..••••••••••..••.••••••••.• ... ... '" '" '" .. '00 • ........ 1.221 ..... 1,21P . .... -.. .. , 
lli.oooaDd OY •• _ •••••••••••••••••••••• .711 .78 ... • • .. • 10 ~ ~700 ..... ........ """'- ... 

~ = = 
TvPu II aM III 

AI. n ..... Uol tamrueo .................. 8.300 8 .... 7.838 40, 412 81 806 III 12 408 ••• ... 180 180 .. 
------

1O-1t1lO_ •••••••••••..••••..•••••••••••• '1< • •• .M to •• 8 •• """2' ........ 72 .. '7 'T"''' 
. ....... • 1MJO-.I749 ..•..•• _ ••.•••.•.•.•• _ ••.•••.. .,. ... 83. .. SO • • 8 """i' ... ... ... 
"'m'" 

• S760-aM ....••.•.•.•••.•.•..• _ .•••.•.• 70' ... ... .. .. 7 .. • .08 .92 .. I .) • 
I::~ltrr:~~::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,014 l.ruO 116' .8 •• •• oo ...... _. • 297 ,,8 2110 "'{i)'- " '.033 1,000 OlIO .. .. 1 • a. • • ••• . .. 33' '. For footnotee I. 2. 6," tllble e on p. 140. 

J Includell per80DI under 111 yeanorille &I follows: Familiel of type I, none; famlliea oftJPell II IlDd m,. mal. and 1 female; lamUlesof trpea IV and V,I DlBle and no feDlBlee; 
famlUea oftypell VI and VH,:I mail'l!l and:l lema)elI; tamlUeli of ~.,pes VIII and other, none . 

• A venla-e earn.lnjlll of pl!!1'1Kl1l8 under 111 years 01 aee were as followl: PamJ.llea of type I, maleII 138. Other averaps not computed • 
• A Y1Iniea not computed for fewer than a cue&. 



TABLa 88.-80Ie and supplementary earners: Number ollamilie& with individual earner,; number and average earning. of .upplementary ...... 
eamer. clasBiji£d aB Auebands, wives, and other,; and average earning. of family from .upplementary earners,' by family type and income, t 
1986-SQ-Q)ntinued 

[WhIte DODrelJef Camillea Including husband and wile both native born: All occupational groups oomblned] 

Number of famUlea with In- Numberofsupplementaryearnera Average eBrDinga or supplementary 
dlvldualearnera ......... Ave .... 

Number 

BUO" Wive. 

=ffy 
Income clae aod family type Others Others from sup. oCfamUiea plemen-

Ally 1 only More All All Boa- Wives tory earn· 
than 1 bands Fe- banda Fe- ... 

M .... malos Mal .. mal .. 

(1) (2) (3) (') (0) (') (7) (8) (0) ( 10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (18) 

------------------------ ---------
TrPu II aM RI-Contlnued 

1~:=-1a:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1,036 1,032 .. , .0 .. 8 '0 8 • .... .." .. ,. t151 fl S23 
1,000 "8 0'0 .. .. • .. 1 1 530 00' "I (0) 71 

t2,~,49'iL __________________________ 
1,602 1,498 1,4ftl " ., , 38 • • 601 867 ... ". ') 10 $2,600-12,999 ___________________________ .,. 

'10 04' 31 31 , .. ------i- • 113 1,087 120 ---i-)-- .... 88 13,001)-$4,999 ___________________________ 
'56 ... 61. .. " 1 .. -------- 1,037 1,117 1,018 -------- .. 16,000 and over ________________________ ,.,. ,.,. I .. • • • • -------- -------- 1,982 (0) a.l56 -------- -------- .. 

= TJJpu IV and V 
All noorelle( famOles __________________ 1,6M 1,489 ..... ~900 3,44.0 .. , . " 1,381 1,118 8" 724 110 712 ... 389 ------ --------------- ----------------------------- -- --. ---- -- -- -- -- -- --. 206 146 1" 23 .. 1 1 1 8 •• 60 IIl4 80 67 10 1500-$749 ______________________________ 

238 '16 189 " " .. , 17 11 146 ... .. 146 161 .. 
11:=,24(i_::::::::::::::::::::::':::: '18 • 01 818 .. 88 OS II .. '1/ 1" 192 108 '11 163 30 ... ... ... lB • 182 .. 32 .. 46 237 ... ... .., 194 .. 
:t~:~:~:t:::::::: :::::::::::::: ::: ... 0., ... 221 ... 12 " .. 14 313 881 33O 71' m 121 

7 .. 183 ... 233 71. .. 41 O. 11 41' , .. ... '94 300 130 

t:~:=::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 8M ... ... ... 324 .. 46 I" 100 '" ... ... ... '01 193 
1,= 1,306 ... 040 637 97 63 "7 210 ... 104 ... ... OM 2M 

fl:~:::L: ::::::::::: :::::: ::: ::: 831 • 03 '" ... " .. .17 2Il7 110 818 .... 111 0 .. ... 
1,237 1,238 041 ... "8 120 .. , .. 301 1,012 1,322 1,110 ... ... 118 16,000 aDd over ________________________ 

3M "0 181 162 ,.,. 
" " 168 .. 1,1119 1,841 8,303 143 1,172 880 

= 



TrPu Vl ... ~ VII 

All DODJ'eIIeI famU ••••..•.•.•.•.••••• 2, 212 2,'" ..... ... ... ,. ,. "'" .07 ... ... 43. ." 1142 ... 
lI)-t4iiID _ .•••••••••••••.•••••••.••••• _. " .. ., • • • r--m- \:1 ........ -..... -. • .. ~tl49._ ..................... _ ..... _ 711 711 " • • I • --··--i.- '70 ... '--f-Y'- '-'-iii)- 9 

::=.UD·.~:::::::::::~::::::::~:::: .33 '33 • 21 12 •• • • -----'3' .73 CO) eo •• ,." ... . .. '8 23 I • •• • ,... 253 240 In 21. .8 
'1,2ro-I1,4W .... _ ..•• .. - ...... ...... m 224 ... 32 .. • II II 8 338 ... ... ... 33 • 03 
'1.11»-'1,7411 ..•••. _ .• ..... - ... -- .... "'. "'. .. , '" as • ----·-ft· 23 • 34. ... ""4it: 3M 2211 " '1 .700--'I,WoI_ ••. _ .•.•. .. -_._._ ..... -. m 270 238 32 43 , 18 12 413 "" 379 ... .. 
S2.tm-t2,4'iIU_ .•••...........•.• _. __ ...• 3>12 3>1. '26 .. 82 •• 12 ... 2. '" ... ... ... '" "" :::t::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2O'l :Ill • 35 .. II • •• I 50 .. ... 072 '" ... '113 'NT .... .... ... .. '711 24 , .. " 820 1,133 826 823 ,.. .82 
t6,OiO aDd over .•.•.•.. ···.· •. -.•.. -••• 78 78 ., 21 .. • "-._ ... - 20 •• 1,124 '.708 ._._._.- 1,0!U ... "" 

f"rpu VIII." IIt4n 

.AU~'" faIDJUeI ••• _ ._ .•••.•.•..•• 877 ... .. 0 ... 1. 1M • 58 .. ... ... ~ 700 ... '14 .., l,M7 

IO-SfOII ........ _ ••••• -..•...•.•.• -•••.• 11 0 I • • , 
----"i' • • '00 80 l=f '13 50 

Sti»-,74V __ ._ •• , .• , .•... __ .. _. _. _._ ••.• .. 13 , • , I 2 • .28 ... .... -iii· CO) ,. 
S7.'".O-tl$G •.•••••••••••• _ •.• _ ........... .. 23 •• II 13 I ---· .. s· • • .92 .06 .,. 82 .119 
.1,(JJI)-.I.:HO ....................... _ ... 50 50 .. 21 .. • •• •• ... 3211 '30 ... . .. .54 
I::~:::~::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::::: .. .. .. ... 58 12 , .. •• ... ... '30 "" :08 238 

71 .. " 43 .. •• • 22 • 2 ... ... 23' 323 ... 311 
'1, 76().-.I,fIIXI ......... _ ............. ___ • 80 80 20 80 .. 17 7 .. 37 44' ... '5O ... ... 03. 12,(J)Q-S2,4tXL .. _ •.•..... ___ . __ ._._ .• _ .• • ao ... '" .. • 43 •• • 72 .. ... ... , .. . .. ... ... 
12,((10-12,""" ........................... '07 '07 .. 07 .48 :II 8 78 .. ..... 71' '" ... ... ... 
SiI,OOQ.. .. ,M .... _ .... _ ... _ ...........•• 24. ... .. "8 '37 .. 14 21. , .. 813 ... "'" ... 782 1,474 
t6.oooand ov ......................... " " 8 ,. '82 13 • ,. 71 ~18' 1,678 ' .... 117 ~'20 ~ ... 

• A ....... noi oomputed far lewerthan aeu.. 



TABLE 7.-Earnlnga or lupplementar, earners: Number of BUpplementary earners with earnings of apecified amount, by family income, I-l 
19S5-86 ~ 

(White families Including hUiband aDd wife. both Dative born: An OCCUJ)8t1onaJ grou .. and aU family typos combined] 

Number Number of supplementary earne,. with earnings 01-
or ram· Average 

iUeswltb earnJn!, 
Incomeclau any ofsupp II-' $2,000 .upple- msntary Any Under .... 1100- $200- 1300- "00- ...... 1600- ,,00- 1800- ..... 11,000- II,i500-

mentary earn", amount "" ... "" $209 $a" .... .... .... " .. .... .... '1,499 $1,999 Bnd 
earn ... ov", 

(1) (2) (3) (.,. (') (.) (7) (8) (') (10) (11) (1') (13) (1<) (10) (1.) (17) (18) 

-------------------------------
AD tamWell •••••• _ ••••• _._. 5,"9 .... ~'" ... 'M ... ., . .. , .. , 1102 ... 840 311 <0, 018 3M .. --------------------------ReJieffami1ies __ •..•. _. ___ • 20' 220 861 .. .. •• 60 " " I? • • , , a -··-iii.· ······w N onrelIel tamillea... ••• ___ .. _ ~ 162 66, MI. a69 310 60, 617 ... , .. ... ... 83 • 810 <OS 01. --------------------------!H .................... 16 <2 1. 0 • 1 --·-'-a- ",,-, .. ...... _- ----._-- -.----.. -------- -------- --- ... _- ----_._- -_._.-.. _._--_.-

$260-$4119_ ••••••• '. _ ••• _ .. .. , . 11 " 10 -·----S· -_._-_.- -----_.- --'---'- _._.-- .. ._------ _ ... _--- --_. __ .- .A·_._.A _.A. __ .A 
$llOO-ti7 .. 9 .•• A ...... _ .... 118 1<2 120 .. .. " 31 '-'--is" -------- -_._._-- ---_ ... -.. ---_.- --_.-.-. --,----- -_._.-.- --------.,,....... ............... 203 104 ... as '1 .. " 8' -_._._.- -_. __ ._- -_ ... _.- _._._--- -_ .... _- ----.-.-
~.~1.H9 .•... _.--.- 333 2M 871 as .6 '8 .. ,0 to ----·ir ----·it" ------.. ___ •• A·_ ._A •• _._ __ '_'A'_ .... _-_ . . -----.. .260-11,499 • ••. __ •• _._ ... 326 ". S, .. 77 82 .. 61 M 60 --'--iif --.. --.- -_._-.. --_._ .... ____ A_A. 

ft·6OO-Il.7 .. 9. - _.'-""- '70 cas M' •• .. 72 .. ., 80 " ., .. ····-S1- --_._ .. -. __ .. __ . --_ ... -. 1,7llO-1l.9W. _. ___ ._. __ 610 . " ... .. 20 ., .. .1 " 61 77 , .. " -··_·U· ---_._-- -""---ti;"""", .............. '" .. , 613 10 21 113 " .. 36 .. •• • • •• 60 .. _---_. .. __ ._--2tJO-f2.499 __ . ___ • __ ._ 43' ... 1136 .. .. .. 37 .. .. •• .. 01 so .. ,. _._ .. _-- .. _ .. -.-......... , .............. '" ... .12 17 17 61 " .. 88 76 .9 16, 66 83 193 --'--40- _._._ ... :,000--13,.90 ........... f70 861 ... , 12 .. 18 .. 19 .. ,. 10, " .. 182 -----_.-, ....... , .............. 324 9f3 , .. , • 21 " 16 18 .. .. 60 so .. ". •• ----A-iii $4,~, .. 9II •••• _._ •• __ 21. 1,017 .. 8 • • 8 9 10 • 19 " .. .. .. 103 61 
N,l!(I()..t4,9119. _. __ A ••• __ 148 1, 168 m 3 • , • • • • " 31 9 18 60 .. 18 16.00Q..-&7."99 •• _________ 21. 1,249 343 • • 10 8 " • 8 • 20 10 " 99 79 " t7,tJ00...t9,M •• _.' __ "_' 36 1,623 II · .... T · .... T • a 1 .... ·T , 1 • • 17 10 l' 110,000 8Ild over ••••• _. .. 2,4M •• I --._._-- I 

.... ·T .. --.-.. -..... _. ---... -. I 8 • ,. 



T ..... 8 8~BD.baDdI &I earo ... : Numh<T and .,,,,rGf/e yearly eami"ll' 01 Au,banda dauijkd GO principal or "'1'1'1emonlar1l """"", by 
• GlJe and family income, 19S6-!J6 

tWbtte fmliUellDClud1nc husband and. wife. botb D8&ift born- All oceupational groo .. and lID ramOy 'YPf'8 oombiDed1 

PrfDd ........... ", ......... Supplementary earuel'l by age grotIpa 

I .......... 
Under .... .... ao- 30- «I- 46- 10- lIO- ""- .. Under 20- .... 3O- M- 40- <6- IO- M- 10- .. 

Au. :II .. .. .. 30 .. .. .. .. .. and ADy 20 .. .. .. .. .. •• .. .. .. and 

0'" 0_ 

(') (0) (3) (0) (S) (0) (7) (8) (0) (ID) (11) (12) (13) (") ('S) (18) (17) ('8) (1') (:II) (21) (22) (23) (") (26) 

Nomberof hOllbanda l 

AII ________________ ... "" • ... ..... ..... .. ,.. ..... ~188 ~ ... ..... 7 .. .11 1,198 -..... - .. .38 .20 .21 .27 108 , .. .20 •• 100 

JldjeffsmD_ .. ____ • ______ 2., 110 • •• ... .59 373 ... ... " . '" .. .. 97 ------- • 11 7 • " 20 •• •• • 0 
Homelier famlUea. ________ 23,180 6 507 ~ .... ..... ..... ~879 ~ ... 2,013 . .... 700 ... 1,101 .. 127 118 113 110 ". ". '0 • ~ 97 

1O-t24O ... _. _____ ... _ .. • •• ----or 7 •• •• ,. •• .. • • • 7 3 -_.-- • , ----- , --or ----- ----- ----OJ 
~.------------- ... .. .. .. .. ., 67 .. 20 '7 .. • ------- • • • 8 ---2" '--r --" ... --------_ .. _- 873 --"-r .. ." 100 130 1311 79 00 38 20 '" •• ------- --T • 3 • --T • • • 
,,~ .. ------------ ~ ... '26 ... ... ... 220 ... 10. .. •• .. 00 ------- • • 12 • • " • • • • II ,llOO-fl.249. -". - _____ • ~ ... • ... 6 .. <77 ... 357 ... 179 101 .. .. 10 • _.----- 2 •• 11 " ,. 11 12 0 • • $l.260-S1,4W __________ • 2, 474 ----or .. .,. 

"'" ... 383 ... 1<3 .. 56 •• 128 --_ .. _- 7 ,. " III • 20 •• 11 •• • £,t.£O.-fl. 7fi __________ . ..... .. ••• ... ... ... ... 197 11' .. .. . .. -.----" • .. .. 12 ,. •• 11 10 •• 7 
1.7tJ1)-.tl,M _________ ._ .. ". , .. 373 ... 670 ~ 

... 22' .. " •• '09 ------- • .. 11 • , . 12 •• .0 10 T 
.000-12 .... _________ .. ..... ... -.. - 22 ... ... 66' .1lI , .. 7< •• .. SO ------- , 13 • • • 11 .. • • T 

12.2M-t2..4\11liL. _. _ ... _._ 1,812 _.----- .. , .. ... 376 330 ... '7. 11'1 .. .. 78 ------- 3 • • • 0 10 • I. 8 7 
t2.~.9W. __ .. _____ . 1 .... --."._- 10 131 288 37. 393 ... ... 11' .. 37 120 ------- , 10 • • • •• .. 13 '0 '7 
ta.o»-S3.4W .. ___ • _____ ~20' ---_._. 7 67 '" ... 211 237 ... 70 •• .. SO ------- • • • 12 • .. 10 • • • 
ta,fIOO-P,VIMI. _ •• ___ .... 767 ------- • 39 103 '"~ ... 10. '03 •• ,. ,. .. ------- • 10 • • • • 7 • • 7 :,(0).. ... 499 ... ____ - _._ ... ------- , 12 •• 77 •• .. .7 .. .. .. .. ------- , • , 7 • ---.- • • • , 

• fA1O-.$4,V!iI9. __________ 200 .. ----- ----j- • .. •• 70 .. .. SO 12 .2 37 .------ ----- , , , • • • , • 
f7::t:::::::::::::- "" .---._- •• .. .. 100 '" •• M '7 .. 36 ------" ----- • • a • 2 • 3 • 7 

111 ----"-- ------ • • " '7 20 .. 11 '0 • • ------- ----- ----- ----- ----- , --or , --or ----- ------
IW,oooaad over _____ ._ 100 ----_.- ------ • • ,. .. •• 20 13 • • • -_ .. _-- ----- ----- ----" ----- --_.- --_.- ----- ------

Average earnloga of husb8Dda (in doUan) I 

AD DODftIlef fam..lUeL _____ ' .... ... l,la ..... 1,761 l, lI07 l2.001 2,005 ~"'I""" 2,00. 11,778 ... .... _-" 637 ,.. 
"'1

738 7001 ... 1 ... 1 ... 607
1 
. .. 

I BJ:c1udCll3 principal earners an~ 1 suppJementary earner who did not report age. 
I Avemgl!!l for eacb age group are beAed on tbe oorrespondln8.numbcn of husbanda In the upper aectlon of the table; the 2 everqe& for aU age grouPi combined. are hued on the 

OOITIIpood.IDI &.o&al DumberJof bUlbIDdI. iucludiDa tbea who did Dot report age. 



TABLE e.-WI,el .1 earneu: Number and average yearly earninga 0/ wivea classified aa principal or .upplementary earner" by ag8 and )-0' 

family income, 1936-38 ~ 
IWblte famllIea Including busband and wife, both native born: All oCC\lpationaI group. and all tamny types combined] 

l71nol~ camera by oge P'OUPI Supplementary carnera by Ilge Il'oup. 

Income cJlI8I .. 00- .. 
An. Undor 20- .... 30- .... <0- .... 00- M 00- ond Any Under 20- , ... 30- .. - <0- . ... 3O- M- ond 20 " .. .. SO .. .. .. .. .. over 20 " •• 8' •• .. • • .. .. " over 

(I) (2) (8) (.) (') (6) (') (8) (1) (10) (II) (!O) (13) (U) (I.) (16) (17) (18) (19) (20) (21) (22) (Z1) (") (26) 

Number of WlV88 

AIUamillU ______ ._. ____ ._. 800 8 U 160 128 liD 80 87 41 20 7 7 1.416 4 206 369 280 210 171 88 &1 10 4 05 

Rell.f/amlll.'-- ___ .. _ ..... --..::::::-8 -6 -, -. -. -. -. -. =-,1--;0::::::-. ,,-, 10-, -. -. -. == 
NonrelleflamUi8ll......... 648 8 88 Ja3 121 110 81 63 86 2t 1 n 1,308 4 202 368 283 D 162 8& 48 8 " li 

to-t240 .. __ ._. __ . __ .. _.--13-====--. --a --. ====--2 :::=:--1 r-:--w-==-.---,---. -,---, -,-===--, 
$2OH4011 ••••••••••••• _ ... .•••••• •••••• a • • 6 , • • 8 •••••• 28 8. 7 8 8 2 •••• __ •••• __ .•••• 
$MX)-t749 __ ._ •••• _ ••• __ 61J 8 8 11 6 14 '; 6 1 1 1 48 18 18 li 7 li 1 3 
'160-SW9._._._ •••• _.__ 84 ---'-r 1 22 11 10 9 8 II 2 ______ 2 81 10 22 18 11 8 II II ::::: --T :::::: 
'1,000-.1,240 ____ ••• ____ 96 --'--r 6 22 19 16 11 9 4 4 _.____ ______ 118 21 28 21 12 19 4 6 1 _______ • __ • 
• 1,260-$1,499 ____ .______ 80 II 28 16 13 7 8 2 4 ___ po. ______ In _____ •• 31 89 211 18 14 12 3 ___ po _______ • __ _ 

.1.liOO-$l.749 •.•• __ ._.__ 72 & 20 16 21 II 2 8 __ 169 1 4. 4. 23 26 HI 8 1 

.1,160-11,900._. __ •• ____ 48 3 18 9 12 li 4 1 --'T :::::: ::::._ 163 22 81 31 :;16 20 12 8 '-'i- ::::: "-'-i 
12.000-t2,:uu_ •. _ .•.•• __ 80 ._._ •• ___ •••• 18 4 4 ( 1 3 . __ • __ .•.• _. 1. 117 16 88 3& 10 li 6 6 1 1 _._ ••• 
• 2,2ro-$2,400 •••• _ •••• __ 86 •••• ______ '," 6 6 1 6 6 3 2 ___ ••••• __ •• D6 Hi 20 20 12 12 IS 3 _._. ___ • _____ • __ 
'2,r.oo-t2,999._ •• _. __ ••• 42 13 6 3 6 7 2 a 1 ___ •• _ 148 1( as 41 21 32 9 8 
13,C0H8,4D9 •••• ______ . 26 2 1 8 3 4 3 1 1 ____ •• 1 81 II 28 19 8 11 6 2 -'T ::::: --··'i 
l3,fIOO-p,900_ .. _ .• ___ •• 10 _._ •• _. _._ •• _ 2 1 2 .• _'" 4 • __ ••• _ •• __ . 1 ••• _.. Of 2 18 18 13 7 4 1 1 _ •.•• _ 
14,000-.. ,400 _____ • ___ ._ 10 •• ___ •• _..... 1 ,_. __ . 3 8 ._.... 1 2 ••. _.. •••••• 4& 2 10 9 12 6 li '--r .. __ . __ .. __ 
tt,lI(X}-",OOD •• _ •• ____ ._ 8 • _____ • _ •••••• __ ••• 1 _ •.•• _ 1 ••.••• _._... 1 •••..• __ •• __ 24 3 .. 8 & ~ 1 --.- - 1 
ati,()()()-t7,400 •• _ •• ___ ••• 10 __ ._.' ••• ____ •• __ •• • 2 __ .'" 1 1 1 1 ____ ._ 28 •••• - •• --'r 6 2 8 4 ·4 1 "'i' ----- 1 
.7,6()()-t9.999_ ••• _ •• ___ ••• __ • ___ •••• _. _ •• ____ ._ •• _ ••• ___ •• _. ___ • __ ••• __ ._. ____ ••••••• _ • ___ •• _. ___ • 4 ._ •• _. ___ • __ •••• _ 1 _ •. __ 2 1 _____ •• _. ____ •• _ 
'10,000 and OVet __ •••• __ • __ ._ ••••• _ •••• ___ • ______ •• _. _____ • ______ ._ •• __ •• ____ •• __ ••• __ ._. __ ••• ___ II ._. ___ • ________ ._ _____ 1 2 1 1 __ . __ ._._. ____ .• 

A verq;e eaminp of WiVN (iD doUm) I 

AllnonreUeUamWeI __ •• __ 1,068 BOa 871 Q6D 1,145 1.0IW 1.0:U 1,231 96Q 11.336 1.070 978 631 201 619 616 till 003 MIl tI63 1.0021,078 1110 M, . 
I A verares tor each age ID"OUp are baaed 00 the oolTellpoodilll numbers ofwlv8IIIn the upper 86CtiOO of the table: the 2 averapa for aUllIe IfOUpa oomblued are baeed on the oone

IJlOIldlaa ",tal numbers or wh8l, 



TABL& II __ Jlone, Ineome otber tban earnlnlll: Nurnbw 0/ familia raeiuinq money income other than earnings, and average amounl 
rueilled, "" ,ouree and total income, 1935-36 I 

[White famfI_ iIlclndiDl' bOlt.D«l IUld trife. bot.h native born: All ooeup.tIOO8l f[I'OIlpe and all ramlly QlIe8 oomblnedl 

Number of famOIet reeefviD,IDODey lDcome otbel' t.hBD Average mone,. Inoome, other tban earnings, received from 1-.,uiDp fl'ODl-

Number or 
I .......... ..... ... Bent from In ...... 1'ensIo ... Rent from Interest Pensions, MIsmIla-

AfIf """" propel1y apd dlvl· Mnuittes, OIlU for AlIIlOUf'C8S property and divl· 8Dnuitiee, GIrts ror n ..... 
(De') ..... bene ... ...... ,- (net) ... .. benAI\" curren' use lIOurce~ • 

(I) (1) (3) (4) (') (0) (7) (8) (0) (10) (II) ('2) (ll) 

All_ ............. · .... ... u 8,610 1,478 ... .. , ... ... ... . " ... sa 16 
Be'leffamDJe _____ • _ ••• ______ 

2, 113 , .. .. • " '2 , . • (") • , • N omeLIel JamiHeI. _ •• _ .' __ .. ".1102 ... '" 1,432 822 ... .,. 67 .. 13 17 • • 
"..... .................. 30' .. ,. 8 • • • • 3 , • , 
f205O--I4W._ ••••••••• __ • __ 62' '" .. • ,. .. 31 .. , • 7 ( .. ) 
$6OO--f7 .................. 1. "" '" .. 1. 37 f. .. I. S .. 13 • • 1~ •• __ •• _ •• _ •••••• I .... ,110 71 .. .. " " • • IS 0 I I' ,(0)-'1,240. _________ ••• 18" ... .. as 78 .. .. • f '" f 2 
1':=tII,tw __ ._.--.. -.-- ~738 ... '34 .. 7' .. .. '0 a '7 • • 11 ',140 .• _ •• __ • ____ • 1'" ... '" .. 79 .. to II 3 ,. f a 1.766-.I.M. ___ • __ .• ____ ~ .. , ... '30 Of .. " .. 8 • 16 f f 
12.<I00-I2.349_ •••• __ •• _ ••• 1"'" "" I" .. " .. .. 12 I 13 f • 12, 240-S2,4W_ .' ________ ._ I,Nl ... 116 .. 37 33 .7 II • I. f f 
t2.6Ol-12,M ____ • __ •. _._. 1172 81. 171 V1 f. 27 67 22 0 16 a II 13,(l(X)-13,4W __ . _____ • ____ ',839 ". 107 .. as 2, .. " '8 Of f 8 l3,fJI'lO--S3,IIiW. __ • ___ • _____ ... '68 78 .. ,. 13 .. 37 a. 16 8 7 
S4,0()1)-$4. 49!i1 .. _ •• ___ • _ •• _ ... '04 as as 16 II '34 .. 30 .. 8 .. 
S4,I'J()()-f4,M._ ••• ________ ,.. 

