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FOREWORD 
1"'w study of consumer purchases was conducted by the Bureau 

el Home Economics of the United States Department of Agriculture, 
and tht' Bureau of Labor Statistics of the United States Department 
of Labor, with the cooperation of the N ationul Hesources Planning 
Board, the Work Projects Administration, and the Central Statistical 
Board. Plans for the study were formulated by the National Re
sources Planning Board and the two operating bureaus, with the 
advice of the two other cooperating agencies. The project was 
financed by the Work Projects Administration. 

The study was administered under the guidance of a steering com
mittee composed of Stuart A. Rice, chairman, representing the "T ork 
Projects Administration (now with the Central .Statistical Board); 
Louise Stanley, Bureau of Home Economics; Isador Lubin, Bureau of 
Labor Statistics; Gardiner C. Means, National Resources Planning 
Board; and Morris A. Copeland, Central Statistical Board. Details 
of administration were formulated and procedures were coordinated 
by a technical subcommittee on which each of the five agencies had 
representation. Membership was as follows: Hildegarde Kneeland, 
National Resources Planning Board, chairman; Day Monroe, Burea.u 
of Home Economics; Faith M. Williams, Bureau of Labor Statistics; 
:Milton Forster, Work Projects Administration; and Samuel J. 
Dennis and W. M. Hoad, Central Statistical Board.-

The following members of the staff of the Economics Division of 
the Bureau of Home Economics collaborated with the authors in 
the preparation of this report: Kathryn Cronister, Marga.ret Perry, 
Colette Rosenstiel, Helen Hollingsworth, Janet Hooks, Maryland Y. 
Pennell, Marjorie Ellsworth, Robert DePuy, and ~arl Benson. 

Acknowledgment is made of the excellent work of the field super
visory staff during the period of collection-Irma H. Gross, regional 
director of the Middle Atlantic and East North Central region, suc
ceeded by Junia H. Honnold; with Evelyn T. Crowe, Eva- Hoy 
Weimer, and Ethel H. Van Buskirk, assistant directors; Mary Jean 
Bowman, regional director of the West North Central region; and 
_Marianne Muse, regional director of the New England region, suc
ceeded by Ruth S. Brush. Much credit for the reliability of the data 
is due to the conscientious field agents who obtained the schedules, 
the families that cooperated in providing the information requested, 
and the staff of editors and statistical clerks who tabulated the data. 

The Bureau of Agricultural Economics assisted in the preparation 
of the farm-income schedule and in plans for tabulation and analysis 
of data. Acknowledgment is due to Clarence M. Purves and Nathan 
~-I. Koffsky for their helpful advice. Members of the Extension 
Service did much to obtain the cooperation of local farm groups in 
the study. Acknowledgment also is made of the help given by State 
and district officials of the Work Projects Administration, by repre
sentatives of State colleges imd universities, and by the local organiza
tions and officials of the cities and villages in which the survey was 
conducted. 

Louis£ STANLEY, Chief. 
n 
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SECTION I. INTRODUCTION 
Purpose of the Study 

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

The need for a broad investigation of family living had long been 
recognizE'd by both Government and private agencies. While nu
merous studies of family expenditures had previously been made in 
this country, most of them covered only small samples. The few 
investigations on a relatively large scale were restricted to certain 
groups in the population. For exaritple1 the study of farm families 
made by the Department of Agriculture m 1922-24 was confined to 
11 States and did not represent all income levels. Studies of farm 
family living carried out by various State agencies employed such 
diverse methods of collection and analysis that it has been impossible 
to fit together the results to obtain a satisfactory general picture of 
farm family consumption. Urban family studies had been similarly 
limited; those of the Bureau of Labor Statistics had included only 
wage earners and low-salaried clerical workers. Investigations based 
on broadly representative samples of urban business and professional 
groups and of the village population had never been made. 

To obtain a picture of family-consumption yatterns by income levels 
for the most important population groups o this country, on farms, 
in villages, and in cities, 1t was necessary to carry out an investigation 
simultaneously in several regions and in communities of various 
degrees of urbanization. The study of consumer purchases was 
designed to meet that need. 