" 34 as II f '''' .. 7' 37 , 13 
16.I))().f1,4W._. __ • ____ • __ ... ,<7 .. 7. 13 '3 '8' .. .. " • '7 f7.600-Slt,M .. __ ._. __ • ___ , .. .. ,. 28 I f <a' 73 ." .. " '" '10,000 ADd o"er .~_ .• ____ III au '0 .. f I ' .... '21 .". " " 'JJ11 

I Bee r10eeary tor deflDltion ot"MoPey Income other tbM earnlnP." 
• A v&r8jl:eI are blINd on all families, column (2), whether or not they received mODey !.Doome other tban earnlngs. 
• Includes DIOoey InODID8 other than earnlDp from sourOBl other than those apecl1led, Including proftt.a from busineM enterprlJes partially or wholly owned but DOt operated by 

famlll DIem ben. Bee al..arr (or furUJ.er detLDi&ion 01 profU ... 
• to.60 or It& 



TABLE U.-Nonmonev Ineome from owned homes: NUmber ollamili .. owning hom .. witk and withoul mortgag .. , average renlalvalue, 
average ezpem" and average nonmoney income from home owner,hip; by income, 1936-36 

[WhIte ramol. Including husband and wife both native born" AIl oooopationai groUPI and all famUy type.!! comblnedJ . 
Number of ramntea Homes free !tom mortgage Mortgaged homes 

Famlliea owning 
Families owning loterest homes (fee Crom 

A ....... Average expense ' A ...... lnoomeoJau mortg ... A.~ mortllaa:ed homes A.~ .. ,,",-AI' OWDIDf ren Average nOD~ ren Don-
oen= hom .. value • h:penae' money value • money ofren income I Income I value Numbir Peroent l Num"'" Percent I In ..... , Other 

(1) (') (') (') (') (.) (7) (8) (.) (10) (11) (12) (13) (It) (15) - ------All tamIllaa __________________ ._ 
28,615 ..... , .... 33 '''1 1119 .... ...... 6' "'. ., .. IU7 "66 3' ------------------------------------------Relief famOl ••• _______________ 2, 713 .. , " 23 ... .. 20' '98 77 33' 130 97 110 ,. NODJ'6llef lamWeII. _____________ ".800 5, 713 , .... 33 ... 120 .. , '.807 " 4158 l7l II. , .. 3' ------------------........ ---- ---------------- 30' .. '6 " '17 77 ItO 27 63 ." ... 100 108 .. 1260-$4119. ____ • _______ • _____ ... , .. .. .. " . 04 ... .. .. 83' .. 6 97 04 •• ~1749 ___________________ 

1.083 ,., .. .. ... 97 238 '" .. ... U, .. 108 .. " ........ ---- -------------- I .... '" 83 33 330 .. ... 166 6' ... , .. .. loa .. '1,0I)()-.I1.249 _______________ 
~8" 383 1" 32 '28 98 233 ... .. 3" 161 loa 117 tI 'I ,25O-$t,tQg ••• ____________ ~738 ... 13. 29 '" 102 ... ... " 3 .. 167 107 183 to 'l,liOO-Sl.740. ______________ 
~ ... '" '158 29 ... '07 28, ... 71 tOt '66 109 129 tI .'.' .... '.IlOO _______________ ~906 .72 '79 3' ... 107 ... 393 .. tlO 163 110 13' to 1Z,(X)I)-.f2.a49. ______________ 
~ ... ... '158 .. ... 111 307 383 71 .., 16' II • m .. 12.260-f2.499. ______________ 
I, Btl 60S 14. 28 ... "' 330 363 " "I 170 116 1" 38 12.6C&-t2.91XL ______ ." ___ • __ 2, 172 , .. "'" 83 ." '" ... . .. .. '93 17' 1 .. 104 36 l3.flOO-S3.499. _____ • ________ 1,339 .158 '69 .. " . , .. 38, ... .. . " 173 1 .. .19 83 l3,ftOI)-$3, ggg. ______________ ... 286 113 .0 M2 13 • 410 17. 80 ... 186 131 220 .. ".4XlO--tI.4W •••• _ •• __ • __ ••• ... 1" .. .. ." 138 ... 119 .. 158' 188 139 ... 3. ".5OO-I4,99!L ______ • _______ ,.. 110 .. " ... 162 60, .. .. 66' ". 1" ... 38 l6,ooo-t7 ,499. ___ 0 __________ 663 238 113 .. 797 177 ... '26 " , .. 2M 173 ... 83 S7 ,6(l().-IU,M. ______________ II. " 'rI .. ... '80 .., ,. .. os • ... 200 610 .. '10.~ B.D.d over ___________ 111 3' .. .. ~1" ... ... 13 .. 1,107 tOl ... ... at 

1 Includes all tamUlea occupying owned homes at any time dorlnl tbel1lport year, but. lulodes 8 famlllea whoee upeDl8lezaotly equaled the annual rental valueo' their bomBl. 
Data for the Jatter ram1.LlBl, however, are included In tbe compotation of averages. 

I Based. on number of tamlllea owning bomes, column (3). 
I Bued OD flltlmate made by bome owner for period of ownenhlp and oceupanor during repor~ year. Tbls period averages, In general, apPfOxhnately 12 monthl • 
• Ezpense for period ot ownenbip and occupancy during report year. Ezpense other tbaD. iDtereet, oolUDlDl (7) and (13), e&tima&ed on basta ot aV8l'll&6 re1atJolllhlp between. rental 

valne and 8.lpeMe. t 0 .AI __ A 

• NODIIIODtl iDoome for period 01 OWDmblp and occupancy during repor J8ar. b......uDl,4 by 4edWltlDg estimated Slpell!e (including intel'tllt) from rental value. 



TABLI: n~Moatb)y reat.1 nlue: Number oJ ho"""''''';1I{J Jamiliu houi1l{J ho_ with 8peci./ied monthly rmlal.oI .... bY;7I<o,.., 1995-86
' 

[While famlilel tDclodinc InubsDd and .. lIe, botb native born- All occopetlonal crouPS and all famfly tn- comblDedJ 

Number 
B ............. .v:::.r, Number 01 b~1 famlUea reportiD&: monlhly reoLai value of-IomllitI 

of bome- month )' 

,""""" .... ownlne rent.a.l 
audrfmt- value of 

SU" ......... p". ....nod Gnder ... .. $10-114 
U- Nom'" non. , hom.' SO II.5-fll) -... S2H2II - ....... - ....... -... ....... .......,. 17 ..... .nd .v .. 

(I) (2) (') (') (0) (') (7) (8) (') (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (Ie) (17) (18) (UI) (.,) 

- -----
All famIUII. _ ••••••••..• _ ...... .... 2) ...... I .. 102 II. ". " . '" .... &11 m WI ... '38 187 112 --------------------------I---Relief famll .... _ •••••••. _ ~ ... 26. • 07.10 • 11 3' 38 .. 38 3' .. 8 8 • HooraU.1 fami, ... _______ 26,427 •. m .. ..... I • " 281 07 • "" 7ZI ... 811 ... ... ... 138 18' 112 ----. --------------16-'240. ___ .. ____ ._ •• ... .. ,. 26." , I • • • 13 • • ------- • , -------f2&)-ffw. ___ .0 __ ,_,_ OIl , .. .. 07.110 ------- , II .. .. .. 17 .. 13 1 • 1 1 ----or --.----,,;.1)-'74" ____________ 

~"'" '01 18 28." .. _-_." , 17 ., 
'8 II 31 07 :II • • • • • -------t760-SUIIII .• __________ 

~ ... ... 13 211.10 --_ .. -- • .. 28 .. .. 10 .. .. 13 II 3 ------- 1 -------'1,OJ)-11.240. ________ .. ". ... " 30.00 ._---_. 2 • .. .. " " .. 38 13 2f • ""'4' 2 "-"'i 1.2IIO-'I,4W, •••••••. ..... ... 17 ..70 ..... ,. , • .. .. •• 73 .. .. .. 31 , • l.dOO-lJ .74fL .... : •. , 2.~17 .. 1 IV 33.00 ....... ....... • .. .. •• •• .. &1 07 .. , . • • . ... -'j 1.700-II.M ......... ..... ... IV ..... ....... ....... ,. .. .. 01 '02 100 .. .. .. 11 • • OOO-I2.24~ ......... ... " ... .. ..... ....... ....... 3 ,. .. 71 .. 117 80 .. .. .. , 8 3 

~r·· .. ········· "~13 002 .. 38'. ....... ....... • I3 .. .. .. .. '" .. .. .. , , • a,m., .....•• 2,'63 , .. .. 41.10 .. , .... .... ". • I. as 110 " '38 117 " '" .. , . .. • ,fXI)...l3.4W .•••••••• 1,31& "" .. 43.70 ....... ....... . .... j . " " .. .. " 
., .. ,. .. " .. • • 1IOO-13.INIL ........ ... ... .. ".00 ....... ....... • • .. 28 31 .. 17 .. 31 .. 17 • tf.cm-S4.4W ••••••••• ... 18 • 87 "".10 ....... ....... ....... ""T 1 " • .. ,. .. 31 .. • 17 • tf.Ij(J')·S4,M ......... ... 11' .. ".80 ....... ....... ....... • • , , I3 II 28 " 

, 
" • t·OOO-17·• .. ·····•••• ... ... .. ..... ....... ..... -- ....... .. · .. ~r • 3 11 11 .. ,. 

3' 07 30 .. .. 
.1iIJ)-1U.lIIiU ......... '16 ., .. 14.3) ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... • a • , a " • 'IO,WJ and ov ...... lOll 87 .. W •• O ....... ....... ....... 1 .. ..... ....... ....... , 1 .. .... , • 3 2 • '8 

I loclud. onlr. tbole famlliel that did not change IIvlnl quartenl between the end of the report year and the date of interview. Families are claulfled as home-owniDI famili_ 
ar .. reollo. 'ami lei aocordln, &0 tbelr statUI at the date of Interview. 

I Hued on the Dumber of bome-ownlng and renting famllle8, column (2) • 
• Hued on .. t1mate made br bam. OWDeI' tor period 01 owumhip Ad occupanoy duriDI report year. A Ver&lOI are baaed Oil tbe Dumber otbome-owo1DI rammee, OOIUIDll (3). 



TABLII 13.-Monthl, rent: Number 01 renting lamili .. reporting epecijied monthly rent. by income. 1995-861 

[WhIts ramllles lnc1udlnr huaband and wife both native born- AIl occupational groups and aU ramUy types combined] 

Number 
Renting Number of renting ramIDes reporting monthly rent of-

orOOme- 'am_ 
owning Averafe Inoomecw. and month y U.- $"lO renting Wumber Per- rent· dor ... $10- $1 .. $20- .... ....... $3 .. .... .... ..... $S" $151<- .., .. 

and 
• amIlIeo contI .. SO ,1< $10 $2< ... $2< $30 ... $40 ... 1M .,. ... over 

(1) (2) (3) .(') (6) (6) (7) (.) (D) (1.) (11) (12) (13) (14) (111) (16) (11) (18) (to) (20) 

--------------------------------------
All ramlUel. ~. ______ ~_ 0_' _,_w_ ._. _"_._ ...... ·~161 7. $32." 2 ... 1,461 ~713 ~1" ~1I9ll 3.0811 3,4M 2,134 1, 272 1166 113. ... 372 a>' ------------- ----------Relief ramDles. _____ ."0 ____ • __ • _____ •• 2,6" 2,406 . , 18.10 ----i- III 1133 863 aDS 261 138 .. 23 • 3 • --406- --S72" --2iiif N onreUef tamllles. ________ • 0, _________ 26.<27 • U~, 766 7. a ... m ... 1 .... 1,791 2,331 2,9&1 3,408 2,111 1 .... 003 ... -----------------------------------------fO-.t249. _____________ ._._ •••• ____ .• ... '262 .. 30.30 ------ • 20 31 .6 ao 32 31 01 • 7 1\ • • 1 

~gg-----.-.------------------ &11 381 76 "90 ---or 16 6. ., 58 •• •• 36 10 • 8 • 1 ---or ._----~.o _____ ..................... I.'" 87. " 22." " 132 10. 1<2 11. 01 58 .. IS 10 & • ------..,.0 .. $991L •••••••••••.•••••••••••• 1 .... 1,619 87 22.7. ------ .. 26. 862 271 ... 1.0 1 .. •• " 10 11 • • Il,ClOO-$I,2f9. _________ ." ____ • ____ • 2. 778 2,3DS .. 26." ·---r 36 222 ... 367 380 ... ... 116 o. .. " 6 • 1 11,260-$1,499. _____________________ 
~ ... • 2, 238 88 ..... 10 11' 306 290 ". ... 87. 130 .. .. 2. • 1 1 11,600-$1,749 ______________________ 2,917 2,310 ., ".80 ____ A. I. .. 188 .. , 31 • 63' 637 "0 106 ., 10 0 6 1 '1,760-$1,999. ___ ."._. _____________ ~ ... 2,384 81 34.10 -._--- • .. 121 179 261 '" ... 363 173 .. o. 16 , 2 12,Il00-$2,249.: ________ • ___ • _____ ." '.<61 1 .... ,. 86.70 ----.- • 1. .. 88 188 297 630 3M 17. 101 6. 18 1. 3 S2,2S0--$2.499. _____________________ 1,913 1,411 .. 40.40 ------ 1 0 " 

., .. 188 283 .,. 186 ... 101 .. 10 , 
................................... 2,163 1 .... .. 42. .. ------ 1 • .. " .. U1 313 ... ... 166 ,., 36 27 6 S3,OClO-$3,499. _. ___ ._._ • _______ • ___ 1,316 ... .. .7.40 ------ ------ • 12 " 83 .. 1., 128 13 • II. '" .. .. 0 13.600-I3,99IL. _ • __ • ___ ._. _________ 833 ... .. 63.40 ------ ____ A. 

--.- -- a • 1 • 20 .0 .. .. .. II. .. .. 17 S4,()()C)-.I4,499. ____________________ • 
'0< a12 68 ..... -_.- .. ------ ---._- 1 1 0 1 22 '0 30 .. 68 .. .. 16 54,600-$4.999. ___________________ •• .. , 176 .. .. ... .~---- ------ ----i- 1 1 8 18 17 ,. 20 .. 21 31 0 ... ......" ......................... 6 .. "8 .. 7 •. a> . _---- ------ 1 

----2- • 2 11 22 23 

4~ I .. eo 104 .. S7.6()1)-f19,999 ______________________ 
116 68 .. 86.70 ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ • ------ 8 I. " 13 26 110,000 and over _____ • ____________ 109 12 .. , ..... ------ ------------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ • 3 • 16 .. 

Rent 
free • 

(21) 

--
7 • --
11 .. --
1\ 
10 
11 
7 

11 
3 
8 

------
----Ai 
----Ai 
--------------_._-
------
-----i 

I Includes only those tamil1eJl that did not chaoge Uving quarters between the end ot the report year and the date or Interview. Famll(es are claui1led 88 hom.e-ownJng tamWes 
or 81 rentwg ramlllea acoordinB' to tbelr status at the date ot IntervIew. 

I Based on the number ot home-owoing and renting tamllles, column (2) • 
• Rent EePQrted at date of intervlew_ A veragea are based on the Dumber or rentlog tamUlea In each cllW that reported monthly rent • 
• CODBistl ot tamUJes receiving rent as gUt. 
'In.cludea 1 family that did not Nport on monthly rent. 



T A8LB 14A.-A .. race montbl, rental nIne and a,erSle montbl, rent: Number of /wm&-owni,., and rtnling famm .. , averag. 
mtmthI.lI rental Palue, and average numthlll rent, by occupation. and income, 19!Jli-S8 I 

(White DODftlid famWet IDelDdiDg buabend ad wtle. bolh native bora: AD faDlDy types combined] 

0ecapdKma1 croup: Wap eamer Occupational poop: ClerlcaI OccupatlonalIfOUP! Bam- and professional 

Per'CE'utage of 
Nomberof 

Pneentage of Percentage of 
Sumllf'fof bome-owniDl A..,.,. bome-ownJ.ng Av ..... Nomberof home-owning A ...... ....... - /aDlWoo and renting JDOoUlly- - and renting IDOntb1,- - aDd ",DtIne monthlJ'-

1amUJoo' tamru.. • famllJeo' 

H ..... "',>I'nc H ..... Ren""" Dental Ren" H ...... Ren""" Home- Ren""" Rental Beot' Home--
Ren""" 

Home-
Ren""" 

Rental 
Ren" O1fOiD&' ... - va''''' ... - owning value • owning owning value ' 

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) (5) (7) (8) (8) (10) (11) (12) (13) (If) (15) (18) (17) (18) (I.) 

----------- - ------------------~ --- - ---------
AlIIJOllftlld 1am!Ues I ... .. .., t,'" 21 ,. .... 00 ~ 1,672 10.166 .. .. ...... ...... 1,'" U20 .. 7 • ...... ...... 
.......................... .. ... I. .. ,4.3" 20.'" 8 .. 10 .. 77.10 ".00 .. .. 21 ,. .. ... 28. .. ....,..17 .................. .. ... .. ffI ".20 "'.., 82 171 18 .. ... 10 ..... .. 1 .. .. 7f 3200 Z1. 10 
$7~_ .•••••• ______ ._ 1" ~m. I. 88 27." 21.'" 28 ... 7 .. 28.10 .. .., .. 17. 22 78 32.10 ".20 .',:tt', ............... 210 1,3% I' ffI 28.'" 23.20 7f .,. 11 8. ..... 28.20 78 337 1. 81 31.80 32." '1, I,M _____________ 24. 1,326 .. .. ".00 ... ,., 101 ·.87 I' ffI ..... 30." 87 233 27 73 ".80 3300 '1.fffl-t1.7fV __________ •. 278 1,'" 18 82 30.'" 28. .. I .. 820 1. .. ".80 82.40 88 "" 22 78 ".30 ... .., 
SI,7f1O-SI ,WL._. ____ •••• 301 1,122 .1 ,. 31.70 31.00 188 ffI2 I. M ... ,., 38.30 .. .7. 18 82 ... .., 37." 
12,(ffl-.2.4W .•••••••••••• ... 1, 24~ 211 71 " . .., ".40 370 1,333 22 78 37." 39.10 183 743 18 82 42.70 43.30 
l2.fI.l()-.2.(I{IG •••••••.••••• 200 ... 3. .. 37.'" 87.10 ... ... .. 87 41.60 48.30 177 f.., 28 72 45.00 .. .., 
sa.( ........... """ ............. 321 .211 .. .. ".20 41.00 33. ... .. .. 4800 ..... 387 ... 28 72 61.30 ..... 
16.000 aDd over ••••• _ •••• .. .. .. 31 ... .. ..... .., 1111 .. Of 01.20 86.30 229 ... .. .. 77." 82.10 

I Inclol1M 001, tb.oee famillea tbat did Dot change IIvlnl' quarters between tbe end of tbe report ,ear and the date ot Interview. Families are cJBIIIIOad as bome-owlllog tamlliea 
or u renting famlllelll.COOl'dinjE to thtlr 11&tl1l at the date at Interview. 

I 888f>d on tbe number of home-ownhlR' and renting famlliealn tbe respective oooupational groups. 
I Buedon mJ.ma.l.e made b:r home owner lar periodot ownenhip and oooupancy during the report year. Averapa are baled on the number of bome-ownlnl' lamIlIea 81 ot end of 

"POrt year. 
• Rent 811 reported at date at Interview. Avencee in tblJ oolunan are bBIed. on the number of I'amIllea reporting monthl' mnt, including tamUlei rec:eivlng rent 81 glft, the amount 

of.bleb iuattmated by tbe family. 
• Of tbe lamillea claMl~ In tJ:l,!, (lCCUpatkmal BfooP UNo plnfnJly employed members," 616 did not change tbelr living quarters between the end of the report year and tbe date 

rIIlntervic.. 01 tbe latter group, 239 famliitla, or 46 percent, were oWDiDg lamilleB. Tbelr averaa:e monthly rental value was $37.W. The remaining '117 lamU1ea, or Sf peroont, were 
renting tllmlllel. Their averqe mootbly rent W88 saU.50. 

• Jnclu4cw 1 famU:r lbat did not repoJ1 OD IDOnthly rent. 



TABLE 14:B.-A.verage monthly rental value and average monthly rent: Number oJ home-owning and renting /amili6l, average ~ 
monthly rental value, and average monthly rent, by family type and income, 1986-86 1 S! 

[White nonrelJef (amiUea Including hUiband and wHe both native born' An ocoupotlonal groups combined] . 
FamDy type I Family tYJ181 II and III Family types IV and V 

Percentage or Percentoge of Percentage or 
Number of bom&oownlng Average Number of home-ownlng Average Number of bome-ownlng Average 

Income eta. famUl8il and rentIng montbly- famID. a.nd renting monthly- families aod renting ml)oth1y-
fBlOUinl families I lammel l 

Bom .. ,",n~ Home- Rent- Rental Rent' Bome- ,",n~ Borne- ,",n~ Rental Ront' Borne- Rent. Home- Rent- Rental Rent' 0 ...... ing ....... ing value' owning Ing Owning ing volue I owning Ing owning Ing volue I 

(I) (2) (3) (4) (') (II) (7) (.) (.) (10) (II) (12) (13) (I<) (16) (") (17) (I.) (I.) 

---------I- ------------ --------- - ------------------
Ali Donreliel WnW8I __ .. I .... I·· ... ,. 

I~ ....10 ... ... ... 1,116 I. .. $39,40 ~ ~ ... 4.873 •• M ta9.40 131.30 

......................... 7' 20' :n 71 ".00 27.'" 20 189 10 00 ".20 :M.'" 61 143 30 76 27.00 ".80 S6OO-S74St ___ ••••••••. _. __ 7. 'NT .. 7. .. ... ".00 20 34' 7 D3 83.4.0 21.00 '0 160 31 69 27.00 24.10 
17110-.................... 6. ... II •• ao,10 :M.36 0' 63' , 

'" ,..,., 20.30 108 aoo 20 74 28'0 ..... 
,I,OOO-,I,24IL .. ......... .. 720 1\ •• 32.80 ,..,., 67 ... , 

'" 29.4.0 ..... '77 .,. 71 73 DO." 28 .. 
.1,260-.1.4.99 ............. III 663 I< 86 a~ .. 80.10 loa "0 10 .. 32,00 71.20 187 ... 30 76 32.10 ,. ... 
.J.lilO-tl,14.9 ......... .... 169 OM " 86 • a70 31.00 '" 921 • 91 34.20 80,4.0 ... 636 " 67 33,4.0 81. 60 
Ik~m ............. fI1 ." \3 87 34.00 ".30 169 ... 11 .. 34., )0 34.00 ". ... 36 76 86,00 34..10 

4.99 .. _ .......... 169 ... 17 .. 38.'0 ..... 206 I, 'r17 I< 86 87.80 89,4.0 .69 83' .. 04 87.10 87,60 
12,600-t2.999_~ •..•.••.••• 106 ... .. 76 4.1. go ".70 134 '" .. 77 .. , .. 4.3.70 36' ". .. " 41.40 ..... ... _,m ............. 1:1) ... 21 ,. 61.20 61. :II '38 610 21 ,. 61. 80 6600 ... ." .. .. 46.80 66," $&,OOOandovet .......... .. 137 21 ,. 81.80 76,00 3. '66 ,. ., 76.00 '8.00 1 .. 189 .. .. 71.40 84,36 



PamDy &JPNI VI and VU 

Peroentap 01 borne 

I ........... N tIDlber of familltll ..... 1lI1D11_ A nrap 1DODCbIy-
tam"""" 

H...,.. - Hom .. -... _tal _.-... - -- val .. , 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (0) (8) (7) 

AD DODnIJeI ramWel .. """ ... II •• .. 7f ...... ral.oo -...................... • .. 17 .. .. .. 21.30 
IIJJ0-t74i ••••...• ·•· .••...... 12 fI1 ,. .. ... .. ..... .,....-.................... " , .. • go .... ..... 
'J,(J(t)-tI.~._ ••••••.••••••. .. ... 14 .. ..... ".30 I'·,....'· ... ················· .. "'" 13 87 3<30 ..... 

J.S»-fI.74IJ .•..•.••••••••••• " 21. 21 711 31.40 ., ... 
,1.7S,...I.WIiI •.••..•.•••.••••• fI1 ... .. 7' 32.311 31.70 
11,cr0-t2. .... _ •........••••• 'OIl ." ,. 71 34311 ".111 
t2.f«}-.2.WIiI __ ._ ............ 71 ... .. •• 8870 aIJ.3J 
ta.l'm-t4.M .•••••••......... "' 14. .. .. ..... 61.80 
l6.OOOaDd~_ ...... _ ..... ., 31 .. .. 7L30 fI1." 

PamlI:r &ypea VIII and otber 

....... -.r b ..... 
N amber of CamJl1et owDiDg BOd 110_ 

tam"""" 

Hom .. -... Homo- -... ownJng OWDIng 

(8) (9) (10) (11) 

377 . .. .. " • 7 .. .. • " 3' .. • '7 .. 7f 

" •• .. .. .. .. 37 .. .. ., .. .. .. • • .. .7 
6. .. 47 03 .. .. •• .. 

123 "6 •• .. 
SO SO OIl OIl 

A venae mooUaiT-

Rental _.-
val .. -

(12) (13) 

...... $37.110 

17. t50 .3.4 • ..... .. ... 
31.70 ..... 
30." .. .. ..... 30." 
".OII 30." 
311.30 31.70 
33." ".111 ..... ... .. 
41.00 4270 ..... 78." 

Ul c: 
is: 

11lIcludee only thoee tamlll. tbAt dId not ebange JIving quartenl betWeeD the end of tbe report year and tbe dace of Incervlew. FamJUea are clasaIfLed III bome-oWDIDg families ~ 
or lUI Rlnting famlllNacrordJog 10 tbelrlltatWlat tbe dateo(lnt.erview. ..... 

I Hued on tbe Dumber 01 bom&-ownlq and renting famill .. In tbe respective family types. . 
I Hued oa8lt1mate made by home 0WDeI' I« period. 01 ow.oenbip aod occupancy dorm, tbe reJoOTt :rear. A vwape are hued on the number of hODJeoOwolng tamnle8 88 of end of 

nporty.r • 
• Rent sa I"8J)oJIUd .& date of Interrlltr. A.,.... In thII column an baaed on tbe nomber of familiae reporting IDOn&hly flnt,incJud.Ing famllJel receiving rent .. gift, the amoan& 

or"bk:h l.animated by the ramlly. 
'lDeludell ramu, of t"" VI .bIeb did DOt report on monthl,. nm&. 



156 FAMILY INCOME IN CHICAGO 

TABLE lli.-Type or lIv10g quarter., Numb .. and percentage of owning families 
occupying specijilld typ .. of living quarter_, by income, 1985-86 ' 

[White tamllies lnclndlng husband and wife, both native born: All occupational groups and aD family 
types combined] 

Number or owning tlllllllie!!l oa:apyfng-

Nom· 2-famUy Dwell· .... 01 '·lamIIy bouse bo_ A_.buUdIng lug 
Income class owning unit in IBml· 

U .. • 
boo· Other 

no- At- Side .. a.taml- 4-tami- 5-ramJ- .'" 
tach"" ....... by d....., Iy Iy Iyor hntld-

side more In. 
(1) (2) (3) (') (S) (.) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) 

Nombeo-

All famDles.. ____________ 
~ ... 4,IM '03 11 1,196 161 47 108 91 • ----------------------------Relief fBIDDles __________ .. , 198 • .. • 1 ----iiJ8-Nonreliaf tamlllas. _____ ~61' .. WI .. 11 

~ 
, .. .. ., • 

$0-$249. ____________ .. .. 1 • ------i- 3 , 
$250-$499. __________ 

'" .. • ----i- .. • • • ------$500-$'749. __________ ,., "' • " 11 1 2 7 ------17...-......... __ ... 146 • --._-- .7 • • • • ------11,000-$1,249 __ --- --- 380 267 • ---Ali 73 17 1 • 13 ------1,250-11,499 ________ ... ... I. "' " • • .. ------$1,600-$1,749.. ______ 541 391 I. 1 113 8 • • • $1,7.50-11,099 ________ ... <DO 12 • "" 13 • • • I 
$2.CXIO-$2, 2f9... _____ ... <DO 7 ------ "' n 1 • 7 ------$2,260-$2,499... _____ 

"'" 330 • .. 8 1 • 3 -.----$2,.500-$2, 99IL ______ m 617 13 1 161 ,. • 11 8 I 
S3,OO')-S3,499 ________ ... 331 7 1 7' 8 • ,. • , 
$3,li(X}-$3,999 ________ ... ... • 1 .. 12 8 I. , -----i $4,IXlO--$4,4-9IL ______ 182 137 • ------ .. • 1 • 3 
$f,5!X)-.$4,99lL ______ n. 80 3 ------ 21 • • • -------- '-'---$5,000-$7,4-99 ________ Z18 179 • ------ ., I. 1 n 0 ._----17._ .... ________ 47 .. 1 ------ • I 3 ------$10,000 and over ____ 37 .. -------- 1 • I -------- • I .. ----

P ...... 

AllfamWes ____________ 
100 70 • (') 20 3 1 0 • (~ ----------------------------RelIe1famUIO.'!L. ________ lOll 77 • --i>j-- I. 0 ('>, ------i- ------i-Nonrellef families ______ lOll 70 • 20 • (~ ----------------------------$0-1249 _____________ roo .7 0 ------ 23 7 -------- ------2- 7 • $250-$0199 ___________ 
lOll .. 3 --f,,-- 28 7 • 3 ------$500-$749 ___________ 100 .. • .. • (0) I • ------$7ti0-$999 ___________ 
lOll .. • ._---- '" • • • • ------$I,QOO..-$l,249 ________ lOll 71 I --if 20 • !:l , • ------$1,260-$1,499 ________ lOll .. • .. • I 3 ------$1,.500-$1,749 ________ 100 7. • .. 0 • I I --i.,--$1,760-$1.999.. ______ 100 71 2 21 • I I I 

12,(l(X)-I2,~9 ________ 100 74 I ------ 21 • (~ I I ------$2,2M)-$2.4119 ________ 100 7. 2 --if 1. 0 (0) I I ------$2,61)1)-$2,999 ________ 100 71 2 21 2 1 0 I !~ $3,00')-13,499 ________ 100 73 • 18 2 (~ • • S3,liOO-$3,999 ________ 100 72 I 17 • I • I --i.,--$f,(X0-$4,499 ________ 100 76 1 ------ ,. • (~ • • $4,600-$4,999 ________ 100 61 0 ------ 18 8 • 8 -------- ------$6,(l(X)..$7 ,499 ________ 100 7' 2 ------ 13 • (') • I ------$7,500-$0,999 ________ lOll 77 • 18 2 • -------- ------$10,000 IUld over ____ 100 70 -------- • • 3 -------- I. 8 ------
I Includes only thoae families that did not change Hvlng quarters between the end of the report 1ear and 

the date of InWrview. 
10.5 percent or lem. 
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TABLE l8.-Type of living quarter .. Number and percentage oj reming Jamili6ll 
o~pying .pecijied tliPu 0/ living quarter., by income, 1935-36 1 

[White famlliea lnc1udlnK husband and wife, both native born: .All OOOI1patioDaJ. gr'OUpsud all famIl7 typeI 
oomblned) 

NUIIlber of rentlns tamDles oocuP7iDg-

N=· 2-ramlly Dwell-"'" 0' l-tamU.,. hoose Apartment bulldlng 
IDoome (11811 reDtlng b ..... In. 

hunl· unit in 
l10s I b...t· Other 

Do- At-- Bide .. .. tam!. 6-raml· Maml- n ... 
taob04 _04 ,\'J. decker Iy Iy 1yor build· 

m ... Ing 

(1) (') (a) (I) (0) (6) (7) (a) (9) (10) (U) 

Nnmbor 

AU 1'nmJ.1j0l •• ________ .o 22, 161 2,411 1,. 80 ~ .... 2, 219 1,131 .. "'" ". 179 ----------------_.---------Rollef ramIllO!'l. _________ ..... 27. ,. 10 a .. '25 180 ... 134 .. 
N onroUo( IamJUOI •• _ ._. 19,766 ,,139 100 .. ..... 1 .... 961 ..... ... 168 --------------10-$240._. ____ • _____ ... .. 0 1 79 .. , 107 11 1 
~,. ........... 387 .. a 1 127 .. .. ", . .. • • "9. _____ ---_. a" .. 0 • ,.. .. .. ". .. U 
f1lJ() ...... 91lIL. _._. _____ 1,81D 140 11 • ... 184 117 ... .. .. 
11,(KIO--$l,:H9 ••• _-- -- 2..98 ,.. .. 8 717 231 , .. 8" 11< '11 

1.m-t.1.491t. ____ .. _ 0.'" 
.,. 11 " ... 196 U8 ... '" U 11,Il00-•• ,74o ______ • - 2,378 m U 0 ... 181 , .. 1,039 74 .. 

1,7110-$1,909. ___ •••• ..... '74 .. a ... 178 .. 1,126 .. .. 
12,0J0-$'l.:H9. __ ._. __ 1 .... ... 10 , , .. 1" .. ... .. 0 
=.l6O-$2 ... 9Il. •••..•. 1,411 100 0 • ... , 132 .. ... as 8 

,r.00-$2, 9119 •••••••• ],430 100 10 0 "8 129 .. 726 .. 6 
,IllO--$3,-tlllt •••.. '. 11M 110 I • 179 101 " ... 10 7 

I:'l,~,ggg ••••.••. ... .. 1 1 100 II! • ... • 1 
St,ooo-If.4U11 ••••... , '" 

,. ........ .. -... M 01 • 163 • ..-._. t, ....... · ........... 176 1. ""--i' ,._ ... .. .. 0 81 , 1 
.(I(l()-$7 .4U11 ••••.. ,. '" .. .. _." ., 82 • 2&1 • , 

17 ,li(X)-$U,gYlt ••••.•• 68 1 """i' ' ... ' . • 14 ........ .. ........ 
. .. ". $10,000 and over ••.. Tl 8 1 1 a .... -... ,. _.'-"" 

........ 
All famllllll ••••••..... , 100 11 P) (» ., 10 0 .. • 1 

RIlII"t ftunlllll8 ••. , .. , " 100 11 1 1 so 1--;; 8 .. • , 
Nonrelilll fBmllilll •...•. 100 11 (') (') .. 10 0 .. • 1 

f-----J --
$1)-$240, ••••• _., •••• 100 • ~! 81 10 • .. , 

(0) , 
$2..'\I.I--$4IMJ ••••••••••• 100 10 , 38 11 1 .. 0 
t,.'\I.JI}..$i49 ........... 100 11 1 1 80 U 7 81 • • , tto-$1lII9 •• , , ••••••• 100 • 1 ~!1 

.. U 7 .. • • r .. 141.' .......... 100 11 ~! , 80 10 • .. 0 , 
1.~1.4W ........ 100 10 .. • 0 41 • 1 
1 •• 'ltllt:11,74U .• _ .... 100 11 

~) 
., 8 0 .. • , 

1,7/1( I,WIL ... __ • 100 l' ~! 
27 , , ., • P) 

f2,t~.1'4\l __ ...... 100 l' .. • • .. • P) 

i·"'I-$'.!·· .......... tOO 11 .. • • .. • 1 .. ~:::t: ............. 100 11 1 .. • , 01 I (') 
• tll .4119. __ .... • 100 10 

rol 
II .. , .. 1 1 

.1\tJ:1-$:1.11OO ...•.•• • 100 • .. I • I .. I (0) 

~.tID-$4"""'" . · 100 10 ........ ...... 18 1. I .. 1 "'--j 
• /I(ll--$4.\IlIU ....... • 100 u .. ·~i .. · ...... to .. I .. I 
~.1m-ti7 .400 ••••.••• 100 • ...... I' 10 1 .. 1 1 
• ,'It~.UYO •.••.•• · 100 10 ...... j. "--j' • II .._.-... .. ..---- .. ""'8 SlIJ,llllaud OV'Ol' .... 100 11 1 11 .. --.... .. ........ 

I lnaludl'lll onlr, thOM famlll. Ulal did Dol cbaqe Uviq Quuta'I bet.ween &.be end of tbe report )'eIII' 
and lba datil' or ntl\C'vlow • 

• O.61KR01l' or lea. 



TABLJI 17o-1IIembera of boua.hold not In aeonomle 'amUy. Numb ... ollamili .. having p ........ in I"" howehold w"" were nol memb.... _ 
of the economic family, and averags numb". oj .veA non/amily mClmber" by incoms, 1986-88 ~ 

'White 'amlll8llncludlng hUiband and wile, both native born" All occupational groups and all family tyP8I combined) 

Number ot tam.tIu. havlnr In the bOUll!hold Dontamlly members 01 
.pecLfted type I Average Dumber or DODramuy members of .peclfled type I 

Oooupy1ag rooms on Donttan· 
llent boal, 

Num-

Incomeelul beror 
ADY 80DB lJoard- Tour-ram· aDd n .. non- c!sugb· . Other Room- a" lita and OU8l18 Iamlly .... room· el"lwi}h Paid without tran-

Dl8lDber room- 81'1 with on' help room .Ientl 
Ingand .... d bo",d 
bOard-

I .. 
(11 C21 (8) 

(') (0) (B) m (8) (') (10) 

Ali tamUleI •••••• ___ • ____ •••• ___ • 2B. 616 8,972 ... ,.. 'M ,.. .. • 2.018 
ReUet famllll!ll _____ • __ . _. __ •••• __ • ---;;m- ---uo • -as ------..---. --"-2.i,' ·-----2- .. Noorelld tamWs _______ • _______ • ".8O"l ~'22 '0/ '60 ... 731 1 .... ............................... -----;ru ----.. ._-_._g- --. --. I -----.. -.. _----- " 1250-$400 _______ • _____________ ... to 13 17 • ------i- -------- II $hOO-f1t9 ________ ._. __ •• ______ 

1.083 1211 IB .. at • ---_._.- 'B " ............................ 1.806 103 " 04 .. B 1 -------- O. 'I,OOl-SJ.249 __________ ._ ••••• U:I) 8O"l 211 72 80 " • ._------ 1M '1,250-11,4W _______ • ___ • _____ am 3M ., 
'" .. " • ._------ 1113 f;1.1500-'I,749 _________________ 2,904. .20 " 80 " " I -------- 1113 11.71iO-I1,90!1 _________________ aoo. .. , ., so 33 'B • ---_._-- 240 12.()(X}-$2,249 _________________ ~ ... ,M '" " .. .. • ·-----r 198 .2,:z:.o....t2,tW. _____________ • __ 1,941 '211 \0 " '" 113 • 180 t2.5OO-fi2,DW ••• __ ••••••• _ •••• am . .. 10 89 ., 

" 1 -------- "" 13,1llO-13,4W _____ ••• ___ • _____ 1,339 '42 " 
., \0 68 I -------- 132 aa,lIOO-$3,lXI9 _____ ._ ••• _ • _____ ... 182 • 13 13 6' ·----·r ----_._- 104 S4,OJO-S4,t90. _. ___________ ••• .98 1:1) • 10 • B' -----.-. 60 

~.-..................... ... 80 1 II • 32 -._----- . __ ._--- ao ,OOD-S7 .tW ___ • __ • _. _______ • ... I'" • " • .., . -._---- 81 .1500-19.999_. _ •• ___ • __ ._. __ • liB .. ------.- • I .. ---.. _-. -.--.--j-
22 '10,(11) and over •...• _________ 111 113 _._--._- 1 -_ .. _--- 113 _._-._-- ---_._-- ., 

Oocupylog rooms on 
81ent basla 

Dontran· 

All SOUl 
nOD- aDd 

family dallKb· Other ROOW~ mom· te" roomen enwit Paid .... room· with ou' bolp 
Inland bo",d board 
board-

ID. 
(11) (12) (13) (14) (16) 

---------------
O. , I.' 1.0 I.' 0.' 
. 0 --.-. •• 1.0 --.. -., I.. 1.0 U •• --.-B 

-'-T2-
--.. - --.-, r> 

1.0 1.0 1.3 •• 1.0 I.' 1.0 1.6 ., ., I.' 1.0 1 •• .6 ., 1.' 1.0 I.S ., . , '-' .0 '-' •• . , 1.. 1.0 I.' .B 
.B I .• 1.0 I. B •• .B I .• I .• 1 .• •• .6 1.0 •• I .• . , 
.6 1 .• 1.0 1.3 .B ., I .• I.' ••• ., ., 1.3 I.' ••• .8 ., 1.1 '-' U •• •• (01 1.0 '.0 •• •• .0 1.0 1.0 .0 
.8 ........ ., (0) 1.0 

1.1 -------- (0) -------- '-' 

Board· 
era 

without 
,oom 

(IB) 

---
1.0 

---oro· 
._------
---{.)'-

(0) 

•• .B 
(0) 

•• I .• 
u 

f:l 
---(.-)--
----_.-. 
_._----. .... _------_._--

Tour-

"', aDd 
tmn-
.Ienti 

(11) 

---
..J:L 
'--{-y--
. __ ._---
-----.-. ---.----
"-0"" -----_.-----_._--_. __ ._-
-----_.----c-r--
--------_._--.--
-------. ----_._-
--------
---{'-i--
--_.-... 

Gueato 

(18) 

---
0.' 

--.3 

• •• •• • • • • • • • • 2 • 2 
2 • : 1 

.1 , 
I Excludes D amaU number of tamllll!ll which bod nonramily memberlln the houaebold but which did not report the duration of their membership. 
t A vorages In each coJUIon ore based on the oolT1Wlpondlng counts 01 tbB.Dl~I~~ In columns (3) through (to). The oumber of nonlilmlly members la expressed In terma of year-

equivalent peRODI. Thla tIgure II computed lor each famlly by dlvldlnl Y tllCl toW number of weeki otresldeoce 10 the houaehold lor all noomemben of tbe economic family . 
• A vor8les DOl oompulecl for fower tbau a C8881. 
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TABLB 18~Age of bOlband. and wive.: N""wer ., htubando and .. ""wer ./ 
. wivu, bu age and family income, 1936-86 

[White famUl8llinaiudiog busbaDd and wile, both native born: All OOCIlpatiOnal grouP! and all tamll:y typu 
oomblned.) 

Number with 8168 of-

"am"'" Fnmlly looomo clBM reporting 
Under 7S ... ' ,... .. 80-3. <0-4. ...... ...... ...... 71>-7< and 20 ..... 

(I) (2) (3) (.) (') (') (1) (3) (.) (10) (11) 

Hmbandl 

All famUlelt __ •••••••••• 28,lIIO 7 • ,821 0,671 8, 110 ~ ... I,IUi ... 8«) 227 
Peroeot ••••• ___ •••. _ ••• 100.0 (9 16.' .... .... J4-' ~ ... J.' ••• 
Rellol famlllal .••••• ____ 2, 718 • .28 847 841 ... ., 74 .. 33 
NoDJ'1lllel famillea. ___ ." 28.197 • 8,893 ~ ... 7,269 S,6VS 

1. "" 
... ... 104 ---------------------------.b49. ____________ 

801 -----or .. 73 77 40 28 77 17 • 12li£l-..I490 ___________ ." 7. 128 160 .. .. .. 16 " $1i(11)-1749 ___________ 
I. "" 

___ A_Oj' 222 3 .. 270 140 M •• ., 12 1760-$999. __________ 
1,896 ... "" ... '" .7 .. 28 ,. 

11'(IO()-,tl'249.------- ~ ... 1 ••• ... ... 8«) 11'1 .. .. .. 
l,2.~ ... 1.4QL ______ ~ 73' ----APr ." 1.006 .58 283 .. .. .. ,. 

II.&OO-til, 74IL. _____ ~ ... ... 1,136 m 87< 80 67 28 1. Sl,760-.1,900 _______ • ~ .. , 1 ." 1,137 • 41 ., . 108 .. , . 1. 12.00()-$2.:H9 _____ • __ ~ ... ----- ... • 83 1 .... ". 3., 73 B1 ,. 13 
$2,:lllO-$2,"oo. __ • _ •• _ I, !Nil --_. __ .. 16' 716 ... "3 70 SO ,. • $2.600--$2,099 •••• __ •• 2.172 _.-_._-- 166 ... '68 • 00 .. .. .. " :::.000-$3 .• w ........ 1.339 _.--._-- .. 377 ... ... sa .0 14 13 

,lIOO-$3.000 ••• ____ • ... -- .. ---- ., 3M ... 166 .. '" 11 10 
$4.QO()-...... OO. __ ••••• ... ------.. • 0 , .. 166 100 81 17 • 3 
$4 .1KlO-$4 ,000 __ • __ •• _ m .--.. --. • 58 ". " '0 I. 11 1 
$,ft,OO()--$7 ,400 ••• __ • __ ... --_ .. _-- ,. 158 231 '" .. .. 17 • 17 .................... 116 _ .. __ .. - • .. .. .. I • • • 1 
'10.000 lUld over •.•• m .. ---._. 8 JIll .. .. • • 1 • 

WI ... 

An flUnUlII._ .......... ...... !31 7 .... ..... .. ... a. 118 730 841 160 .. 
PlII"OODt •••••• __ •• __ •••• UXJ.O ••• .. .. S! .• .... IO.~ ... I.' ~ ••• --- ~ RllIlIeffMnIllM_ •••• ___ •• 2, 713 B1 720 8M ... .. .. 17 ,. 
Nonrellel JamllI ••• ____ 116,'" 100 ..... 8,711 .. ,93 ~ ... 67 • ... 143 73 ---------------------------_ .............. 801 1 68 81 66 41 .. 18 • • $2.'10 ........ 99_ •••••••••• Gil • 11. 14. 13, .. .. JIll 7 • t ...... ,,·· .... ·· .. ·· 1.083 10 671 ... ... ,.. .. .. I • • 6/H11W ........... 1."" .. 737 ... ... 160 .. .. • • 1,000000001,:HO. __ ... __ U20 .. ... 661 600 2M 58 .. 10 " l,ltI()-$l.4UO ........ ~786 13 ... . .. ... ... .. .. ,. • UOO ..... 1.740 ........ ~ ... • OS. 1.036 ... ... .. 40 12 • 1.760-$1,999_ ....... ~ ... • '" I, lOtI '''' ... .. '11 1. • • 00"0--$2.:HO •••••. _. UOO • ... I,~ ... ... .. .. , • $:l.:J.'IO-ti2 ... W ....... _ 1,!NiO • 3" ... ... .. JIll • • 1;2,ND-$'J.PIJIt ..... _ •• ~172 ........ 330 770 ... . " .. .. " • S3,tn}--$a ... IK ......... 

1. "" -""'r 210 .. , .... 210 .. .. I • • $3,.~.m .. __ .... so. 130 .., 2M 12' .. 11 • • l!'OO)--$4."W"." ... ... _ ....... .. 16 • 170 70 .. 11 1 1 
,!JI.Xl--$4.m •• __ •• _ • ... ........ .. .. ... .. 14 • • 1 

$.~.oco-t7 .4W ..... ___ ... ........ " 
,.., 197 IS. .. ,. • • t;.~,UW ..... ___ '" . .. _-- .. " " 37 .. • • 1 ......... 

110.000 IUld 0' ........ 111 '--'-'" • .. .. .. • • 1 -- .... 

I Rl0ludes & busbands and \1 wives wbo did not report IP-
• 0.0& peroeul or I ... 
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TABU It.-Report year: Number and "..~ dioIribution oj ja'lllilia by 
daU oj end oj,.port yoor, by occupation, 191J6-86 

(Wbite(8IIlilleII iDcludinglmsbllod and wife, both .. tift born: AJlfamJly typesoamhlDed) 

N onreIfel' famJUes lD apedJled ocmpatlonallfUQps 

BosinMII 8bd. pmr-doDal 

Date of end 01 All Rlillef ..-...., ram- ram- AH -_. ........ iliea Hies AH 
w_ e...,... b .... • ........- .... o.b-

aDd Bmi· .... r ... Bmi· = .-.... -.... ...... ... ...... 
(1) (2) (3) (') (5) (8) (7) (8) (II) (10) (11) (12) 

NlPllba'otfamllial 

All da&es.. _____ 
28.515 2,713 ...... 1~"'" 7 .... .. n. 2,200 . .. UD ~ ... ... 

Dec.. 31. 1~ ___ 4.510 403 4,107 1.763 UK ~ ... ... 118 ... 211 105 1:&11.31,193lL ____ 728 '" "'" '14 • 92 .36 54 " 28 .. 1 • Feb. 29, lG'38.. ___ ..... ... ..... 2,333 1,.181 ... IS Tl 205 "., lOS Mar. 31.1936 ____ ..... 8Tl .. m Ul9 ... 832 218 5 • ... ... ... 
t/:, .... ,,"".--- ..... ... 4,"" ..... ~ ... 1,.017 "'" .. 288 ?S1 ,. 

ay 31, 193f!1. ___ .. .,. 528 ..... 2,.65 ~ .... ~087 .,. .. 296 m .. Jone 30, IV36.. __ 2,165 ••• 2,018 "" ... ... 174 3D "" , .. 38 July 31, 1936. ____ ~ ... .. 1.023 37' 33. 295 .. 28 .. .. 22 Aug.8I,I938 ____ ... 18 41 • "8 ... fI1 3D • 32 23 12 SepL :so. 1936 ____ ... II 233 82 76 ,. .. • .. .. 2 Oct. 31. 1936... ____ 132 20 112 .. as .. 8 • .0 • 2 
Nov. 30, tIl3CL __ n 11 52 37 • •• 7 ------- • • 2 

......... 
AH dateL __ • ___ • 1001 100 100 100 .00 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Dec.. 31, 193.5-__ 1. 15 1. .. •• 17 .. 22 17 " 
,., 

Jan. 31, 1936 _____ • 2 3 • 2 • • 3 2 • • Feb. 29, 1936 ____ 17 22 17 20 15 •• .8 .. 13 1. 20 
:Mar. 31, llilM ____ 12 " 12 13 12 11 10 10 12 .. 11 tr.; ... 1930. ___ 17 17 17 17 1. 1. 17 .. 1. 17 1. 

ay31.1938 ____ •• , . ,. 18 21 ,. ,. .8 .. ,. 17 
lune:so. 1938-_ 8 • • 7 • • 8 8 • '0 7 
July 81, 1936.. ____ • 2 • • • • • • • • • Aug. 31, 1936. ___ 2 • • • • • 2 1 • • • Sept. 3D. 19:ML __ • • 1 1 1 1 1 1 • 2 Pl Oct:.. 31. lli13G _____ (') 1 {:l (') (') (') (') 1 • (') (. 
Nov. ao.1936 ____ (') (') (') (') (') (') ------- (') (') (') 

I J'amilfe9 cIa.s!Ilfted In the occapaUoaalpoap "No piDfDlJ;y emploJBd .D:8IlberL" 
• 0.6 pnenL or Jess. 
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SECTION C. INCOMPLETE NATIVE WHITE, FOREIGN BORN 
. WHITE, AND NEGRO FAMILIES, AND FAMILIES 

OF OTHER COLOR 

Number of Families Scheduled, Sources of Income, Principal and 
Supplementary Earners, Rent Qr' Rental Value, According to 
Family Income, Occupational Group, and Family Type 

The distribution of families by income, color and nativity group, 
occupa~onal group, and family type as shown in tables 1-3 of this 
section represents the number of families which furnished the informa
tion as indicated. The remaining tables in this section present data 
on family income, earners, and housing for native white incomplete, 
foreign born, and Negro families, and families of other color. B&
cause the data in these tables for each color and nativity group 
are based on a sample of different size, no valid combinations of 
the data can be made without applying weights shown in the explana
tory note of section A. 

CONTENTS ..... 
TULS 1. COLO. AND NATIVI'l"T GBOUPS BY INCOllB: Number of families 

scheduled of specified oolor and nativity, by income, 1935-36_ 162 
2. OCCUPATIONAL GBOlJP8: Number of families of specified occu-

pational groups, by color and nativity. and income, 1935-36__ 163 
3. FAMILY TTPU: Number of families of specified types, by color 

and nativity, and income, 1935-36_______________________ 164 
4. SOUBCBS OJ' FAMILY INcoulI: Number of families receiving in-

come from specified sources and average amount of such in-
come, by color and nativity, and income, 1935-36___________ 165 

6. PIUNCIPAL EARNII.: Number and average yearly earnings of 
principeJ earners, classified B8 husbands, wives, and others, 
with ""BeD of employment of principal earners; by color and 
nativity, and income, 1935--36 _____________________ .______ 167 

8. NWBU OJ' EARNBItS IN FAMILY: Number of families with spec
ified number of individual earn .... &_ number and 
average earnings of supplementary earnenJ, and average earn
inga of family from supplementary earners, by color and 
nativity .. and income, 1935-36~ ____ ~______________________ 169 -

7. AVEBAOB MONTHLY RBNTAL VALtrB AND AVBBA.GB MONTHLY 

RBHT: Number of home--owning and renting families. average 
monthly rental value. and average monthly rent, by oolor 
and nativity, and income, 1935--36 _______________ • __ • __ .__ 171 
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TABU 1.-COlor and nativity group. II, Ineome: NumlH:r .'lamilUa tcIIeduled 
01 ap<eified color atld ftGtioity, by i-. 19fJ5-S6 1 

Wbl .. N .... 

Native Foreign bam Othtr 
C .... In .... - "'''''. All 

Com- In .... - All c.... lDoom- ..... p .... 
p ..... p .... ..... p .... 

(1) (') (3) (f) (0) (6) (7) (3) (9) (10) 

ReHer aDd DOIlfel1eI famil.iIIII' 

Alllamllloo _________________ ...... .... ~423 ..... ... ~'" &11 .... til 
1D_GtO ______________________ 

~ .35 13. 3 •• .77 . .. 252 .. ... • 1250-$49D __________________ 
',m 82 3110 ... ... .30 ,. 110 I. $SOI)-$749 __________________ 
I,m .. ... ... 120 258 190 '" 11 17 ____________________ 
~ .37 .CD ,.. f82 III 1111 157 .. 18 • 1.~1.3f,V ________________ a ... '12 ... 532 113 Iff .20 .. • Sl.25O-$l.499. _______________ 
~783 87 021 ... 75 85 .. 17 f h.5(JI)..$l,749. _______________ au •• 87 ... .., 81 50 .. • • 11,750-$1.9118. _______________ 
&00II 8' ... "B .. .. '" • 12.()(J()-I2.:H9. _______________ ...... .. ... ... .. 32 .. • • 12.250-$2.491L _______________ 
~ ... '" ... 21. 35 •• •• 3 12.500-12.999. _ • _____________ 
2.174 50 ... ... .. .2 •• • 13.00tl-$3.,f99 ________________ 
~340 .. .85 .&1 22 • 8 -------- ".----- -S3..5OO-G.9111L _______________ ... .. II' .02 17 • 2 14.(0)-$4,499 ______________ ... II 03 54 • • 2 -.------ ____ A_A. 

S4,li()()-.$4,,999 ______________ ... I. 25 20 • I • $5,(1(1)-$7,4118 _______ • ______ ... .. .. .. 8 -------- ------ .. -------- --------17 ,tJOO-.I8. _________________ liB • • 8 ------- - -------- -------- --------1100em aDd. OVS' ___________ m f • f I -------- -------- -------- --------

NomelieI(arnilles 

AlIIaml1loo _________________ ...... ... ~,.. 3,'" 800 60S ... In •• 
----------------------- .01 51 1 .. ,. 50 21 • l' I 125O-$4:1IIit ____________________ 

521 '1 2 •• 140 ,. '" .. 38 3 S5OO--$i'4D ____________________ I, CI!3 82 32S Z!7 II! .. 54 42 3 $7.5O-t:1l11i1O ____________________ 
~ ... .. 51 • ... .. 133 102 .. 13 $l.IXI>--II.J49 ________________ U20 106 fill 501 106 126 lOS '1 • $l,2SO--lI,40IL _______________ 1738 87 "" 531 72 n '" 

,. I 11,500--&1.749 ________________ ..... 87 "" "" 
,. .. " • 2 1l.7:iO--11.1KIIL _______________ ~ ... 81 ... ." .. 38 36 • ... 1ID-I2. ... _____________ ,,500 .. "'" ... .. .. 25 • • 12.250-$2,4911. _______________ 

l,9U '" ... 21 • 35 I. l' I ............. _------------ 2, 172 50 ... ... os I. 8 • $3.(01)-$3. 499 ________________ 
U3. .. 185 163 .. 7 7 -------- -------i $3..500-II,9951 _______________ ... I • II' 102 17 1 1 ... 0»-14. ___________________ ... II os 54 • 2 2 -------- --------U.®-l4.9118_._ _____________ ... I. .. 20 • 1 I -------- ------- -S5,cm--r; .499 _______________ ... I. SI .. 8 -------- ---------17.s:D-IU.9119 ______________ liB I 8 8 ------i- -------- -------- -------- --------110.000 aDd OVS' ____________ m • • f -------- -------- -------- --------

I Bee tbe introduetory note to II!Ctlon A rer the sile of tbe samples repnrsen&ed.lD this and sobseqom& 
tables. A famlly is classiftedas native if botb husband and wiftl are native born (or, in the ease of an tnoom.
ple1e family. U the bead. is native born): otherwise,. tbe family is classifled as roreign born_ A. family is 
das5ifted as .. complete family U it lDdudM both bosbaDd and wife; &'!I an iDeomplete family U it does DOC 
include both husband and wife.. Single iDdiridual householders an iDcblded in tbe iDcom~ ramilies.. 
See Glossary ror (urther de8nitkmL 

J See sect100 B tables (or tabular aDaIysIs of oative white comp)ete families. 
I Complete r.m.wes ~~ types combJ:Ded) and incomplete fam..ilie8.. 
f Relief fIuDWeI an accordin&: to lbeIr iDcome. .b.icb. acludes dinct n1W reeelved In cash 01' ......... 
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TABLE 2.-OCCUPBtloDBI group", Numb ... 01 Jamiliu 01 .pecijioa occupational 
. group., by color and natiuity, and income, 1936-88 I 

Occupational group 

BusJnea and professloml 

InOOD18 claII 

AU w ... Clarl- Allbu- Independent Salaried Olber' earner .. 1 .In", 
and 

prores- Bust· ""' .... Bust· "",,.,. 
alonal .... alonal "'" .1onaI 

(I) (2) (2) (') (6) (') ('I) (8) (9) (10) 

NlIotlve white incomplete famillea • 

All tamWu ___________ ._._._ ... '" 312 2n '09 " 18 '" 1 .. 
RoUer families ______ •• __ ._." ". --.. - --,,- • --.- ·----ii- -----ii- , --67-
NonrollellamW88 _______ ••• _ 8<. 220 "" ,." ,0< .. '22 

10-$400. ____ •••••••••• _ •• 102 --.. --,,---,,- 16 ------i- --.- -----.. 
~"9 ___ . _________ . __ .. .. ,. 21 16 1 3 16 

r.~------.--.----.- " ., 26 22 16 2 , 3 16 
I.()()()-$I ,349 ••• ___ •••••• '06 " .. 23 17 , ---.-._ . • 16 

t,26O-$!·4.00 •.• - - -.-.- •. 87 .. •• " I. , 3 • ,!'JOO-.I,I, 7"9 ••• _________ " " " 17 • • , 8 • 1,700-$1,999. _. _. __ ••• __ 61 " 26 17 • .... -... , 10 • $2,()()()...S2,4I\l9. __ ••••••• _. 82 22 ,. '8 • ---A-Ai" s 11 ,. 
$2,1100--'2.9011 .• _____ ._. __ . 50 12 24 '8 7 , 8 , 
P,00()-$4,OOD. _ ••••• _ .. _. n 12 .. " • 2 7 11 • $6,000 and over ___ ••• _._ " • • 11 2 • • • , 

Foreign born white fBmill8.'l t 

All famllles _____ • __ ._ •. _____ S,423 ..... ••• . .. 7<lO .. .. "8 427 
R{\llef fnmlUos __ • _. _____ • ___ ---;;00 ----m- .. --.. - --.. 

I-
m

-.:-

-'--'M- " ". Nonrollol fomW05_ •••• __ •• __ 4,763 2,671 ~ '13 .71 ~ ZI7 
$0-$400 _____________ • ___ •• ---m- ---mr 12 --.. - --,,- -----m 
$MIJ--$74D __ ••• ___ ..•• ____ S .. '80 3. 62 .7 "--"-' • 47 
S761l-$tIIlIL. ____ ••• __ • _ ... _ ." '31 .. 'OIl " 

, ··----i· 8 21 
11,000-$1,349 •. ___ ••••• __ 607 '" 8' .. 79 2 7 '" 11,2&41,400. - .--.--- •• - IIOS '" 07 87 78 , • • • 1,[,00-$1,749 •• ___ ..• ____ ... 7 , .. "8 88 7' .-.--... - , 

" • 11,760-$1,009. _. _ •• _. _ .•• 400 '" '00 OS .. • 20 • $2,(X0-$2.400 •• _ •. ______ • .,. ... '62 12' 72 • " 28 • I2,MIO--$2.9OD _____ ••• _ ••• 3<. m OS 72 .. 8 • " • 13,(l(I()-$t.9IJ9 ___ ._ •• __ • __ 39. '66 '00 117 58 11 " .. . __ .---j 
'-6.000 and over ____ •• ___ • .. " 21 .. 11 7 7 • 

Negro families 4 

AU flmUlu •• ___ •• _ •••••• __ • 1,231 837 ,. 137 SO • • .. , .. 
R"Ii"tftunIllM .•.. _ .. __ ••. _ • ... ---... --,- -----..- --,,- "-'--6' 

--10- -m 
Nonrallef hwlllle.s._ •••••• __ • ... ... 50 '07 7S • 20 '9 

~Ol'---. ____________ ._ -----..----.. - • --.. --'-I ._---_ .. --,- S --'-I 
:0.00--$749 •••. __ •• __ ••• _._ .. 7. , 

" 13 _ .. _ .... .... _ ... • • 
~~----- .. -.----.- '33 '03 8 20 18 , , • l,oon·$I,lHQ_ ••• ____ •• _. ,:16 '03 9 " 8 , , • .. __ ._-j 
1.2.~I.'09 •••••••••••• 71 '" • • S ....... - "-"-j' 

, 
1.r-.r.0-4I,7411 ••• _ ••• _ •• __ .. S7 • • S _ ..... -- , .... -._-
1.7M-$1.999 ••••••.••••• .. .. 7 7 • , , • · .. 0-"-
.()(I()..$2.400 •••• _._ •• _ •• .. .. 12 7 • , ........ • -_ .. ----.flIO-S2.(JI}\) ••• _ ...... __ 10 • • • I , '-"--r • ... _----

$3.()O()--$I.Y99_ •• __ •• _ •• __ • " • • • • , 1 ... _-·0. 
$6,000 and. over. __ ._._._ ........ .. _ .. _ .. ........ . _ ..... - ..... ---

Families or other color 4 

All famllles •• _______ • __ • __ •• .. .. • 8 • ________ 1 ' 1 • • R"UlllffllmIllM. __ •• _ ........ ---;;---.. - ------------. 
Nonrellef r.mUIes_ •••• ____ •• .. 3D •·· .. ·iI- -····-i- ---'--i' :::::::: ·····T '---"j' 

, A tunny" (lIUlifted 1M nll.U ... Uboth husband and wife an !lative bon:I (or. in tbeCMtotlt.D.looomDlete 
famllr. U ,be bead Is nll.,lve bClrn): otherwise, ,be fuully Is classUle.d..., fonIlgn born. A famUr Is class1W 
.., al'lOm(lllll'e r.mUy If It Includes both hu.~band and wife; u lID. :lDoomplele flunll7lf It does DOt Include 
both bu.~band and wife. s..IIOSW'y for rUnbe.r dlllOnltions. 

• Families cla$$lftfld la tbe oooupathmallfOUP "No piDtullJ" emplo)'8d members." 
• Seel'OlUmD (3) of table 1 oa p. 1M. 
• Compte&' amW. (all t.mu, LJpes aombb:&td) ad lIMlom.plete famWes. 
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TABLa 3.-Famlly type.: Number ollamili .. 01 ap«ijim tllP", btl color and 
nativity, and income, 1996-80 1 

Complete famllioa of typo t-

In....,. aIass All vm 
All 1 11 m IV V VI vn and 

other 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (0) (0) ("I) (8) (9) (10) (11) 

Foreign born white tamillea 

AlIramllles______________ 5,423 ~433 8'.U 433 U7 1,230 rm 229 7J11 486 
-----------1-

ReIJettBmillu___________ 660 470 94 36 37 86 77 a9 60 42 
NonrelleUami1les_______ 4. 763 ,~ 730 ~ 880 1,144 tlOO 190 2Z1 ~ 

so-ttOO______________ 341 216 lOS 13 16 61 14 f I) 6 
$600-$749. _____ •• ___ • 32li 231 79 21 23 63 16 12 8 16 
$7~S99{L__________ 515 t26 gg 67 46 109 M ZI 17 16 
• 1.~$1,249--------- 607 501 106 70 60 128 liB a9 20 2:1 
'l,2lJO.-tl,499 ______ .__ 603 631 98 84 &9 l29 81 71 32 31 
11,600-$1,149.________ 637 "SO 71 oM 46 134 66 30 'rl 31 
St.7M-Sl,m.________ 460 414 69 46 38 123 &2 21 30 36 
S2,()()()-$2,499.________ 678 495 liS .u "" 162 71 18 3l 68 
$2,600-$2.999_________ 346 288 13 13 20 114 42 8 23 Sli 
$3,OOJ--$4,W9.________ 392 339 21 17 17 111 42 3 28 100 
$6.000 and OYCr._____ M 57 8 2 2 20 Ii 1 IS 14 

Negro famlUes 

Inrom-

/:.'t 
Ues 

(l2) 

... 
100 ... 
126 
88 .. 

106 
7' 
78 
.0 
78 .. 
53 
7 

AlllamWea.._____________ 1,231 831 2D6 (1(1 41 1'10 64 43 61 54 400 
---- 1-

ReUetramIlfes___________ 566 338 94 39 23 62 29 19 S8 34 228 
Nonrellet.famlll08________ 66li 493 002 lil 24 108 36 :u 29 20 172 

10-$499 ______________ 
$5(0--$749 ____________ 

"...-............ :1,00)-$1,240 _________ 
1,2llO-$I,49D _________ 

11,600-$1,749 _________ 
II, 7ro-$l,999. ________ 
S2,1m-$2.490 _________ 
S2,600-$2,D9(L _______ 
S3,(l()()-$4,D99 _________ 
S6,OOOand ovw ______ 

All fam.Wss _____________ _ 

ReHer ramW08 __________ _ 
Nonrellel famllJes _______ _ 

---
88 

" 133 
126 
71 
f. 
38 .. 
10 
11 

--------

.. 
28 
to 

---.. .. 
102 
100 .. .. .. 
.0 • 11 

--------

.. 
26 
3ll 

--
27 
ZI .. ., .. ,. 
11 
10 
1 • ------

8 

2 • 

----------• ----4- 0 1 ----i-7 11 ----g-13 • " 8 
8 7 .. 7 • • • 16 8 • 8 • 7 • 1 
f ----fi 12 • ------• 10 • ------------ ------ S 2 ------------ 1 f ------ ------------ ------

FamUles of other color 

7 

2 • 
8 f • 

• • 
9 

• 3 

--
1 
f • 8 
f 

------• • 1 
------

• 
• • 

---
------i-
--------f 

f 
f • --------3 

--------

11 

• • 

---
53 .. 
81 
21 
18 • • • • --------

10 

• • 
I A famDy Is classlflcd as Dative U both husband and wire are native born (or. In tho CB90 of an Incomplete 

famOy, it the bead. Is native born); otherwise, the family Is clIWifled as foreign. born. A famUy Is classmoo 
88 a oomoletefemily If it IncludM both husband and wife; as an incomplote family U it does not include boul 
husband" and wile. See glossary lor furthor definltioDs. 

J For deD.n.itloD8 of family typos, soo 100tnote:J 01 table 3. section A. all p. 112. 
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TABLB j.-Soureel or 'amO, lneome: Number of /amiliu reeewang income 
from .peeified Bourcu and aNrtJqe amount 0/ auch income, by color and fI4liPity, 
and income, 19S5-!J6 I 

Nombar of Dunllies receiviDg- A ...... '--

MODey tn- NODDlOD9Y Inooma Moneym- Non· 
Num· comelrom- /rom- oomeb'Om- mODlly 

lnooma cl811 her 01 income 
laml· Own", Toto! "om 
II" 

Other family Other owned 
""""'" bome o."""", 

Eam· (""". ~. J-' -, _me 
E .... CpooI· bom. 

BS and ...... Uvoor voor pay Ingo' Uva or rent as ...... n .... n .... pay' tlva)t tlve) • live)7 

(I) CO) (3) (0) (6) (0) (7) (8) (U) (10) (II) 

Native wblte inoomplete famUl8I 

All DOJ1feUeffamlU_ ... _._ ... ... .,. 287 2M .. SI,US Sl,MI 3310 ... 
to-t2"9_ ... _ .• _ ........... _ •• 6' .. II 12 '0 0 II" '" 17 .. 
~\lIL .. __ •• __ ._._ .•• .. 36 16 .. .. I 370 210 6' 97 
• ,r,OO-S749 ........ _ ... __ . _______ .. .. .. .. .. , 1123 .... ... .. 
t76O--$1J11O ...•••••••.••••• .. .. .. .. .. S 367 "" ... .. 
Sl,1XlO-f,1 ,:WO ________ ••••• 100 " .. .. '" • 1,126 86"l ... .. 
r'2.~l. 4119 ....... _ ... _ ... 0- 8' .. SO .. SO 3 I,'" 1,128 141 .. 

1,&O()...$I,74U •• _ .... _ •••••• 87 .. .. .. .. I 1,608 1,381 160 .. 
1,711(h$1,\I{I\L •• _______ .... _ 01 " 10 16 16 ---or ','" ~ ... ... .. 

$2.006-$2,249 ••• _________ . .. .. 14 10 0 ,,'00 I,m ... .. 
S2,26O-I2,4W .• __ . __ •••.•• 87 81 16 12 12 I .. "" 1,784 ... 118 
$2.1\00--$2.1:1\19 _____________ .. .. '8 .. .. 

-~---- ,,"0 .. m 236 '" ta.~.41N.--.--------- .. S • 12 I. I. ------ ,,100 .. m 517 1" S3.500--$3.M __ •.• ________ .. 13 • • • ------ 8,'" .... I ... I .. 
$4.()(){)--t4.4{lQ ____ ••• ______ II " 0 • 6 -----. 4,'62 4,025 83 I" 
$4.ti()()-$.t.\I\19-- ___________ 10 10 0 I I ----2- 4,731 4,'" 00 38 
~.Q00-$7 •• \l9 __ • __________ .. '3 3 • 3 ~'07 ~ ... ... ... 

.1I()().-I9,1IYO------------. I I ------r I I ------ 0) CO) --i,"i9i- (") '111 $IO,UOOaad over _________ • • • 2 ----.. ...... 10,628 

J"oreIp bora wlUte tamWes' 

All DODrelIef famlUea _ • _. ','" 4.481 I,'" ..... 1,981 III II,ea 11,5M 1'18 "" ---------- ---
~Q--.-.----- .. --.-- ". so .. 52 01 I 101 47 18 .. 
~IML ____ • ___ .. _. __ . ... 120 128 120 I" • ". I., 108 n 
$.'>00--$749._ ••• _. ____ • _ .• _ .26 "'" 130 108 1 .. • ... .. , , .. .. 
t7l>O-4m ......•... , •.... '" .. , 13< Il • 166 • 8,. '" .. .. 
:I.DOO--$I.~Q ••••• -_ •.•... "'" ... 16' '17 2" 6 1,120 ~ ... .. 52 

1.2."IO--$1.4W .. -.-- •••••• _ ... ... , .. 010 20' • 1.361 1,260 .. .. 
$1,llt)O-$I,74\L_. _____ •. __ '" .... 1 138 211 ... 0 U .. ~'" .. .. 
SI.7t.O--tl.9W .••.••. _. _ •• _ .'" .M 122 ... '00 10 I,'" ~722 IrI ,. 
$2,(JO(I-$:l. :HIt. ___ • _ ••••.•• 8211 ." 00 ". ... 0 I, )17 UM 77 .. 
S:l,2.0;,0..,s;:.4W_ •• __ . ___ • _ •• .. , ... ., 105 .. • .. ..,. 3,'" 67 77 
S2,50(}-,$2. \W_._ ••••••• ___ ... ... 107 18' 177 • ,,701 I, 513 01 100 
$3.ooo--I3.4W. _ .. _ •••• _ ••. , .. , .. .. ., .. I 8,'" .. ." 10' III 
f.l.lIO()--.$3.U\IIJ •• __ -- •••• _._ 110 110 2O eo .. , .. ,.. 8,"" .. 111 
Jt,Ot»-$4.4W_. __ • ___ . ____ .. .. .. .. 8! -_._.- .. 22' .. .. , I,. 108 
$-I.~,\J\lY __ ._. ___ •• __ • .. .. 0 16 16 ------ 4,700 .. ... 168 1<7 t......-;, .... · ...... ··_ .. · .. .. .. .. .. ----r ~, .. ~ ... ... '84 ,.61.)[).tII.\N9. ____ ••• __ ••• 8 , 0 • 8 "268 ',"" ..... ... 
$lo,OUO IUId over. ___ ..• __ • 6 • • • ---_.- I~"" 10,368 I,'" .. 
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TABLE 4-.-Sources of ramU., Income: Number oj families rece;mng income 
from specified sources and alJerage G1'1IOUnt oj I'U.Ch. income, by color and natiflity, 
and income, 19S5-36-Continued 

Number of tamU1es receivtng- A .......... 

Money in- Nonmoney income Money tn- NOD-
Nom- com.lrOm- from- cometrom- money 

Income class "" .! income 
!"""- Other Owned Total Other from 

"" ....... home _'y ..""'" owned 
Eom- \pool- Aoy (pool- Rent income Ean>- (pool- bome .. on_ 
m., t ..... "",,.. tI ..... p.y In .. tlve or rent .. ..... n .... ...... 

ttve) tin) tI .. ) p.y 

(1) (2) (3) (') (5) (0) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) 

Negro ramrnes t 

AD DODreller famIUes. ___ ... ... 9' 83 76 7 $1, 12ft $1,061 S52 $23 
-------f-----;" $()..$24,9. _________________ 

21 " • • 1 15' 115 17 22 $250-4< .. ________________ 
67 ., 9 , • 1 '7' 827 37 9 _49 ________________ .. 92 • 9 • 1 623 ,.. 20 13 ..,....----------------- 133 131 " 18 1. 2 857 792 38 37 

$l,OOG-$l,24SL ___________ 126 126 10 11 10 1 1,110 1.078 1. " $1.250-$1,499 _____________ 71 70 • • , 1 I .... ~289 50 7 
Sl,/lOO-$l, 749 _____________ .. .. 9 , , ._---- 1,612 ~531 63 18 
$1,750-$1,999. ____________ 38 .. • 8 • ____ A. 1,839 "IS .. .. 12.Il00-42.249 _____________ 

26 26 • 2 2 -_.".- 2,128 2,020 93 " 12,260-$2,499. ____________ 
18 18 8 • • --_.-- ..... .. "" 206 72 $2,50()-f2,999. ____________ 
10 10 • • • ------ ..... ..... 183 93 S3,OOIJ-$3,499. ____________ 7 7 2 3 3 ------ ~197 2,"" 199 140 

$3,S0G-$3,9IKL ____________ I I ------3- ------2- ------2- ------ (OJ 
1" ---{-,--- --------S4,0CJ()-.$4,499 _____________ 2 2 ------ !:l oJ rJ $4,500-$4,999 _____________ 

1 I 1 1 1 ------ (0) (oJ oJ Sli,()()(h$7 ,498 _____________ -------- -------- -----_ .. ------ -------- -------- -------- --------$1,05(J()-t9,999 _____________ 
110.000 and over _________ ------- ------

Families of other color • 

All nonrelIef famllies ____ '"I '0 I 'I 21 1 1 1 I $1, 168 1 $1, 131 I $16 1 
$15 

• Oomplete tamDlos (aU family types combined) IlDd incomplete families • 
• Averages Dot computed for fewer than 3 mses. 
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TABLB i.-Principal earner.: Number and averag, yearly earning' of principal 
,earner" clas8ified aI huabanda, wiveB, and other., with weeks oj employment of 
principal Barner.; by color and nativity, and income, 1936-86 1 

Number ot prlncIpal eamem A .... A varapeamlngs or priDclpalearnen ~ 
age 

weekll 

Num· Bus- Wives Olb ... of em· Bus· WI ... Olb ... 
berot bands or re- ploy- bands or (e-Inoome ollS! or moot 0' rami- mal. mal. ot mal. mal. 
II ... Alii h .... h ..... Plln- AU h ..... h ..... 

ot F .. ot F .. or fBmI· Male mal. clpal or taml· Mal. mal. 
'am.!- ...... taml· 
II .. 11 .. .... 0 .. II .. 

(I) (') (3) (') (') (') (1) (8) (.) (.0) (11) ('2) ('3) 

Native white incomplete tamllles 

All nonreUef ram-
.68 11,_ $1,62'1 $1,074 $1,862 $1,18'11 Waa. ___ • _______ • '48 08. • 08 ... '78 .. ------ ------r--ua ------................... " 18 • • • • .. (0) .48 '3' .30 

$2M)-$IDD •••• __ •••• " .. , .0 0 • •• 811 2M 38. 800 OS • 
$.500-$749. __ . _. _ ••• .. 08 11 os S 11 40 ". , .. ... .., 391 
1760-$999 •.• ___ •••• .. .. • .. to 1 • .. ... 718 'Zl Wi 1188 
1I,I,)()()-II,2tO_._ ••• 100 .. 16 .. IS .. .. ... "" 97Q 871 .,.. 

1,2M-$I,499._ ••. _ ., 81 13 1. 20 29 .. 1,080 1,09< 1, llO 1,031 " "" $1,600-11,7"9. ____ • ., 81 16 17 '¥1 " .. 1,290 1,626 I,m 1,1M 1,267 
SI.7l1O-$I ,999. _ •. _. 61 .. " 17 ,. 14 " 1,437 ',644 1,038 1 .... 1,140 
c,00I}-$2,249. - --_ • .. " 8 , 

" 12 .. 1,696 1,870 l,lil3 1.630 1,70.0 
,261}-$2,409. _.0_. 37 " • 1. S , 

" 1,682 ,,003 1,426 1,611 1 .... 
$2,MJ()-.$2.YIIIL •• __ .. .. .. , 

1£ 1. .. 1,859 ,,008 1,767 1.1162 1,64-7 
:.::,000-$3.'''' ...... .. 82 1. 8 • " 1,981 2,1" .. ". 1,6013 '/868 ,Il00-13,999. __ ._. " 18 • 8 • • .. ".23 (0) ..... ..... 0) 

:: ,<044, ......... 11 11 • 1 1 • .. ,,''¥1 ..... !:! 
(0) '(,," 

,ltOO-$4.99IL •• _. 10 ,. • 1 • • .. .. ... (0) ,,780 0) 
$l'I,lID-$7,499. _____ " 18 • 1 • • .. ~ ... .. ... 3,071 2,1123 
l7.ltOO-lD,999 .•• ___ 1 1 ---·-i" 1 ------ ------ (0) (0) --e-,-- (0) ---(.)-- ------IIO,OOOaud oYer ___ , , ------- • ------ .. ..... " .. ',-- ------

PoreIgn born wblte ramlU ... 

All nonrellar tam· mel _____________ 
4,768 ','" 1,188 lt1'7 ... ... ,. '1,202 $1,387 1800 SI,l68 .... ------------------------10-$249. ______ 0_' 

'" .. ,. • • , .. , .. 136 129 ". ... 
$:lM4491L ______ I. '1' 114 ,. 17 • I. ss 81. S .. ". ". 29 • $.-.00-47-111 ________ •• . '" ... , .. .. .. .. 29 ... ... ,., ... ... r- ...... · 61' .. , ... so .. 51 .. '" 78' ... 679 "8 I,ooo-$Utll. __ .. _ 1107 ." 43' .. 76 .. , . 00< 1,015 71. . ,. ... 
I.~I."W_._._. 600 611' '" 16 71 .. .. I, lal 1,188 ... ... 86' 
1,600-$1,1411 .•• _ •• .37 ... 891 18 67 .. " 1,267 '.837 1,I2<fo I .... 931 ifM-$!,W9- ----- ,OO eM ... • " so " 1,468 1,1534 1,092 1. Zl3 1.1" , ,()(l)-$2,24U. ___ •• .211 .U Zl3 , os .. " 1,6S1I I, T.i2 l,lM 1, Zl8 1,211 

,2."A)-$2,4W. _____ :H' ... 1M • .. " " 1,637 '. "" 1,248 1 .... 1 .... 
t·OOO-$2,m ...... .40 ... ... 8 7< .. " 1,7OS 1,870 I, t39 1 .... 1,246 

3.00.H3.4W •••••• 1 .. '" '" • .. 14 .. 1 .... .... " (0) 1,'" 1 .... ::.r.r0-$3,IIIlII ...... 11" m .. • .. 8 .. UI8 0."" ..... 1. ilS 1,751 
,lO)-.$4.fW •• ____ os 113 .. -.. ---- I. 8 " 0."" .. ... .-._._ . .. ... I,OM 

$4,.'11.10-$4 ,\llW •••• _. " .. 13 ----'r • a .. ..... 8,140 --c.-)-' .. ... 1,510 
..... 001)-.$7.499 ••• _ •• " ., .. 11 • •• ~ .. , 3,6" 2,476 '1o? :$7.61.'l>--tU,W9. __ ••• 8 , • --.-". 1 1 .. ',m ..... ------- (oJ 
$10.000 and ov •••• • • • --.-._- -.'._- ...... .. ~ ... ~ ... ' .... _- -'.-.-- -.-._-

1 A ramu)' is clQ.!lSllled as native 11 both husband and wU. are native born (or, in the CUI 01 an Ineompteg 
tamu)", U U1G hM.lIls naUn bom); otherwise. tbe family is classJ.fi«l as foreign born. A famlly is classi1I.ed 
-U a oomploto flunll)' U It Includes both busbaDd and wife; as an wcomplete family U It does DOt include both 
bWlhnnd lWd wife. tlee It~OSS8I'y for rurther defl.n1t1ons. 

I Tho total number of principal GArners ItI\'6llln oo)nmn (3) is equivalent to the total number 01 tamDles 
h!l."lug lndh'ldul\l I)Ul'n8rS!,.. siuee a fllllll.lr can ba,', only one principal earner. The difteren08 between tbe 
toll\b! In ooIunu., (~) IUld \.1) is expl&inllO by tbe rnet that column (:'1), number ollt.m.ll1es. 1n.cludes CUIS 10 
wbleb nonG of tho ramUy Income W8.'I anrlbutable to Individual earners . 

• A \'"e"'iU ill tllb ooh1111n are bued OIl the number 01 prtnclllBl ewnen nportiDa weeks 01 emoloYmeDt. 
to A \~ In UUllIeOUon 01 \.be &ab~ aN bued aD lbe COI'I'IIIpondina OOIlnbi 01 prioclpal euuers In Columoa 

(3) tbnl\lJb ('l). 
a l'\lmplllte wnUleIII (all ramo,. trpM eomblned) aDd ~ ramw... 
-A V"'"'PI not (lODlpUted.or hlw. Ulan a OUIB, 

'''021- 19 11 
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TABLB i.-Principal earners: Number and average yearly earning. oj principal 
earner.!, classified as hU8bandB, wives, and others, with wuks of employment 0/ 
principal earnerSj by color aM nativity, and income, J935-38-Continued 

Number of prlnclpal eamera Aver- Average earnlnp o(prlnclpal earners ... 
weeks 

Num- Bus- Wives Olb ... olem- Bus-
hero: ban"" or I .. ploy- ban"" 

Income class lamI· or maJe ment or 
mBl. 01 mBl. Hos All hoods b .... prIu. All h"", 01 Fo-01 (aml- MBlo malo ";pal 01 
lamI· Hos "",. raml-
H" on Hos 

(1) (2) (» (') (6) (6) (7) (S) (0) (10) 

Negro ramD1es' 

An nonrellel ram-wes.. ____________ ... 626 C70 .. •• .. 00 "''' .... ----$l}-$249 ____________ ., 13 • 7 ------ 2 32 lS. 1<4 $2liO-$499 __________ 
• 7 .. 30 '" 2 2 .. ... ... $.500-$749 __________ .. 00 .2 27 • • " ... ST7 " ................. 133 124 100 " • • 00 757 785 

Sl,OOQ-$I,249. _____ 126 124 "" 12 • • 51 ... ... 
$1,250-$1,499. _____ n 7. 58 1 • • 51 1. <EO 1.124 
$1,600-$1,749. _____ .. .. " • • ------ 51 1.205 1,249 
$1,760-$1,999 _______ 38 38 33 ------- • 2 51 1,410 1.474 1:2.00H2,249. _____ .. .. '" ----or • 1 '" 1. "'" 1 .... 12,250-$2,499 ______ I. 18 " • ------ 00 1.1i81J 1,601 
$2,500-$2,99IL _____ I. I. 7 ------- • ------ 51 1,846 1,941 S3,Q00-$3,499 ______ 7 7 • 1 1 ------ .. 1.037 2,"" S3,IiOO-$3,999 ______ 1 1 1 ------- ----i- ------

!=l r> r) S4,IXIO-$4,499 ______ • 2 1 OJ .) 
$4,liO()-$4,999 ______ I 1 1 (0) .) 
$S,Q00-$7,499 ______ 
$7,/lOO-$9,999: _____ 
$10.000 and OVer' ___ ------- ------ ------- ------- ------ ------ ------- ------- -------

FBm.fHos oC other color • 

All nonrellef Cam- .. I .. I .. I ·1 ·1 ,1 .. I,,· ... 1"··,, 1 We8.. ____________ 

I Complete fmnllies (all Camlly types oomblned) and incomplete ramIlle9 • 
• Av8rap8 Dot oomputed. for Cewer than 8 casea. 

Wives 0 ..... 
or re-
mBlo 
h .... 

ol F ... 
(ami· MBI. mBlo 
H .. 

(11) (12) (13) 

.. 26 $1,011 $5110 
------

161 --(-)-- (0) ... (0) ... "" 
.,. 

". 81. ... ... .,. 780 

~:! 001 "'" 1,017 --(.)--------- 1,128 

--(-5-- 1 .... (0) 
l,M3 --------(-r- I.'" ------(OJ ------------- "(0'" ------

------- ------- ------

(0) 1·'·~31 (0) 
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TAJILB 8~Number or earnera In family: Number ollamil;" with Ipeciji<d 
number 0/ individual earner., averaq8 number and average eaming. 0/ 8U'PPJ,e... . menta,." earner., and Q,lJeragB earning. 0/ family from 8upplBmentary eamer,. by 
color and nativity, and income, 19!J6-88 I 

Number or famUles with specl~ P ....... Bupplemen- A .... .... number of individual with more ...,. """'" A ..... age 
"""en than ODe 

age eam-
Nurn- ..... - in~ 
baroC .an", .. lnt;S of .. . -.,.- lam-

..... n_ 
A ..... supple- from orramllies m .. p= with any Num-n=ber 

men- soppi&o 
Any One Two T_ O\" .... men-

m..-e individual 
"'" PO' """"", ...,. """'" , Iamll.' .... , .... 

(1) (a) (8) (f) (0) (0) ('I) (8) (.) (10) (11) (1a) 

Native white Incomplete famUIM 

AU DOnrellaf famUlel ... 66' ... ,., 88 ,. .. ... .... " .. ..,. 
-------- ---------

to-$240. ____ •••.. _ .. 61 ,. " f "--r -_._-- m f _22 .. • t:2o'\O-I499 •••••... 0' .. ,. f ._---- • _ .. .. '0 
$.'lOO-$74IiL •••• ______ .. .. .. • .... _- ------ 8 • -'" (.) • 
r----------

.. .. .. • -"'j" .. _--- • • ... ... " I,OOD-II,240 ___ ._ •• _ 'OIl SO .. " ------ 22 :II ... 818 .. 
1,2.'IO-$1 .... 9!L •• ___ • 8' 8' .. " • 8' ., .as ... '07 
1,Il00-$1,74.9. __ .. ___ 87 . , .. .. , 1 .. 31 .38 .,. ''''' 1,7r.o-t.l,009 •• __ . ___ . , .. 81 17 7 

____ ow .. 81 .,. .,. 24 • 
,1J»-$2,24{L_. ____ . .0 <1 ., 18 1 ------ .. 15 . .. 700 "'" ,2.'i0-$2,499 ______ ._ 37 81 ,. 11 f ----if .. , . .01 .. , ... 

S2,500-$2,99IL _____ • M .. .. :II • 0' .. .711 ,,. .77 
$3,006-$3,499 __ • _____ s. .. 1l " • , .. .. .Ql 938 , .. 
t3,MlO-$3,UOO ______ . ,. 18 • 7 1 , 

II! 
12 ..... 1,157 .. , 

S,(Xl)...$4,49U-- ---- -- 11 11 ----j- • • f .. "00 ... , .... 
,I\OO--$4,OI'KL. __ ••• _ '0 

,. • 8 • " u. 1,168 ',636 
,D00-S7,400 __ •• __ •. " 18 , • 1 • 20 1. .. 1,<02 ..00II 

"._. IlIIL ____ •• , , 
----j- ----r ----_. , • (.) I.'" (.) 

110.000 BIld over __ ._ • f -.---- , • L"" 2,"" 8, 876 

Foreign born whIte families' 

All DonreUerramlll1ll '.'" 4,424 .... 7 1,132 .. 1 , .. .. ..... ..'" IS" $3" -- ---10--$240 .• ___________ 

'''' .. .. f ----j- ------ 12 f .12 61 • lii'''"''''- .--------- :lIS 114 .. 17 ---or '7 11 .'8 ., • MlO-$749 ____ • __ •• __ 
S'" .," ". .. • " 61 .,. ". .. r- 0 .. .. , 303 711 " 

, ,. m ... "10 " 1,000-$1,249 •• ___ . __ 007 68' "" '00 ,. • .. ,. . _26 238 .. 
1 ,2NJ-.$l, 499_. _. ___ • ... .., 

"" , .. .. • .. ... ... 240 '33 
1.1\0)-.1,749 •••••••• 6:1, .... "3 '07 .. • <1 m ... ... ... 
I,~,UOO ________ .00 'M 26. "6 .. 8 .. ... . .. 477 25' , ,249 ______ •• S28 ... '72 '03 .. 11 ., " . ... ... ... 
,2.~,4\JO ______ •. ... m ., " .. " .. ... 1-(1< 680 ... 

, ,1IOO-$2,\I',)Q_. _____ . ... ... .. 12 • .. .. 73 <1 • 1.19 680 806 t·rr0--$3·,,,,- ------- " .• , .. 60 .. " .. .. ... 1.31 730 ... 
,~.Q99_------- 11. ". ., .. .. .. 77 177 ,- .. 86' '. "" "'.IlXl-$4,4119 __ • __ ••. .. .. 11 11 .. 17 .. 114 1.81 "" 1,438 

t:~:::~::~:::: .. " 4 , • 8 (!) .. ,_ .. .... 1,8111 
61 0' ,. • '2 15 71 .. 1.74 l,IM 2.070 

r.,~,OO9 .... _. • , f , • ------ m s .71 1,101 ... 
110,000 and ovor .• _ S • a , , ----.- m • .60 '.'" 1,1M 

I A rnmtly Is o)8&lIOed $I D8.tlve UboLb husbAnd 8.lld wife ftI't!I natlveborn (arlin the case o!lm inoomplete 
r"mlly, It tho hoolt Is native born); otherwl$&, tho (amily II clB.SS11l111d. as roreijln DOrn. A tamJly Is cla.s:slOod 
... '" l'Ompwto (IUUrty If It I.ot'ludes both busband and wUe; as aD. inoomple~ ramUy ((" does no' include bo,b 
bu.shtmd "lid will\. Soe&lCl'iSlU'Y lot further deftDiUoDS • 

• This }'lm.'ItmtSlfOWI"'1 OOlDputed by dh-Idlng theaum oroolumns (S). (8), ('t) by oolutDD (I). 
I A\--eraaes in Lhls l'Olumn are based on Lhe number' 01 suppleme.ntarJ earnera. oolum.n (9). 
I A\'1nIrOS 'n tbts oolumD are bl.sed on the Dumber 01 familiestn oo1umn (2)_ 
I A\~ In Lhls eolumn are based 011 the number 01 hlmUies wltb indJvldual...,... oolumn (I) • 
• Completo flunlllM lall fllmily Lypes «lODIbined) and inoomple&e fam1lMI. t PeroontapS no' eomputM lor fewer Ulan 30 cu., 

.&. nnps DO' oomputed for fewer \han I caMI. 
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TABLE G.-Number of earner. In family: Number oj Jamil; .. with .pecified 
number of individ'lMll earners, average number and (J.fJerage earnings of supple
mentary earners, ana average earning. oj family from BUpplementaT1/ eamerB, by 
color and nativity, and income, 19S5-38-Continued 

Number offamlltea wtth sped. F'amlII .. Bopplemen-
Oed number or individual with more tBryeamero ....... than one Num-

berot ......... 
Income class !am- pel(~Dtage Aver-

lUes Foar 01 rsm.illes ... wttbaDY Num-An, ODe Two 
T_ 

or indJvldual ber Dumber 
more eamer por 

1amII, 

(1) ('Il (3) «) (6) (') (7) (8) (0) (10) 

Negro fatnilles I 

AllnonreUerf&mi1iea ... • 26 .... IS. • • 11 ao 237 0.38 ---------- ---
SO-$24~L _____________ •• '3 13 ------ ._---- ------ (I) ----8-$250-$499. __________ 

67 M .. • ------ ___ MO. 11 .11 $500-$7'49 ______ • _____ .. .. .. .. ._---- 1 .. .. .26 
$750-$ •• ''---_. ____ .• _ 133 12< .. 'Z7 1 ------ 23 29 .23 $1,000-$1,249. _______ 126 12< .. 3' 0 ----2- 'Z7 .. .29 
Sl,2ro-$I,41KL _______ n 70 •• 1. 3 .. 31 ... 
$l,05ClO-lI,749 ________ .. .. 'Z7 16 • 2 .. 28 • 58 
51,750-$1,9\19 ________ as as 2< 11 • 1 37 18 .47 S2,()()0-S2,24.IL ______ 26 26 10 10 S 1 

m 
23 .88 12,250-$2,499. _______ 18 18 7 • 2 1 IS .SO S2,li(M)-$2.999 __ • _____ 10 10 < S --.. ". 1 0 ... 

S3,~.491t ________ 7 7 2 • 1 1 III 11 1.57 S3,500-$3,OOlL _______ 1 1 ____ ow 

1 ------ al 2 Fl $4,~,499 ________ , 2 ------ 1 1 ------ • S4.~.990 ________ 1 1 ____ A. ------ ------ 1 CI • .) 
$5,000-$7,499 ________ --.---- ------ ------ ------------ ------ --------S7,600--$9,09It _______ ------- ------ ------ ------ -._--- ------ ------------ ----- - --------$10,000 and OV6l' ____ ------------

• Complete fBmUles (alI (amOy types combined) and Incomplete famlUes. 
t Percentages not computed tor fewer than 30 cases • 
• Averages not computed tor fewer than a cases. 

Aver-
A_ age 
.g • eern-

eern- Inpr, 
ingaot lam, 
supple- from 
men- supple-
tBry m",-

"""" .. tary 
earners 

(II) (12) 

1380 $I" ------
-----78" -------7 

187 " 199 .. 
"" 80 .... 157 ... 250 
1106 24. 
631 470 
671 4i6 
Ml 487 
587 891 

C·) C·) 
746 C·) 41. C·) 

-----.-- --- ____ A 
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Appendix A 

Scope and Character of Samples Taken in the Study of 
Consumer Purchases 

The cities covered by the Bureau of Labor Statistics in the Study 
of Consumer Purchases are as follows: 

- M_Utaa __ ...... M1ddlHbed du. --
NOI't.t-at •• _ ••• ______ N.,.. York, N. Y.' 1 _______ Baverbm. ~_. ___________ w~.c..m. 

Provtdenoe. B. L NeW' Britain, CODD. WUllmaDti~ CoaD. 800.u.-t __________ ._ A.tIaDIa. 0..1 ____________ 
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Poe bIo. Colo. 
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Communities covered by tbe Bureau of Home Economics are as 
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Oharacter of the sample.-In the effort to secure reliable data 
on family incomes and expenditures, a very careful sampling procedure 
was employed. To begin with, a random sample was taken of the 
total family population in the communities selected for study. This 
sample ranged from 4 percent of the family population in New York 
and 10 percent in Chicago up to 100 percent in most of the smaller 
cities and in the farm and village communities. For the Urban Study 
of Consumer Purchases this sample included a total of about 625,000 . 
families. From them were selected about 250.000 families which 
completed the short schedule, referred to as the "family schedule",' 
giving information on income and sources of income; occupations of 
the employed members; the membership of the economic family; 
home tenure; and the rent or rental value of the premises. Similar 
information was secured by the Bureau of Home Economics from ap
proximately 80,000 families living in small cites, villages, or farm 
communities. 

This selected random sample consisted of families which met certa.i.n 
criteria of eligibility. In order to isolate the effect on consumer pur
chases of differences in income, occupation, and family type, it was 
decided to limit the detailed study of family expenditures, except in 
a few communities where Negro families were selected for study, to 
native. white families which included both the husband and wife and 
which had not been on relief throughout the year for which the infor
mation was obtained. These limitations safeguarded the data from 
variations due to special race characteristics, foreign birth, or the 
absence of the husband or wife from the family group, and made it 
possible to restrict the analysis to the more permanent expenditure 
patterns. 

In order, however, to ascertain the relative position of the "eligible" 
sample in the total population, family schedules, including the data 
on incomes, were also taken in each community from every family in 
a selected part of the random sample. This comprehensive sample of 
all elements in the population ranged in different communities from 
0.4 to 10 percent of the total family population of the community. 
The comprehensive sample made it possible to build up a picture of 
the income, occupation, and family type distribution of all families 
in each of the communities studied. 

From the selected random sample of native white families including 
both husband and wife, a smaller group-totaling approximately 
60,000 families for the combined rural-urban study-were chosen to 
provide the data on family expenditures. The purpose controlling 
the selection of families in this smaller group was to provide, so far as 
practicable, a uniform number of families for study in each comparable 
"cell"-a cell comprising families of similar occupation, family compo-

I For lacalmUe or the lamIly schedule, ... appendix C, p. 180. 
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sition, and income level. The expenditure schedules obtained from 
the controlled sample were supplemented by check lists supplied by 
some of the families for food, clothing, and items of housefurnishings. 
Thus data are available concerning the quantities of goods and serv
ices purchased and the amounts paid for specific commodities. In 
building up the expenditure pattern for the community represented by 
the selected random sample, the data for each of the controlled cells 
were multiplied by the frequency of that cell in the larger sample. 

The random sample of native white families including both husband 
and wife which supplied the family schedules thus served two main 
purposes. It indicated the income, occupation, and family type 
distribution of all such families in the community, and therefore sup
plied the weights to be used in analyzing the controlled sample. It 
also yielded most of the cases needed for the controlled sample. For 
some of the cells (chiefly in the higher income bands and the rarer 
occupational groups), the random sample did not yield a sufficient 
number of families with the desired characteristics. In such cases, 
the study reached out for the additional families needed by means of 
a special stratified sample, secured from professional listings or from 
particular neighborhoods that would yield a maximum number of 
families with the desired characteristics. The cases secured in the 
stratified sample did not, of course, affect the weights or frequencies 
established by the random sample. 

While the detailed analysis of collection procedure and the problems 
arising therein will be the subject of a separate publication, it is 
desirable to include a brief explanation at this point. 

The information has been secured by the schedule method, through 
field visits. The training of field investigators has involved thor
ougbly familiarizing them with a general schedule supported by care
fully detailed check lists. Following the interview, the information 
obtained was reviewed by a process of careful checking of items of 
expenditure against current income and other receipts, the family 
being revisited when necessary in order to reconcile income and 
expenditures without "forcing" the data. Expenditure schedules in 
which, after this review, total receipts and total disbursements did 
not balance within 5 percent were discarded as unreliable. 

The question has been raised as to whether information on items 
relating to annual income and 6.'<jlenditures co.n be given offhand 
by members of the family. The field experience in previous studies 
has shown that if the average householder is asked, for example, 
"What does your family spend for recreation?", she cannot reply 
accurately. But it has been found that if she is asked for recrea.
tion 6.'<jlense item by item, she can remember or refer to what has 
been spent with a high degree of accuracy. Similarly, a. single fig
ure for total income is less trustworthy than a total which is built 
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up from definite questions bearing on the specific job held by each 
employed member of the family, the number of weeks of employment, 
the rate of pay, the dividends from securities held, interest from 
property, the amounts received from roomers and boarders, and the 
like. 

One of the major problems to be faced at the outset was the expected 
. resistance from a portion of the community to a schedule which would 
be detailed enough to provide accurate information, since such a . 
schedule requires a considerable amount of cooperation on the part of 
the family interviewed. The use of a short and a long schedule tended 
to overcome this difficulty in large part.' The short family schedule, 
obtained in most cases with relative ease from the families in the 
selected random sample, provided the basic information as to the 
distribution of families within the community. For the detailed 
expenditures schedules and check lists, which were relatively difficult 
to obtain, it was only necessary to secure a limited number of cases in 
each cell conforming to the control factors of income, occupation, and 
family type. The process of weighting the data from these cells has 
already been described. When the selected random sample did not 
yield the number of cases needed for the controlled sample, additional 
families were secured through the stratified sample, already referred to. 

The 8ched'l.lle ywr.-The date secured in the Urban Study of Con
sumer' Purchases refer chiefly to the years 1935--36.8 During that 
period, the index of retail food coste in Chicago (base, 1923-25), which 
had declined from a high in 1929 of 109.5 to 71.0 in 1932, was gradually 
recovering, the index for 1935 being 80.5 and for the next year 84.7 
(these figures are for July of the years mentioned).' The index of 
living costs (base, 1923-25) was also on its way up after a considerable 
decline in the early thirties. For Chicago it stood at 76.0 in July 1935, 
and at 77.6 in July 1936.6 These figures on living costs are to be com
pared with employment and pay rolls figures, which were corre
spondingly low. The index of employment in manufacturing indus
tries in Chicago (base, 1925--27) stood at 64.8 in July 1935 and at 73.6 
in July 1936. The index figures for pay rolls were 45.9 and 56.4, 
respectively.· 

lla Chicago this lnvolved colleDtlDg 20,9f9 short 8Cbodoles from naUve wblte ramWes meettnc eligIbWt:r 
requirements BDd 3,711 expenditure schedules from among Ws sample. Detalll of &.be Ohicago sample 1ft 

clJscu!sed.ln appendix B. 
I ThefamiUes were asked to hlrn.lsh lDformation for 813-mODlb. period, either the caleDdaI' rear 1D5 or Ule 

12 months endIng on the last da,. of the month bnmedtataJ,. preceding the date oIlntervlew. See append1:l: 
0, p.tlJO. 

'Mont.bly Labor Review, September 19M. p. 768 . 
• Monthly Labor Review, December 1935, p.l72t; October 1938. p.l070 . 
• Employment. Payrolla, and Average Weakly Earninp In Dlinois. by City. Ill1Do1a Department of I.ebor. 

Dlvislon01 StaUstial and &eIearcb, Alii .... _ 



AppendixB 

Chicago Sampling Procedure 

Since the findings presented in this study of Chicago families are 
bo.sed upon data secured from random samples of households, a de
ta.iled statement of the sampling procedure by which the community 
pattern wo.s o.scertained is now presented. A statement of the 
sampling method employed in the study of expenditures will be 
included in volume II of the Chicago bulletin. 

The Record Card Sample 

Selection of lhe random Bample.-The plan called for a 10-percent 
sample of all families in Chicago. This would amount to 82,000 or 
84,000 families, depending upon whether the 1934 or the 1930 census 
enumerations were regarded o.s the best estimates for the year 1936.' 
Practical considerations required that insofar as possible the sample 
be drawn in the office under careful supervision rather than in the 
field by the agents. The 1934 C. W. A. census provided the most 
complete listing of families available for sampling and wo.s used, 
therefore, o.s the chief source of the sample. Families living in 830 
of the 935 tracts in Chicago were drawn from the listing of families 
in tlus census. These tracts contained approximately 92 percent 
of the families in the city. For reasons to be discussed later, the other 
8 percent residing in 105 tracts were selected by field agents who 
compiled "block sheets" or records of the total number of families 
in each block from which the 10-percent sample wo.s drawn. 

Although ti,e plan.~ called for a 10-percent sample of the total 
family population of Chicago, there was some uncertainty o.s to 
whether time and funds would permit the completion of a sample this 
size. It was necessary, therefore, to draw a number of smaller 
samples (which when combined would amount to a 10-percent cover
age) each as representative o.s possible of the Chicago population. 
Berause of ti,e transportation and time costs of sending the agents 
over the entire city a number of times, it was decided to draw at ran
dom 110 tracts for earh of 8 subsamples, with the remaining 55 tracts 
constituting the ninth sample. These samples were designated as 
samples "A," "B," etc., through "I." Fortunately, the field work in 
all of these suhsamples wo.s completed, thus giving a 10-percent 

, Tblla3. C. W. A. tI8DSUI eDlUItV'a'-1 821.m ftmll*t tba 1810 ceDSUI repol1ed 842.678. 
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178 FAMILY INCOME IN CHICAGO 

coverage of the entire city. These subsamples served a second pur
pose, however, which will be discussed in connection with the com
prehensive sample. 

For every tenth family in each of 830 tracts, a "control card" was 
prepared from the census block sheets, giving the tract number, 
enumeration district, address, and an indication of the dwelling unit 
at each address (i. e., 6502 Marquette St., third fa.mily).· The address 
recorded on this "control card" was then transcribed to the "record . 
card" which served as the assignment to the agent of the fa.mily to 
be interviewed. Since census regulations did not permit the taking 
off of names of householders, special instructions were given the agents 
for locating the specific dwelling unit belonging in the sample at a 
given address. 

It will be recalled that one of the primary purposes for obtaining 
the income distribution. of fa.milies in Chicago was to provide a basis 
for selecting families at all income levels from which to seek informa.
tion on expenditures. Early in the study it was realized that time 
and other administrative considerations would not permit a. study of 
expenditures of families of all nativity and color groups in every city 
surveyed, so the Chicago survey of expenditures was limited to white 
fa.milies in which both the husband and wife were born in the United 
States. In view of this restriction, it was decided that the locating of 
native white fa.milies would be expedited if the survey of districts in 
which the foreign born and Negro population predominated were 
postponed. Thus the sampling of 88 tracts containing two-thirds or 
more Negro and foreign population was deferred until the last period 
of the study. 

In addition to the 88 tracts not sampled in the original drawing 
from the 1934 C. W. A. census sheets, 27 tracts could not be sampled 
because the census sheets were missing. Since there was no other 
complete list of householders for these 27 tracts, and since the census 
block sheets were not available when the 88 tracts were to be sampled, 
the sample for these 105 tracts was drawn by field agents. They 
compiled "block record sheets" showing the number of dwelling units 
at every address in each block and indicated every tenth dwelling 
unit, which constituted the sample case.' 

I This sample yielded 76,086 addresses or control cards.· or this number, a Det flgure of 1,M3 did not yield 
ramllJes tor lDterv1ewing,1argeI:r because the address tould Dot be located, or If located, the buUdIng had 
become vacant since 1934, had been tramformed lnto a business unJt, or bad been demolished completely. 
In all these cases an attempt was made tosubs&ltate '" neighboring address lor the one originally drawn, but 
despIte these dorts there Wln 1,343 case8 for which no satlslactcry substitute oonld be found. Efforts 
were made also to sample bulldiDp erected between the 19M C8DS1l5 enumeration and the present survey. 
but since buildIng activity during this period was rather Umlted. the Dumber of famJUes In new buUdiDp 
was Dot sufficlent to bring the loss In the ortgtnal sample below 1,348 addresses. 

I In the 106 tracts lor which block sampling was employed. B total of 8,333lamllles were interviewed. Of 
tblsnumber. 8,Zi7 were regarded ascoming within the lQ.pemmtsampleoUhe lQ34 O. W. A.census. (The 
N8SOIlS for tlWl reduction are explo.lned later. in the comparison of the record card sample with the 19:.'K 
C. W. A. census.) The 78,086 control cards hom the 830 tracts. plus the 6,ZU cues ID the 105 tracta,. make up 
tb.etotal of82,SZi addresses which constitute the Chicago lQ-pemmtrandom aample <-p.lM). 
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OoUection of the record card 8ample.-The 82,323 addresses com
prising the lO-percent sample were visited to obtain the record card 
information' from the family residing at the assigned dwelling unit. 
The agents were instructed to fill out every item on the card. In 
addition to data needed for identifying the dwelling unit, the following 
information was obtained from all fa.milies interviewed for the record 
card data: 

Item B.-Whether the family member interviewed was white, Negro, or other 
color. 

Item 9.-Whether two or more persons were living together and dependent on 
a common income. 

A one-person family was defined 88 a person who lives alone or who has others 
living in hiB household but not sharing his income or expenses. Two persons 
living together financially independent of each other were regarded as two one- . 
person families. . 

11 .... 10 and I I.-Whether or not the hushand and wife, or male or female head 
of the family was bom in continental United States or Alaska. 

1tem It.-Whether the family maintained ita own housekeer.ing quarters, that 
Is, had access to kitchen facilities, or waa rooming with another amily in a rooming 
house, hotel, or institution. 

Item lS.-Whether the family included. both a husband and a wife. If so, 
whether they had been married Ie .. than 1 year. 

If the dwelling unit visited proved to be uninhabited the agent 
returned the card to the office with a notation to that effect. Since 
the sample was drawn from a listing of fa.milies rather than of dwelling 
units, no vacant dwelling units would have been drawn had the listing 
been up to date.· In order, therefore, to maintain a IO-percent sample 
of fa.milies, provision was made for the substitution of the family next 
door for the vacancy. This substitution was done by supervisors or 
check interviewers rather than by the original agent. When no 
neighboring family could be found living in the same rental level com
parable with that of the address drawn in the original sample, no 
substitution was made. 

In order to insure the collection of the random sample as chosen, 
certain measures of control and appraisal were employed. For 92 
percent of the cases the agent waa assigned specifio dwelling units at 
which fa.milies were to be interviewed. For the selection of the other 
8 percent in the field, only the most reliable and well-trained agents 
were employed.' All schedules of every agent were carefully checked 
by the supervisory staff in the office and a sample of each agent's work 
was checked through the reinterviewing of fa.milies by a supervisor. 
There is reason to feel that the schedules turned into the office repre
sent the fa.milies assigned to agents. 

By reinterviewing fa.milies and ehifting agents, the number of un
acc<lptable schedules and refusals to give the information called for on 
the l'I'cord card was kept at a minimum. Of the total of 74,743 

• See 11UlSlm11e of "reooNl oud," appendlJ: C, p. 188. 
• Dn& to movement of tamlUl'lllllbal \be 1834 enumeraUon. It .... lnevt&ab}e that vacant dwelUDi UD.I~ 

W'M'e found at \.btl \ime 01 'lhls SI,ll"ftJ'. 
• ReMouIlbr omplortoa &ld sampUq In diaeuaclearUor ID this appendix. 
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dwelling units in the 830 tracts first sampled, only 332 families either 
could not be found at home or refused to give information! 

Oomparison oftke record card 8ample with tke 1984 O. W. A. Cen8U8.

When comparing the race and nativity distribution of the Urban 
Study sample with the census distribution, a number of factors must 
be taken into account. To begin with, there is reason to believe that 
the 1934 census figures are too low for foreign families and too high 
for native. The 1934 census reported approximately 57,000 fewer 
foreign families than did the 1930 census." This great difference 
cannot be accounted for on the basis of mortality rate of foreign 
heads, combining or doubling of families, or of migration from the 
city. 

The figures relating to Negroes in the 1934 census also are difficult 
to explain. The Negro families and other races enumerated in 1934 
were 2,446 fewer than in 1930. H one-half of the doubled families in 
1934 were attributed to a real increase in the number of families which 
had combined living quarters since 1930, the adjusted figure would 
indicate about the same number of Negro families in 1934 as in 1930. 
The field sampling findings in the Negro areas indicate that there 
should have been even more Negroes in 1934 than in 1930. According 
to the Urban Study field sampling, the number of Negro families 
incre~ 40 percent from 1930 to 1936. This is in keeping with the 
trend between 1920 and 1930, when the number of Negro families 
in Chicago increased 114 percent.-

Although 8,687 record cards were obtained by field sampling of the 
105 tracts, ouly 6,237 would have been secured Aad the sample for 
these tracts been drawn from the 1934 census listings. The difference 
is chiefly due to the greater number of Negroes found in these areas 
t.han were enumerated in the 1934 census. Since the major part of 

, Tbese were in addition to the 1.343 vaeanclelland on1ocated Bddresaes referred to above . 
• Some doorooso in foreign families and Increase in native should be expected. In view of the stoppage Of 

immigration doriDg tbe las'&: deCec1e. and of t.be establishmenl: of new .ramwes by UIe native born chlldren 
of tbe older ImmJgrant groups. 

In 193facertainsootion ofpubllcop1nloD in Chicagowasagafnst givlogreHeftoforeign born altens. Thill 
ramtUea were less Ute1y to report foreign birth than 10 1930. ADoUlerreuon for the dUJerenees may be the 
different formulation of the qucaU0D8 on nativity In too two censuses. In 1930 the COUDtry of blrth of the 
head wasasted. whOa In 1934 the head bad only tospecifywhether bewas native ortorelgn. 

Compar1Bon of tho age d1strIbution of foreign beads in 19aj) with the mortalitY rate accounts tor cmly a 
aIDaU proportion or the &7,000 decrease. The only otber reasons for the decreue could be doubUng of families 
and mJgrstlon hom the city. It 11 unlikely that either oftbeae tacktts was sufIlclenUylmportant to acooont 
far the difterenCl3. 

Neither Is the decreaIIe In foreign tamWes in 1934. to be aecount.ed for on the basis of combining tamrues. 
Although there were ~,32310relgn famllle8 which were doubled 10 19M, m,800 contained. only two tamllil'!. 
The other 1,620 oonststed. 01 three or more ramwes. It we allow an average of 2.6 ezt.ra famUles for tbese 
1,63) households, we obtain 3,lmdoubled tamllleswhlch, when added to the 33.,800 combined families above, 
Kives 71,600 "extra" famllies In 19M. EvtdeDoefrom other II01lI'CIlI baa indlcatod tbat even ill 1930 tbere was 
CODJ1derable doubUq:; enough 10 that only about half of the doubled families in Ulat mlgbt be at\rIbuled. 
to a real Jnorease over 1930. 

AI for m ...... Uoo from Chicago, theft 181Utle reason to beDeve that foreJp. fam1llea lefi lbe olty in 181'18 
numbet'l during th1l period . 

• NepoeaiD. the UDJ.ted States 192)-32, Bureau of tbe Census 193&, p. 716. 
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the Chicago sample was drawn from the 1934 census it was decided to 
asswne for weighting purposes that the nwnber of cases drawn in the 
field sampling equo.led the nwnber which would have been obtained 
had the census sheets been available for these 105 tracts. Thus by 
adding 6,237 to the 76,086 eontrol cards drawn from the 830 tracts, 
we arrive at our figures of 82,323 families, which represents our 
random sample, approximating 10 percent of the 822,687 families 
enumerated in the 1934 C. W. A. census of Chicago families. 

While this sample furnishes the basis for a true eross-section study of 
Chicago incomes, it was not a census of all families and is thus subject 
to certain limitations. There is a source of error in the fact that the 
sample drawn for this study carries forward any errors of under
enwneration in the C. W. A. census. It follows that the present 
study might yield an almost exact estimate, for example, of the per
centage of oJl families which had incomes of less than $1,000. Since, 
however, we lack a precise figure for the total nwnber of families in 
the city in 1935, it is not possible to make an equally exact estimate 
of the number of families with incomes of less than $1,000. 

An adjustment of the census figures must be made in order to 
compare the nwnber of families of each nativity or color drawn in 
the Urban Study sample with the census. The Urban Study classifies 
8S foreign born, families in which either the husband or wife is foreign. 
The census has regard only to the nativity of the husband in complete 
families. Thus, families with native husbands and foreign wives are 
classed as foreign in the Urban Study and as native in the census 
classification. An examination of a sample of 500 families classified 
8S foreign in the Urban Study revealed that 7 percent of the foreign 
families were such "mixed nativity cases." Adjusting the census 
figures for this difference in definition, the comparison of the Con
sumer Purchases Study sample and the census appears as in table 1. 

TABLE 1.-Compamon oj color and Mlillily of lamilu. in Chicago rtport~d in 19!J.4 
C. W. A. eftn3m with .ample o[ NCOm earth obtained in Ccmnnner Purchmes Study. 

c .... laM c. W. A. 

""""' 

Consumer 
Study record 
CIBI'd5 flO-per
ODO' sample) 
(esWna\ed) 

To ... 1UnIl ............................................................. 1 __ " .... ,:::,"":::-11-__ • .:: ... :. ... = 
N"tlve white. _ ..•• _ .. -... __ -•••••••...•••••.. __ ••••.••••••.•••• _._._ .. _. • 4.38. 716 to. 850 

y~~r~~~~.~.~~.~_~_~i~.~~_~_~~_.~~~~_ 'D8,&10 "320 
N-..ro •• __ • _. ___ ._. __ ••• ____ ...... ______ •• _ •• _____ ••• _ •• _. ___ •• _ •• _ ••• ___ U. 718 f, 6, 2SO 
Olber rata ______ •• ___________ •• _. _____ • __ •• ___ •• _ ••• _. ____ ._._. __ • __ .___ a. 701 .. 
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The Family Schedule Sample 

As mentioned above, the final goal of this survey was to obtain 
data on expenditures from fainilies of such a homogeneous character 
that definite conclusions could be reached with regard to consumption 
patterns of different income groups, occupational groups, or family 
types. Since native white families containing both a husband and 
a wife were selected as a homogeneous group for the expenditure study, 
the major emphasis of the income or family schedule survey was· 
also placed upon this group. 

Within the random sample of 82,323 record card cases all families 
having specified characteristics were asked at the time of the first 
interview to give the family schedule '0 information. The required 
characteristics are referred to as "eligihility requirements" and the 
families meeting these specifications are designated as the "eligible" 
families. Eligibility for the family schedule information was ascer
tained from the record card information. Tables included in Tabular 
Summary, section B, relate to these "eligible" families. They con
stitute 37 percent of all families interviewed, and represent approxi
mately 75 percent of all native white families. 

Eligilyility r~quiremmt8.-The eligibility requirements for the family 
schedule are as follows: 

ColOr.-Only white families were eligible for the regular sample in Chicago. 
Sin .. the agent was instrueted to observe rather than ask the color of the family. 
it is possible that if the family member interviewed was a white person married 
to a Negro, Oriental, or Indian, the family was classified as white. 

Nativity.-Only families with a native born husband and wife were eligible. 
To be classified as a native family, hoth the husband and wife must have been 
born in the continental United States or in Alaska. 

Housek<eping arrangements.-Only families having the use of kitchen facilities 
at the date of interview were ·e1igible. Thus famili es rooming in lodging houses 
hotels, or institutions were Dot asked to give family schedule information. 

Family campomian.-Only families containing both a husband and a wife 
at the date of interview were eligible for the family schedule.11 

Number of y.a .. marri<d.-Only families in which the husband and wife had 
been married for more than 1 year were eligible for the regular sample. 

The number of cases in the so-called "eligible" or "regular" sample 
as compared with the total native white family population is shown 
in the accompanying table 2. 

Every effort was made to maintain a random sample of eligible 
native white families. A preliminary check of the incomplete cases 
or refusals revealed that families in the upper income groups had a 
relatively high percentage of refusals, and that a significant number 
could not be interviewed. Steps were taken, therefore, to reduce 

10 See facalm.Ue of "family schedule," 8ppeDdix 0, p~ 189 • 
• It In some C8Se! It WI\8 determined after the falnU.,. schedule intormation bad been obtained, that either 
the busband or the wife had not been amember GItha economio family for 71 weeks orlonpr. (Bee "DeODl
Uoo (If Items on the Famlly Schedule" ror dJscusslon of membership lD tile economio ramuy.) Such 
lCbedu191 weN DOt iDcluded 111 lhe anaIfIla of the ltIUIar I&Dlple. 
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this. bias by sending the superior interviewers to these districts and 
by substituting other families in a simi1'ar income class for these un
obtained cases. 

TABLE 1.-Analysi8 0/ native wh'ite sample of Chicago Study of Consumei' Purchaaea 
by eligibility for family scheduLe interview 

Estimated number of total native white families in sample _____________ 40,350 

Estimated number na.tive white families f'lligible for family schedule ____ 29,949 
Estimated number native white families ineligible for family schedule ___ 10, 401 

Rea.eODS for ineligibility: 1 
(a) One-person households _____ _______ __ _________________ _____ _ 
(b) Families did not live in housekeeping quarters _______________ _ 
(e) FamiHcs did not contain both husband and \\;fc _____________ _ 
(d) Husband and wife married less than 1 year __________________ _ 

2,979 
299 

6,343 
780 

1 Bome fnmlll08 were ineligible tor the ramlly schedule for seveml reasODli. The list given shoW!! only a 
Ilnglo CBW6 lor IneliglhUity. The procedure wed was to deronnine Ineligibility trum the order 01 questions 
on the record cards, whloh Is the order shown obove. Note should be wode, howeverr that the Dumber of 
fnmllIOll not living In hownkooplng quarters is not. a true cross section ol such laromas smoe the sample was 
drown from a list of hotL'IOholders, and only those household units which W8fQ converted into nonbouse
ileePlnl Quarters alnoo 1-be lUM OIlDBUS enumeration are inoluded above. 

Despite efforts to secure a family schedule from every one of the 
eligible frunilies in the record card sample, not all of the 29,949 families 
estimated to have been eligible were actually scheduled. There were 
526 families which either refused or were unable to give the desired 
information. We must add to this number the 132 families from which 
record cards were not obtained, but which we estimated would have 
been eligible for a family schedule had the record card data been 
obtained. Together these two groups amount to 658 cases, or slightly 
over 2 percent of the eligible families. Part of the shortage of schedules 
occurred at all income levels, but relatively it was greater in the high 
incomes thnn in the low. The shortage cnn hardly affect any general
izations with reference to the lower income groups. At the very worst, 
if it is assumed that refusals occurred ohly among the higher income 
groups, it would menn families with incomes of more than $5,000 should 
be described as 5 percent rather than 3 percent of the native white 
complete families. 

III addition to these 658 frunilies which were probably eligible for the 
family schedule, we estimate that 776 of the 1,343 control cards which 
turned out to be clerical errors in addresses, vacancies, business build
ings, and errors of IIgent, should have yielded family schedules had it 
been possible to substitute a neighboring family for these unobtained 
record cards." The omission of these cases probahly bas little or no 
effect upon the rlIDdomness of the sample obtained. The clerical 
errors either in the originallistillgs of the census or in the transcription 
of the addresses to the control cards certRinly were random. The 
demolition of buildings and conversion of housing units into business 

II Tbe I,MS control ouds nol )'ieldiD.J ftunUiee for IDtervie ... wen CI01lONlotn&ed ID ~ naUve wblte 
&raets wbioh hall .. hiaber pe.rceDtap 0( -ei.la:lble flmlllel1.ban was the C6ge for lbe citY as a wbole. 

14021---39---13 
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buildings probably resulted in a slight bias in favor of the upper income 
groups. Taken as a whole, however, the best assumption seems to be 
that of randomness for these unobtained cases. 

In order to arrive at the estimate of 29,949 eligible native white 
families, we add to the 28,515 tabulated schedules, 132 record card 
refusals which should have yielded family schedules, 526 unsuccessful 
family schedule interviews, and 776 control card errors and changes 
since 1934, for which ,. substitution should have been made. 

Th8 comprehensive 8ample.-In subsamples E and F, representing 
about one-fourth of all families interviewed, agents were instructed 
to ask every family interviewed to give the information shown 
on the family schedule. The "eligible" family schedules in these 
samples were tabulated with the "eligible" cases in all the other 
samples, while the "ineligibles" were tabulated separately and weighted 
according to the frequency of such cases in the total city sample. 
These "ineligibles" include native white fa.nn1ies in which the husband 
and wife had been married less than 1 year, families rooming rather 
than maintaining housekeeping quarters, as well as all foreign born, 
Negro, and other color families. Generally speaking, very few families 
not maintaining housekeeping quarters should have been drawn in 
the sample, since the addresses were drawn only from families with 
separate housekeeping dwelling units. 

TABLE 3.-Diatributwn oj Jarnilk_ in eacIa IUImple in Chico.go. auordi'n{/ to eliga1rililg 
oiuI i""ligil>ilily for family .e4eduka 

URBAN STUDY RECORD CARD ANA.LYSIS 

Estlmated Dmnber or fBmflles In lOoperomt sample 

ReuoDS for lDeJ.lgfbllity 

BubBamp)e Total EUg:Ible Inoll· Foreign naUv- Native whJta tam,· . for gtblefor It, 

.... '" IamIIy family N .... 
sample ""ed· "",,,,. and SlDl:le SlDgIe ole ole 0' ..... M .... 

oo'or lndlvld- All Indlvid- Incom- ""' .... R .... • uaI 0_ uaI p .... than 1 log ho_ bou5&-
holden bo!der:s ..... 
----------I--

A _______ ••• ______ •• 0.702 U87 e. 1111 68' ... ..... ... 7'" 80 .. Bo ______ • __ • _______ 
"-"'" ~, .. ..... 576 "" .. ... m .... 80 ,. c __________________ "-,,. ..... s..ut 395 ,.,. a. 717 "" ... 83 .. D __________________ 

1"022 &782 ..... ,.. 772 3."" .,. 821 .08 SO E __________________ 
10.182 4,101 .. OS, 529 ... .. .,. ,.. 766 .., .. F __________________ 
10. 311 U.' .. 428 "" 23< 4.284 :m ,.. 113 22 0 ____ . _____________ ...... .. ... ..... 857 251 .. "" "7 706 10' "Z1 H __________________ 
10.405 ,,79' .. ".. 650 283 ..... 39. 808 ... .. 

I ................... .. ... 1.203 ...... ... .. 1.840 II" 326 .. .. ---- ----,;;0 --TotaL _______ 
82.'" 29,949 ... 374 ~ ... 2,.167 34.172 ... ,. ..... ... 

The number or "ineligible" families in the city, according to the 
record card analysis, is shown in table 3. The distribution in each 
Bubsample is presented so that samples E and F may be viewed in 
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relation to the other samples and to the total. Persons familiar with 
sampling will note that the tract subsamples show greater variability 
than would be expected from true random samples of the same size. 
This comparison of different samples does, however, show enough con
sistency from sample to sample to justify the belief in the accuracy of 
the total sample for the city. 

Weights for different nativity and race gr01.tps.-It was necessary to 
bring the field work in Chicago to a. close before every "ineligible" 
family in samples E and F had been interviewed for the family 
schedule information. Instead, therefore, of 12,509 family schedules 
from "ineligible" families in these samples, only 7,854 were actually 
completed. Furthermore, since samples E and F were random by 
tracts rather than from the entire city, the various nativity and race 
groups are not represented in exactly the same proportions as in the 
city as a whole. Comparison of the completed cases in each ineligible 
group with the number expected on the basis of record card informa
tion, indicated tha.t the Negro sample was most complete, while the 
sample of native white families without both husband and wife was 
least complete. Different weights are used, therefore, for each na
tivity and race group to arrive a.t the total number of families in each 
group for a. 10-percent sample of Chicago families. The number of 
schedules tabula.ted, the weights used, and the total number of 
families in eaoh group in a. 10-percent sample are shown below: 

TaL" '.-Numb ... Q/ family "hodule.labulated, ID<ighta, and .. timaled "um"'" 0/ 
Jamilie. in. a lo-percent .ample 

:E$Umated 

Oolor- and oaUvlt7 

Number number 01 
of famU,. W",.IS femilles in 
BCbedules a. ID-peroen& 
'-blllated. aampleot 

Cbi.,... 

2&, 515 Il.08M7 lao.UM 

"'" .. ""'" ~ ... 
~"3 6. ""'" ",320 
1,231 t.28919 ~ ... .. ~ ..... 3M 

OompJClte native whlte ••• _____________ •• _ ••••••• _____ ••••••• 
Inoolupleto native white._ •• ___________ • ___ ••••• :... ___ •••••• _ 
)"omhl.b whJte._. __________ .• __________ • ___ •• ____ • ___ • __ ••••• 
Nearo ..• _ •.•• _________ .•• _ ••• _ •••• __ ••. _ •••••• _. __ •• __ ._. __ • 
OLbe.r color ••••.•• ' •••••••••• _ ••• __ • _ •• _ ••••••• _ •••• __ • ___ ._ 

I Thla .~p-up &l.I{lwed rW' the inclusion 01 families married 1M! thaD 1 )'tIU' wi\b fam.U1es oootaiD1D& boUl 
bushl\l1d (Uld ",!ro, althOllRh DO tabulatlons of this group bave been made. 

'luo.lud", 780 couples married less Ulan 1 year, and 2ZI wIthout bowekeepiDa racwu.. 

With rew exceptions the weights just described have been a.pplied 
to the original family sch~dule da.ta. for the 36,223 families whose 
schedulos were tabulated, to obta.in the estimated distribution by 
income of the total popUlation. This was done, in general, even for 
data which a.ppeared to show the effect of random fluctuations in the 
sa.mple. 

On the other hand, there were instances of schedules representing 
incomes above $5,000 which hardly indica.ted anything more tha.n 
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that such a report had been received and was to be acccunted for. 
For example, 1 isolated report was received of a $7,500 income in a 
racial group where only 1 case was sampled out of each 53 in the 
community. In cases of this sort the complete step-up could not be 
applied solely at the point reported, but had to be distributed among 
adjoining income bands, applying such judgment as could be brought 
to bear upon the case to produce the most reasonable estimate as to 
the probable distribution. In general it may be said that such 
manipulation occurs among the cases of incomplete families above 
$5,000; and whenever the estimates represent a figure of less than 50 
cases in the total population at a given income level, some manipula
tion in the interests of reasonableness is to be assumed. Precisely 
because there has been some departure from a strictly mechanical 
handling of the higher income reports, the text usually lumps incomes 
of $5,000 and up. Wherever a finer break-down is shown, it may be 
assumed that manipulation has had no real influence in determining 
the distribution of the total population. 
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Section 1. Definition of Items on the Family Schedule 

This section includes such definitions, numbered with the section 
and item numbers appearing on the family schedule, as are needed 
for the interpretation of the text and accompanying tables. It repre
sents a summary of the more detailed instructions which were issued 
in connection with the field collection and editing of the data. The 
reader is referred to section 2 of this glossary for definitions used in the 
analysis of the data by income, occupation, and family type. 

I. Year Covered by the Schedule Information 

The information on family composition, income, and occupation 
pertains to the situation of the family over a yearly period, bometimes 
referred to on the tables as the "report year" or "schedule year." 
The family was asked to choose the period for which it could give the 
more accurate information; either the 1935 calendar year or the 12 
months ending on the last day of the month immediately preceding 
the date of interview. Of the 28,515 Chicago families included in the 
regular sample and for which family schedules were analyzed, 15.8 
percent chose for the schedule year period the calendar year ending 
Decemher 31, 1935. The 12-month period from June 1, 1935, to 
May 31, 1936, was chosen by more families than was any other given 
period (19.2 percent). Information covering a period after July 31, 
1936, was obtained for on1y 3.1 percent of the families. Table 19 in 
the tabular summary, section B, shows a distribution of the other 61.9 
percent of Chicago families by the schedule year period chosen . 

. n. Family Composition-the Economic Family 

Since family income and other family characteristics refer to the 
economic family, it is important to have the definition of this group 
clearly in mind. 

The economic family is defined as a group of persons belonging to 
the same household and dependent upon a common income. In most 
cases the members of the economic family were related by blood. 
marriage, or adoption. Persons thus related and either living under 
the same roof or eating at least two melLls daily with the fa.mily a.nd 
whose income could be determined were conSidered members. Thus 
adult sons and daughters living in the household were regarded as 
members of the economic family provided that their income could be 
determined, even though they paid a stipulated amount for room and 
board instead of pooling their earnings. 

Related persons whose homes were with members of the economic 
family and who were dependent on the economic family for at least 
75 percent of their support were considered members even though 
they were away a~ school or in an institution. Persons who were 
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usually members of the economic family but who had been in an 
institution at no expense to the family for a period of a month or less 
at some time during the schedule year were considered members of 
the economic family away from home. If they were in an institution 
without expense to the family for more than a month continuously 
during tbe year, they were members of the economic family only 
during that part of the year which they spent at home. Persons not 
related but living together and pooling all of their earnings or receiving 
all of their support from the family fund (i. e., dependent on a com
mon income) were considered members of an economic family. In an 
economio family consisting of more than one married couple, tbe 
oldest married male wo.s designated as the head, or husband. It is 
always his wife who is referred to on the tables as "wife." 

m. Other Members of the Household 

The household includes, in addition to the members of the economic 
family, all persons who lived in the family home for 1 week or longer 
during the sohedule year and who were not dependent upon the com
mon income, and did not pool their income. These other members 
of the household might be roomers, boarders, tourists, transients, 
guests or paid hel p living in the home. 

1. SUfI. and daughter. boarding and rooming.-Adult sons and 
daughters of mem bers of tbe economio family were olassified as roomers 
and boarders only if it was impossible to ascertain their income. 
When their inoome oould be determined they were members of the 
economio family even though they paid for room and board rather 
than pooled their inoomes. 

2. Other roumer. with board.-Persons who slept in the home and 
paid for their room were classified as roomers with board if they 
regularly took one or more meals do.ily in the home. 

3. Roomer. withottJ board.-Roomers who took no meals with the 
family were included in this oategory. Adult sons and daugbters who 
roomed but did not board with the family were classified as roomers 
without board if they were not members of the economio family. 

4. Board.M-a without room.-Persons who took one or more meals daily 
in the home and paid for their board, but did not live in the house
hold, were oonsidered as boarders. (The number of equivalent weeks 
during which they were boarders was computed on the basis of 21 
meals per week.) 

5. Tourists or tranaitnts.-Classed as tourists or transients were per
sons who roomed and/or boarded in the bome for less than a week, 
and who paid for such accommodations. Only families having tourists 
or transients for a total of 1 week or more during the year were classified 
as househclds with such members. 
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6. Guests.-'-Persons related or unrelated who were not members of 
the economic family, but who lived in the household 1 or more nights 
without payment for rent or food, were guests. The time spent in 
the household by all guests must total more than 1 week before the 
family was classified as one having guests. When a person described 
by the family as a guest remained in the household for 26 weeks or 
longer, without making payment for room or board, an attempt was 
made to determine this person's income so that he !night be classified 
as a member of the economic family. 

7. Pa,w kelp living in.-AJI servants sleeping under the family roof 
or in dwelling quarters provided free by the family were included in 
this category. 

IV. Home Ownership 

. Home ownership refers to the ownership of the home by any mem
ber of the economic family. To make possible the computation of 
nonmoney income from home ownership,' information was obtained 
on the number of months during which the family occupied an owned 
home, the family's estimate of the monthly rental value, and the 
amount of interest incurred during occupancy of a mortgaged home. 
Because of the desirability of keeping the family schedule interview as 
brief as possible, no detailed information was obtained during this 
intervi~w on expenses other than interest, which is usually the major 
expense of an owned home. 

Rent as pay.-If tbe family lived for all or part of the year in a dwell
ing furnished as part of wages or salary (as in the case of a parsonage 
furnished to a minister or an apartment furnished to a janitor) the esti
mated monthly rental value and the number of months rent as pay 
was received, were written on the schedule. The value of rent re
ceived as pay was later included in computing total family income. 

Rent as gift.-H the family occupied a home owned by a relative or a 
friend on a rent-free basis during the year, when it had no home of its 
own, the number of months so occupied and the estimated rental value 
of such residence were included in the agent's notes attached to the 
schedule but the rental value was not included in the computation of 
total income. 

VI. Living Quarters Occupied 

Information on the type of living quarters relates to those quarters 
occupied at the date of interview but was tabulated only for those 
families which did not move between the end of the schedule year and 
the date of interview. 

Of the types specified on the schedule the dwelling unit in a business 
building and the "other" types have special meaning in this study. 

1 See "Imputed llICOIDe Prom Owned Home." _u'on2, Terma Oeed in Ule Tut and Tabular Summ8l'7, ..... , 
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4-h. DweUing 'Unit in 1nuine88 wilding was a dwelling in a structure 
used also for business purposes. A. building used for both dwelling and 
business was considered a business building if a third or more of the 
floor space (not counting the basement) was used for business. 

4-k. Other included living quarters over a private garage, a house
keeping apartment in an institution, rooms witbout housekeeping 
facilities in a botel. The classification "other" on the tables includes 
also rooms with another family or in a rooming house (4-i and 4-j). 
Since the BlUJlpling method was designed to select householders, 
scbedules were obtained from very few families having rooms without 
housekeeping facilities in a hotel or with another family, or in a room
ing house. Tbese schedules were obtained only in the comprehensive 
slUJlple. 

VIll. Money Earnings From Employment 

Employment.-Employment was any work for which persons wbile 
members of the economic family normally received, or expected to 
receive, money as compensation for services. Persons wbo bad 
worked during the year but wbose losses exceeded or equaled earnings 
were regarded as employed. Employment on work-relief projects was 
considered as gainful employment and money earnings £rom such 
Bources were included in income. 

StatU8 of toorker.-To facilitate coding of an individual's occupation, 
tbe symbol "s" was used for sale.ried workers and all wage earners; 
"0" for persons working on their own account, and "x" to indicate 
that employment was on a work-relief project. To determine status 
of certain workers, sucb as carpenters, dressmakers, etc., wbo repre
sent borderline cases between wage earners and independent business
men, it was necessary to Bet up the following qualifications, one or 
more of which the person classified as in independent business must 
meet: 

(1) The investment of either his own or borrowed capital in his busi
ness, as in a truck, stock of materials, shop, or special equipment for 
his place of business, whicb might be in the bome (the tools of a 
\\-orkman such as he would need in his capacity as a wage earner were 
not considered a capital investment); (2) the taking of business risks; 
(3) tbe employment of others to work for him in his own business; 
(4) the production of goods on the chance of finding a purcbaser. 

A. person was considered as on work relief if he was required to 
demonstra te to the public or private agency granting the work that he 
had insufficient mel\DS to support his family aocording to the standards 
adopted by the agency concerned. Educational aid received by 
students under N. Y. A.. and F. E. R. A.. to permit them to complete 
their education was not considered work relief. 
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Net mfJ1l(3Y earnings.-The earnings entered on the family schedule 
were net earnings and were money earnings exclusively. Included in 
money earnings were all commissions, tips, and bonuses which were 
received during the schedule year. Money earnings of persons work
ing on their own account represented the salary or profits drawn from 
the business for family use. 

The following expenses were considered occupational expense and 
as such were deducted from gross earnings in arriving at net earnings: 
Union dues and fees; business and professional association dues; 
expense for technical books and journals directly related to the per
son's occupation; rool!l rent paid out of family funds while a member 
was working away from home; the portion of operating expense for 
business use of automobile not covered by an expense account; and 
expense for workmen's tools which are frequently replaced. 

The following items were not considered to be occupational expenses 
and consequently were not deducted from gross earnings: Clothing 
worn at work and food eaten at work; amounts deducted from pay 
checks for health and life insurance, retirement funds,· etc.; and trans.. 
portation to and from work. 

Overhead expenses such as rent for business premises, office sup
plies, telephone, and large sums expended for tools and equipment 
which are in the nature of capital outlays were treated as business 
expense rather than as occupational expense. The agent, with the 
cooperation of the family, deducted such business expenses from the 
earnings figure before entering it on the schedule. 

Tim~ =ployed.-Time employed, as entered on the schedule, 
represents the number of hours, days, weeks, or months during which 
the person had some employment. The unit chosen for reporting the 
length of time employed was usually the unit by which the individual 
was paid. When the length of time employed was reported in hours 
or days, it was reduced, for purposes of analysis, to equivalent weeks 
by using a 5-day or 40-hour week as the basis. 

Since it was frequently impossible for the respondents to give the 
number of weeks employed full time and the number of hours worked 
in periods of part-time employment, tables showing time employed in 
weeks do not distinguish between full-time and part-time employment. 

Income from roomer8 and boarder8 and from work in lhe home.
Although the schedule form provided for the entry of gross income from 
roomers and boarders and income from casual work in the home 
under "other money income," in the analysis or tabulation of this 
item, net income from roomers and boarders and income from work 
in the home were considered as earnings. Income from work in the 
home which was irregular in nature was classified on the schedule as 
"other money income"; had the work been regular, it would have been 
shown originally under earnings. 
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IX. Other Money Income 

This consisted of money income from sources other than earnings, 
which was available for the current use of the family during the sched
ule year. The value of income received in kind was not obtained in 
this survey. Direct rellef or relief in kind, the eligibility for which 
was determined by a means test, was not included as other money 
income. Some other items not included in the money income figure 
are enumerated later on. 

The components of other money income are: 
3. Interest and dividends.-Only amounts received as interest aod 

dividends from stocks, bonds, bank accounts, trust funds, etc., which 
could be drawn in cash for family use were reported on this schedule. 
Dividends received from paid-up insuraoce policies were also included 
in this category. If, however, these dividends were reinvested in the 
insuraoce policies they would not be reported. 

4. Projit8.-Net profits drawn from a business owned, but not 
managed, by the family were included as other money income. Prof
its drawn for family use from a business which was actively maoaged 
by the family were included under earnings. 

5. Rent8 from proper/y.-Net rents from property owned by the 
family were computed by deducting current expenses on the property 
from the gross rental income. Expenses for improvements or addi
tions to the property or for payments on the principal of the mortgage 
were considered an investment aod as such were not deducted from 
gross rent. 

When the family owned a multifamily dwelliog, occupying a por
tion of it aod renting the remainder, only the proportion of the 
expenses which was applicable to the tenaots' share of the home was 
deducted from rental receipts in arriving at net income from rents. 

6. Pensi<lfl8, annuitie8, be1lfjit8.-This included amounts received 
from veterans' pensions, pensions from employers, income from 
nnnuities, compensation under workmen's compensation laws, unem
ployment benefits from trade-unions, and benefits from sickness and 
accident insurnnce. Income from old-age pensions, mothers' pen
sions, Rnd pensions for the blind, which are paid by loca.! and Federal 
governments only after demonstration of need, was not included 
in other money income. The receipts of such income classified a 
family with other families receiving relief. 

7. Gift8 in ca.sh.-Induded here are only those gifts in cash which 
were for current use of the family aod which were made by persons 
other thao members of the economic family. Amounts received from 
relief agencies and the cash evaluation of income received in kind were 
not considered gifts in cash. 



196 FAMILY INOOlWil IN OliIOAGO 

7--&. Money inc.niu from a/her 801U"C68.-Income received from sources 
other than those specified above was classified in this category. 
Such sources are: Money found or received 88 a prize or 88 & reward 
for finding a lost article, alimony, net gains from gambling, net income 
from :the sale of home-produced foods; amounts received from the 
Government when members of the family are at C. C. C. camps; 
that amount of the soldiers' bonus which was spent for current living;' 
and mop.ey earned prior to the schedule year and received during the 
schedule year. . 

Items oot ittd1l.ded m tIlO1Ul1I itlCOfll/l.--&me items which are com
monly ~dered money income were not covered by. the Study of 
ConsumerPtirclta8ee because it was impossible in a BUl"Vey of this 
sort to ascertain the amount of certain types of income. The pro

. eeduree used in the study excluded the following sources of income: 
That share of profits to individuals participating in an entrepreueurial. 
business, partnership, gyndicate, or pool which was not withdrawn for 
family use; profits received from sales or exchanges of capital assets 
(real estate, stocks~ bonds, investments in business and other prop
erty), unless such transactions constituted the primary occupation of 
some member of the family; interest and dividends from stocks, bonds, 
bank accounts, trust funds, etc., which had accrued, but bad not been 
received into the family funds; direct relief in cash or in kind; the 
value of income in kind, except income from owned. homes; money 
received ina lump sUm as & bequest. or a gift in cash which was not 
used for ourrent expenses. Withdrawals from assets, borrowings, and 
other nonincome receipts were noteov8l'ed on the family sclieduIe •. 

8. Lo8868 in btuinu8.~lassified here are only those net losseS from 
real estate operations or other businesses during the year which were 
met from the family income, or by an increase in the family's liebllities. 

. Among the caseS included are those in which the actual expense for 
real estate held by any member of the economio family exceeded· the 
actual income, and cases in which traveling expenses for business pur
poses exceeded the allowance provided by employers for such expenseS. 

Losses in business were charged against the specifio type of family 
business. For example, if the family's net rents from property 
totaled $500, but the family's expenses on other businesses owned 
but not.mansged by the family were $500 more than the income from 
this source, the family would appear on the "other money" income 
tables 88 a family having a.n income of $500 from rents and would 

I A large proportion of the famiUes wme: sche4uJed betore])aJmtDt ortbe 1I01dlmJ' bolma begab 011 J'1me 16, 
l896. Tberefon. famiUes wbJeh van entWad. to. bonuI but. whteh pve sobedule IntormadoD. for .. year~ 
period endi:nI on or before May 31, 1988, 1IFOIIld not have an oppcftoDitJ' to repoR:reoeiptl:from thillOQf08. 
Of the OhJcaco oaUfi Whit6comp]e(;etamil1ea, 0Dl¥ 16 perceni wereaehednled fat a period utendiDg beyond 
May 81, 1838; UD8 of theae famiDeI reponed havfDg reoalved ad .ued a tiuIms. 



SCHEDULE FORMS .urn GLOSSAlIY 197 

also appear as .. family having .. loss in busin_ of $500. These 
two figures cancel out in the computation of the ~ for total money 
income for the family. 

Apparently the losses in business which were reported by families 
were for the most part not entrepreneurial, but were instead losses 
incurred in the rental of owned property, etc. Although an entre
preneur might actually have had a net buoin_lo88 for the year, any 
withdrawals from his business to BUpport his family were considered 
as famlly income. When withdrawals from the family fund to meet 
business 1_ exceeded the contribution to the family income, fami
lies were classified as having suffered business loeaea for the enterprise 
in question. 

10 and 11. &liej.-The family was classified as having received 
relief if at any time during the schedule year any member of the family 
received aid from a public or private ageney an8 if, to prove eligibility 
(or such aid, it was usuaJly neceeaary to pass a means teat. The 
inclusion as "relief families," of families who had received relief for 
as short a period as 1 day, and who may have had relatively high 
incomes during part of the schedule yev, accounts for ooeasional 
relief families in the higher income brackets. Since ooeasionally 
churches and other organizations give support by a regular allotment 
to members who would otherwise have to apply for relief, or to mem
bers who are ineligible for public relief, BUCb oash allotments were 
considered relief even though the family was not required to IUbmit 
to a formal means teat. 

The study covers a period during which first :F. E. R. A. and then 
W. P. A. administered work relief. In most cities there was a lag 

. between the separation of clients from F. E. R. A. work projects and 
their placement on W.P. A. work projects in the fall of 1935. During 
this lag families were commonly carried on direct relief in cash or in 
.kind. As a rule relief families distinguished F. E. R. A. from W. P. A. 
by the fact that the allotment from the latter was based on the occupa.
tional classification of the worker, while the former relief set-up 
budgeted the family on the beais of number and age of members. 
Families with members who had worked on P. W. A. projects were 
considered relief families only if their Assignment to such projects 
was dependent upon the passing of a means teat. Families of students 
who received educational aid under N. Y. A. and F. E. R. A., per
mitting them to comp!ets their education, were not classified as relief 
families if this was the only aid received. Families with members 
attending C. C. C. camps were not classified as having received work 
relief unlees lOme other members of the families had been assigned to 
a work project. P81'IIOns in C. C. C. camps were not members of the 
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economic family during their stay in camp and, consequently, the 
c. C. C. work was not shown as employment. C. C. C. enrollment 
was not in itself sufficient grounds for considering a. fa.mily as on 
relief. In view of an Executive order of April 1935, however, which 
instructed that men be sent to C. C. C. ca.mps only from families on 
relief, it is apparent that the large majority of families with members 
in C. C. C. camps were also in the relief cla.ssification. 

No figures on the amount of direct relief received in cash or in 
kind were requested from families. Eo.rnings on work-relief projects 
were included with earnings from other sources, although families 
receiving work relief were cla.ssified with families receiving direct 
relief rather than with the nonrelief families. 



Section 2. Terms Used in the Text and Tabular 
Summary 

(With particular reference to A. Inoome; B. Occupation; C. Family type) 

A. Income 

Total i1lCom •. -The income by which families were classified in· the 
text and appendix tables represents net money income of all members 
of the economic family. as well as imputed income from owned home 
(see below for definition) and rental value of dwelling quarters received 
in payment for work rendered. Total income does not include money 
received as direct relief, or the value of goods received in kind. 

Oomponents of total family i1lC01M-
1. Net money i1lCome.-Net money income included net earnings 

from gainful occupations of family members (wages, salaries, profits, 
and other withdrawals from buainess for family use, tips, commis
sions, and bonuses); minus occupational expenses; net income from 
roomers, boarders, tourists, and transients; net income from casual 
work in the home; and income from all other sources indicated under 
the discussion of other money income on page 195. Of these items, the 
methods of computing net income from roomers and boarders, imputed 
income from owned home, and rent received as pay, need to be 
explained. 

In ascertaining the income from boarders and lodgers, an attempt 
was made to obtain the net income after deduction of buainess ex
penses-the income available for family spending. Since too much 
interview time would be required to obtain cost figures on the keeping 
of roomers and boarders, it was necessary to estimate this cost in the 
office, uaing data available from a ,Previous study of the Bure&u: of . 
Labor Statistics. The estimates were for cost of food only and made 
no allowance for the costs attached to keeping lodgers and for costs 
other tJum food-such as the expense for service, table linen, ete. 
The cost of boarders' food, however, is probably the largest single 
item of expense in this type of enterprise. 

The cost estimates corresponding to given payments by boarders 
with room were based on Bureau of Labor Statistics data for 279 
wage-earner families living in 10 cities. The line of relationship is 
represented by the equation Y equals 87.37 plus O.l004X, where X 
equals the annual payment by a boarder with room and Y the corre
sponding cost of food. This estimated cost of food was subtracted 

'f.o:i;l· 80 16 
199 
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from the payment made to the family and the remainder was regarded 
as net income from boarders with room. , 

Obviously the same payment as above for board without room 
requires a different cost estimate. The line of relationship between 
total annual payments by boarders without room and the correspond
ing cost of food was based on data for 59 wage-earner families in 8 
cities. The equation is Yequals 52.83 plus 0.2108X, where X is the 
annual payment by a boarder Without room and Y the corresponding 
cost of food. When, by the use of these corrections, the cost of 
boarders' food was greater than the gross income from boarders, a 
zero balance rather than a negative income was attributed to the 
family from this source. 

2. ImpuJed incomejrom 0'WIIed home.-The incomes of home owners 
were adjusted to take into account their effective "purchasing power" 
incomes, rather than their money incomes alone. This adjustment 
had the, net effect, in general, of placing the home owners one $250 
interval above the family income scale in which their money incomes 
alone would have placed them. 

The income which was attributed to home owners was the differ
ence between the family's estimate of the rental value of the home 
and the expenses on the home for the period of occupancy. At the 
time of the family schedule interview the family was asked for infor
mation on the 'amount of interest on the mortgage or land contract. 
Other expenses on the owned home-taxes, special assessments, 
refinancing charges, repairs and replacements, insurance, etc.-were 
computed on, the basis of existing data on the relationship between 
such expenses and rental value. . 

This procedure was followed for two reasons: First, because it was 
not feasible to obtain, during the brief family schedule interview, infor
mati<?Il, on each type of expense of home ownership; and, second, 
Qecause it seemed satisfactory, and possibly preferable, to use for 
expem other than interest on mortgage, a figure which approxi
mated an average for several years rather than a figure equal to the 
cash expenses for the schedule year itself. 

The line of relationship which was derived between "other expenses" 
and rental value for this purpose was based on Bureau of Labor 
Statistics' data for 949 home-owning families, including wage earners 
and low salaried workers, ~ving in 10 cities as well as Federal em
ployees living in Washington. The equation for the line of relation
ship is Yequals 39.20 plus 0.1726X where Y is annual other expenses 
lIJld X is the annual rental value. 

The estimated expenses were added to the interest figure obtained 
from the family and the whole was deducted from the rental value for 
thll period of occuPllJlcy. The resultant figure was the income 
imputed to home owners. If the figure for "other expenses" was , .. 
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greater than the rental value of the home, the expenses other than 
interest were assumed to equal the rental value. In such a. case the 
addition of an expense for interest to these other expenses which were 
assumed to be zero resulted in a negative income from home owner
ship; the amount of the negative income was deducted from the com
bined money income figure and rent as pay (if any) in arriving at 
the net total income. 

3. Rent receivtd as pay.~When the free occupancy of the family 
dwelling was received as pay for services, as is frequently the case with 
janitors, ministers, etc., the monthly rental value and the number of 
months of rent as pay was obtained. The value of rent received as 
pay for the echedule yew: was later computed and included in total 
income. 

B. Occupation. 

The classification of occupations prepared by the Works Progress 
Administration • was used as a guide in classifying employment into 
occupational groups. The occupational grouping of the Study of 
Consumer Purchases is shown below together with the Works 
Progress Administration classification: 

Bud, cllWfjicatlOft 
Salaried professional and independent 

professional. 
Salaried busineaa and independent busi

ness. 

Clerical. 

Wage earners. 

W. P. A. d4uijicatiO'fl 
Professional and technical workers. 

Proprietors, managers, and officials. 
Fann managers. 
Owners of nurseries and greenhouses. 
Offi.. workers, salesmen, and kindred 

workers. 
Skilled workers and foremen in building 

and construction. 
Skilled workers and foremen in manu

facturing and other industries. 
Farm foremen and overseers. 
Semiskmed worken in building and 

construction. 
Semiskilled workers in manufacturing 

and other indUBtriea. 
Unskilled laborers. 
Fann laborers. 
Domeetio and personal service workers. 

Farm operators. Farm. owners and tenants. 
Farm croppers. Fann croppers. 

A fur!.her description of !.he occupational groupings used by the 
Study of Consumer Purchases follows: 

Salariffl profe8sional.-The salaried professional category included 
all professional, semiprofessional, and. technical workers who were 
employed by o!.hers on a salaried and/or oo,!,mission basis. Appren

lInda of <kaJ..-uoaa. ""'mpe*'-l CJeelOceUOIl ad CadI. warts ~.ldmfnistraUoD CIraIJuo 
No. "A, Sepqmbw 1\\1L 
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tices to these occupations were also included in this classification. 
Besides lawyers, teachers, physicians, and dentists, this group included 
artists, chemists, clergymen, technical engineers, technicians, trained 
nurses, draftsmen, and journalists. Certain of the technicians and 
laboratory assistants included here were probably on the border-line 
between professional and highly skilled wage earners. . 

Srilaried bUBine8s.-The salaried business category included persons 
employed by business and manufacturing firms in managerial or 
official positions, usually on a salaried and/or rommission basis. 
Officials and inspectors employed by the city, State, or Federal gov-

. ernments were classified here. Persons employed as salaried exec
utives of firms were also included. Office managers, as well as credit 
and advertising managers (except those managing establishments in 
these two fields), were classified as clerical. 

111<hpendent proJessioMl.-Included in the independent professional 
group were professional, semiprofessional, and technical workers 
working on their own account. (See "Salaried profesSlonal" for a 
partial list of specific professional occupations.) 

111<hpendent bUBines8.-The independent business group included all 
entrepreneurs or nonprofessional persons who worked on their own 
account. Businesses owned but not managed by any member of the 
family were not included since such cases were included under "other 
money income" of the family. To be classified as an entrepreneur, one 
or more of the following qualifications were met:· The investment of 
capital in materials, equipment, etc. (tools of workmen such as were 
needed by wage earners were not considered capital investments); 
the taking of business risks; the employment of others; the production 
of goods on the chance of finding a purchaser. The independent 
business group included: Retail dealers, wholesale dealers, importers 
and exporters, building contractors, brokers, bankers, hucksters, and 
peddlers. Independent business families in the low income levels 
were composed largely of small shopkeepers and lodging-house keepers, 
while most families in the upper income groups lrelonged to large-scale 
enterprises. Income from roomers, boarders, tourists, or transients 
was classified as having been derived from independent business. 

Clerical and kindred workers.-The clerical occupations included 
office workers, office and store clerks, commercial travelers, salesmen, 
and kindred workers. With the exception of office managers, persons 
exercising control over the work of others were generally excluded from 
this category. Persons in the clerical occupations are usually re
munerated on a weekly, monthly, annual, and/or commj8"ion, rather 
than hourly or daily, basis. Some of the higher paid clerical occu
pations which border on the salaried business classification were: 
Accountants (other than certified public accountants), auditors, chief 
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olerks, purchasing agents, credit managers, office managers, and 
advertising managers (other than those in advertising agencies). 

Wage eamer.-In the wBge~arner classification were included skilled, 
semiskilled, and unskilled manual occupations in building and con
struction, manufacturing, extraction, and transportation industries, 
etc. Apprentices to the skilled occupations and foremen were included 
in the wage~arner category. Also included were domestic and 
personal service workers and farm laborers. 

Occupations in the WBge-earner category usually involve manual 
skill and, with the exception of foremen, do not ordinarily involve 
control over the work of others. Remuneration is usually on an· 
hourly, daily, or weekly, rather then a monthly or BrulUal, basis. 

The inclusion of workers of the following types in the wsge-earner 
classification resulted in a representation of the wBge-earner group in 
the income brackets of $3,500 to $5,000: Foremen and inspectors, ohief 
engineers, lithographers, engravers, sign painters, furriers, and 
watchmakers. 

No gainfully employed members and farmers.-Families having no 
members engaged in gainful employment were classified in this group. 
An individual was considered gainfully employed even though his 
business losses exceeded or equaled his earnings. These families 
with no earnings might be retired or unemployed; they might be 
supported by direct relief, or living on pensions, savings, interest, etc. 
In Chicago, the families of seven farm operators drawn in the somple 
were analyzed with this group because there were too few of them to 
constitute a sep8.1'll.te classification. . With the exception of these 
seven families, if there was any income from earnings whatsoever, 
such as income from boarders and roomers, the family was not shown 
in this category, but in the category from which the earnings were 
derived. . 

Family occupation.-The occupation by which the family was 
classified was that one of six major oc()upational groups from which the 
largest proportion of the total earnings of the economic family was 
derived. The six occupational groupings are: Salaried professional, 
ealo.ried business, independent professional, independent business, 
clerioal, and wBge earner. 

When no member of the economic family had worked during the 
schedule year because of retirement, unemployment, or for any other 
reasons, the family was classified as having "no gainfully employed 
members." If, however, somsone had worked during the.year, but 
there were no earnings from occupation because losses exceeded or 
equaled earnings, the family was considered as having a gainfully 
employed member and the occupation was classified in the proper one 
of the six categories. A number of families who would otherwise have 
been classified as havillg "no gainfully employed member" were in
cluded in the independent business group because of some earnings 
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from roomers or boarders. In Chicago, seven fa.milies of farm opera.
tors were grouped with the "no gainfully employed members" because 
they were not sufficiently numerous to analyze in 0. separate classi
fication. 

Occupation refers to the occupation in which the individual actually 
worked during the schedule year and not necessa.riIy to what he 
considered his "usual occupation" as determined by preference, 
experience, vocational tra.ining, etc. The occupation of persons on 
work-relief projects was confined prima.riIy to wage-earner and clerical . 
work. Obviously the occupational classifications of independen t 
business and independent professional did not apply to relief work. If 
relief families were clo.ssified in these categories it was due to a non
relief position of some member other than the family head or the posi
tion held by the head before or after having been engaged on a work
relief project. 

The procedure followed in determining family occupation was to 
combine the total earnings of a family from the four salaried and 
independent occupations (salaried business and professional, and 
independent business and professional) and to compare this combined 
total with the family's earnings from wagEHlamer occupations and 
with those from clerical occupations.' If the earnings from the four 
salaried and independent groups combined were greater than the 
earnings from either of the other groups, the family was allocated to 
the particular salaried or independent occupational group from which 
the earnings were largest. For example, a physician derives $1,600 
from private practice (mdependent professional) and $1,000 as salary 
from an insurance company for his medical services (salaried profes
sional). His son has earnings of $1,800 during the schedule year as a 
day laborer. The earnings of the father determine family occupation 
since, when combined, they are greater than the earnings of the son. 
Since the father's greater source of earnings is his private practice, 
the family occupatipn is independent professional. 

For purposes of determining family occupation, net income from 
roomers and boarders was included in the earnings from independent 
business occupations. Income from casual work in the home was 
classified according to the occupational classification of the work 
(e. g., income from the occasional typing of letters or manuscripts was 
entered under clerical). Employment on work-relief . projects was 
considered as gainful employment and was classified IIccOrding to the 
type of work done. In most cases such work fell under the wage-

• Since the business and professional groups were c1asal8ed into a fourfold RrOUPIQg while wage earnm 
were ola8sl.8ed as 8 single groUp. although they might equally well have been subdivided lDto atlUed, sem.L. 
skilled, and omJdlled. It was decided to make the business and professional groups oomparable with the 
wage earner by combining the earnlnp In these four OOCUpati0D8 when det.ermln!ng tamBy occupation. In 
the smaller cities, fwthermore, the (our bus1D.ess aod protlllSJonal groups were oomb1ned into a s1ngleoooupa. 
tlonal group tor moet tabulatloD8. 
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earner or clerical occupations, but a few cases fell in the professional 
group. When rent was received as part payment of services, the 
value of such rent was included with the earnings of the individual who 
received it, in determining family occupation. If equal amounts of 
earnings were derived from each of two or more types of occupations, 
the chief occupation (i. e., the occupation yielding the largest earnings) 
of the individual having the largest earnings was considered the family 
occupation. For example, if the husband in a family earned $500 
from an independent business, while the wife earned $300 from a wage
earner occupation and a son $200 also as a wage earner, the family was 
classified as belonging to the independent business group. 

When there were two or more earners in a family, each earning the 
same amount but from different occupations, the family was classi
fied in the occupation engaged in by the individual who was the head 
or who was the most closely related to the head of the family or his 
wife; it the relationship of these members to the head was the same, 
the occupation of the eldest determined the family occupation. When 
the earner who determined the family occupation had more than one 
occupation the family was classified on the basis of the occupation from 
which he derived the largest portion of his earnings. 

Earners.-An earner is a member of the economic family who has 
been gainfully employed at any time during the schedule year. No 
minimum earnings or length of employment were arbitrarily set up as 
11 basis for determining whether a person should be called an earner. 
Persons who worked during the year but who had no earnings from 
occupation because losses exceeded or equaled earnings were consid
ered to be gainfully employed and were counted as earners. 

The principal earner is that member of the economic family who 
has the largest earnings during the year, from all of his occupations 
combined, if he has more than one occupation. If the family head 
nnd another adult had equal earnings, the head is designated as the 
principal earner. If two persons other than the head have the largest 
Ilud equal earnings, the principal earner is the one more closely re
lated to the head of the family or his wife; if the degree of relation
ship is the same for the two persons, the older is designated as the 
principal earner. 

Supplemtmary earners are all members of the economic family other 
than the principal earner who received any earnings during the year. . 

Individual earners are persons to whom earnings could be specifically 
allocated. Income from roomers and boarders, or income from casual 
work in the home, usually results from a family enterprise and as a 
consequence the earnings cannot be attributed to anyone individual. 

The category "other malo" earners is comprised of all male members 
of the economic family, other than the oldest married male (or head}, 
who were Itaiufully occupied during the schedule year. 
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The category "other jemtile" earner8 is comprised of o.ll female mem
bers of the economic family, other than the wife of the oldest mamed 
male, who were gamfullyoccupied during the schedule year. 

C. Family Type 

Fnmilies were classified into the following types based upon the mem
bership composition of the economic family: 

Famfl:vtll'Pe 

I. Husband and· wife, and no other persons in the economic family. 
II. HUsband, wife, and one child under 16 years and no other persons in 

the economic family. 
III. Husband, wife, and two children under 16 years and no other per

sons in the economic family. 
IV. Husband, wife, and one person 16 years or over, and one or DO others 

in the economic family. 
V. Husband, wife, one child under 16 years, one person 16 years or 

over, and one or two other persons regardless of age in the 
economic family. . 

VI. Husband, wife, and three or four children under 16 years Bod no 
other persoDS in the economic family. 

VII. Husband, wife, &t least one child under 16 years, and four or five 
other persons regardless of age in the economic family ~ 

VIII. Husband and wife, and in addition three or four persons over 16 
years. ' 

Other com- }All other economic families which contain both husband and wife 
plete families and are not designated above. 

IX.5 Families of two or more members without both husband and wife 
in the economic family. 

X.B One-person economic families. 

The above family types are based upon the equivalent number of 
persons under 16 yeltl"S of age and the equivalent number 16 yeltrs 
or over in the economic family during the year. For example, if 
two children were members of the economic family for 26 weeks each, 
together they would represent the equivalent of one person for the 
entire year. Thus a family so constituted would be classified as type 
IT (husband, wife, and one child under 16 yeltl"S and no other persons 
in the economic family). 

By use of a. conversion table, the number of weeks of membership 
of persons in the economic family for only a portion of the schedule 
yenr is expressed in terms of equivalent members. If the economic 
family contained only one person who was a member for 26 weeks or 
less, he was not regnrded as an equivalent member; had he been in the 
family for 27 weeks he would have been classified as one equivalent 
member. If two persons, both of whom were under 16 yeltl"S, were 
members of the economic family for a total of from 27 weeks through 
78 weeks, together they counted as one equivalent member; had they 
been members for a total offrom 79 through 130 weeks, theywCluld have 
been counted as two equivalent members. The same method of 
computation applied to adults. If, however, the family contained an 
adult for 17 weeks and a child for 17 weeks, neither would be counted 

• Family schedules from types lX and X ware obtained ODly from famlJles <bawn in the comprebeDalve 
IlllD.ple. Theee ~wo tYJ)el are relerNcl to In the ta:~ u ubrokan" or "incomplete" famJUes. 
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sa members of the economic family, ~thoiig'hJ t.ii~ther they might 
equal 27 weeks or more. In other words, aq,individual under 16 years, 
or one over 16 years, in the family less than 27-weeks was disregarded 
in the family-type classification. 

This oomputation of family types on the basis of equivalent members 
has resulted in the classification of married oouples with an infant less 
than 6 months of age, into family type I, i. e., husband and wife and 
no other persons in the economic family. 

All weeks during which persons were members of the economic 
family, whether living in the home or temporarily away from home, 
were included in oomputing equivalent members. 

Children under 16 years were not necessarily the children of the 
head and his wife, but might have been grandchildren, foster children, 
or other relatives. 



AppendixD 

Note on Earlier Studies of Family Income and 
Expenditure 

Studies of family expenditures by the Department of Labor date 
back to a survey of workers in the iron and steel industry made in 
1888, for the purpose of securing information on wages and levels of 
living among American and European workers in the same industries .. 
In: more recent years the Bureau of Labor Statistics has progressively 
increased the detail and widened the scope of its studies of family 
expenditures, which have been conducted primarily to provide weights 
for its cost of living indexes. The United Statee Department of Agri
culture has been conducting its studies of the expenditures of farm 
families since 1890. In: planning the present study the cooperating 
agencies have also had the benefit of suggestions contained in the work 
of a number of private agencies, particularly that of the Social Science 
Research Council in Its Plan for a Study of Consumption According 
to Income. The plans for the present study of consumer purchases 
have been developed jointly by the consumption staff of the National' 
Resources Committee, the Cost of Living Division of the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, and the Economics Division of the Bureau of Home 
Economics, with the cooperation of the Central Statistical Board. 

In addition to this study, the Bureau of Labor Statistics conducted 
expenditure studies among families of wage earners and low-salaried 
clerical workers in 1934-36 in the following cities: . 

Baltimore, Md. 
Berlin, N. H. 
Birmingham, Ala. 
Boston, Mass. 
Buffalo, N. Y. 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Claremont, N. H. 
Cleveland, Ohio. 
Columbus, Ohio. 
Concord, N. H. 
Conway .... N. H. 
DallBBr Tex. 
Denver, Colo. 
netroitc.!'.fich. 
Dover, .N. H. 
Grand Rapids, Mich. 
Houston, Tex. 
Indianapolis, Ind. 
Jackson, Miss. 
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Jacksonville, Fla. 
Johnstown, Ohio. 
Kansas Cit.!'. Mo. 
Keene, N. B. 
Laconia, N. H. 
Lancaster Ohio. 
Lansing, Mich. 
Littleton, N. H. 
Los Angeles, Calif. 
Louisville, Ky. 
Manch .. ter, N. H. 
Marquette, Mich. 
Memphis, Tenn. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
Minneapolis-St. Paul, MinD. 
Mobile, Ala. 
Modesto, Calif. 
Nashua, N. H. 
Now Orleans, La. 
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~N.w York, N. Y. 
Norfolk-Portsmouth, Va. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Pitu,burgh, .Pa. 
Portland, Maine. 
Portsmouth, N. H. 
Reno, Nev. 
Richmond, Va. 
Rocheeter, N. Y. 

Sacramento, Calif. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 
San Diego, Calif. 
San FranCl8co-Oakland, Calif. 
ScrantonJ...Pa. 
Seattle, wash. 
Springfield, M .... 
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Consumption tdudiu in Chkago.-The present investigation is far 
from being the first study of consumer purchases in Chicago. Ever 

. since the early 1880's studies of family incomes and expenditures have 
been made among Chicago groups whose living seemed in some way or 
other important to a research agency. In 1882 the Chicago Trade 
and Labor Assembly cooperated in an investigation of the relation of 
current family earnings to current family expenditures among wage 
earners and clerical workers. The data were secured by the Illinois 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, and apply to the year 1881-82, a decade 
after the great Chicago fire. There is a special analysis of rents as 
related to earnings, the number of persons in the family, and the 
number of rooms occupied by families of workers in 62 different occu
pations in the city.' This investigation was followed by a number of 
others, different in scope and purpose, but all alike in that they were 
restricted to the occupational and income limits set for the first study. 
One of the earliest is an analysis of the dietary adequacy of food con
sumed by 32 families living in the vicinity of Hull House.· Another, 
one of the best-known studies of consumer purchases ever made in the 
city, was undertaken for the purpose of discovering the relationship 
between wage rates in the stockyards, and levels of living among 
stockyards workers.' 

A more recent investigation sponsored by the local community 
research committee of the University of Chicago was initiated for the 
purpose of determining whether a proposed revision of the Chicago 
Standard Budget for Dependent Families set a higher standard than 
would be maintained by families of independent unskilled workers.' 

The Bureau of Labor Statistics has on numerous occasions collected 
data from Chicago families, as a part of its inquiries into the cost of 
living of wage earners and salaried workers. The 1918-19 study 
presented data on 348 Chicago families at 7 different income levels, 
the data including sources of family income, group expenditurea and 

I illinois BW"IlIIu of !.abc.- Statbtlas. s..aooo Bleaatal Report (1883), pL m. pp. ~ 
• U. B. Dtrpartmea, of A«rieultwL Otftclal Experiment StaUcm. BulleUD No. 120: DIetu'J Stud1ellD 

CblNlO,. by EIIeD B. RJabuds. WubiDctoD. UJ03 .. pp.l7 ..... 
I KenDell,.. I. 0., and oUten: W_ and PamtlJ' Budgets lD Ute Chicago B&ockyanb District. AD 

lu...unUOO; OIlI"Ied OD UIIdlll' t.be dJreoIioD of the board 01 the UbI...uly of Cblcaco. 80 pp-, Illua. Cbf.. 
01«0. ttlt. 

• Houabklllnc. LeIla: The lncomeud StaDdardorLlYlDcofUDSkIlled t..l:utnlD ChIoap. UDJ~" 
oI0bbeo SoaIal SoIeooe StucU. No.. 8. 1M pp. Cb1cato. 11m. 
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savings, size of dwelling and type of housing facilities, and expeij 
turea for fuel o.nd light! . 

The study of the money receipts and disbursements of 1.00 FedE 
employees living in Chicago, made by the Bureau of Labor Statisl 
in 1928 for the Federal Personnel Classification Board; was limited 
employees with salaries under $2,500. It was intended primarily! 
show how far the families of such employees are dependent on t 
incomes of supplementary earners, and to whst extent their incom 
meet their annual disbursements." 

'U. 8. Department of lAbor. BIInJ8U 01 Lsbor Statfst!~. BulletiD No. 857: Cost 01 LivlDa In 
United States. Washington.I92f, pp. 18, SO, 285, 344-

• Monthly Laberi' Review, 'VOl. 29 (19211), No.2. pp. 14-4l1; No. a, pp.248-159; No ... pp. 2'p-2M; W( 
pp. 1-10: Caet of LJviDI: of Federal Employelllin Five ClUes. 
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