Seledion oF Communities 

The study of consumer purchases included families living in 2 
metropolises, 6 large cities, 14 middle-sized cities, 29 small cities, 140 
villages, and 66 farm counties, shown in tables 74, 75, and 76, and in 
figure 1. The Bureau of Home Economics was in charge of the work 
in all villages and farm counties and in 19 of the 29 small cities. 
The Bureau of I...abor Statistics assumed responsibility for the work in 
the 10 other small cities and in all cities of larger size. 

The broad geographic regions studied were selected to represent 
the major cultural and eoonomie groups of the country and at. the 
same time to include the largest possible proportion of the population. 
An effort was made to have ea.ch region distinctive, so that regional 
differences might be investigated, yet to have a somewhat homo
geneous population within the defined boundaries. The six regions 

. 1 . 
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FAMll..Y INCOME 3 

chosen were New England, Middle Atlantic and East North Central, 
West North Central, Southeast, Mountain, and Pacific. For the 
analysis of data, the Bureau of Home Economies has divided the 
schedules obtained in the West North Central region between the 
East North Central and Mountain regions. Accordingly, the reports 
of the Bureau of Home Economics cover five regions: New England, 
Middle Atlantic and North Central, Southeast, Plains and Mountain, 
and Pacific. (For comparison with census designations, see Meth
odology, p. 208.) 

The communities studied in each region fell within five distinct 
degrees of urbanization: Large cities, middle-sized cities, sma.ll cities, 
villages, and farm counties. Thus, comparisons of consumption 
patterns of families living in communities of different sizes can be 
made without meeting the problems of regional differences. A sixth 
degree of urbanization is represented by Chicago, Ill., and New York 
CitY,l selected to depict income and consumption of metropolitan 
families. 

Farm sections were chosen on the basis of a type of agriculture 
predominant or widely prevalent. For the protect as a whole, 14 
types of farming, important in the Nation's busmess of agriculture, 
were selected upon the premise that if each of the principal types were 
represented, the study would yield a good cross section of the families 
operating farms in this country. The basis for choice thus was 
national and regional rather than by State; a small group of counties 
chosen because of the importance of a specific type of farming would 
not necessarily be representative of the major type of agriculture or 
of the income received from agriculture in the State in which they 
were located. · 

Because of these bases of selection, no one farm section can be 
described as typical of a. State, of an entire region1 or of the United 
States as a whole. But, when farm sections within each region are 
grouped together, they represent some of that region's most important 
characteristics. The data concerning them, therefore, can form the 
basis of estimates for the entire farm population, provided they are 
supplemented by information, from the census and other sources, that 
indicates how the sections studied differ from the remainder of the 
region.1 

Sampling Procedures 

In many previous studies of family consumption, families were 
selected from certain socioeconomic population groups· and data were 
presented for the sample as a whole. Some investigators had analyzed 
expenditures by family-income level, but few had studied relationships 
between consumption and factors other than income. The consumer 
purchases study with its large sample was able to provide for the 
exploration of relationships between family consumptiOn and income, 
occupation, family type1 the region, and the degree of urbanization 
of the c.ommunity in wh1ch the family lived. 
. In ?rder to reduce the number of ?ther variab~es, only families 
m which there was a. husband and a. wife, both native-born (with or 

I UNJTIID 8U,.II8 N AftONAL RII80UBCIIIl COIOilftU, COIIBUKU 111001188 Ill 'I'll& Ulll'fi:D ft.A'r&ll! 'l'll&lll 
DlftiUBVIIOI!IIIIlll~ UK pp.,lllua. lll38, 
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without other family membenJ), were studied.• Thf! Mmple was 
limited to white familii'S except in the Southl'ast, and in 1\'ew York 
City and Columbus, Ohio, whl're a spt"('ial study of Nt>gro familit'8 
was made. Other minor l'I'Strictions facilitated dNn-cut comparisons 
by excluding familii'S in unusual situations, as familit'8 that wl're not 
keeping house. The farm study was limited to familil'S of operators 
except in the SouthN\st, where sharecroppers were included. 

Although the families studied included only a portion of the popula· 
tion, the collection of schedules was so planned as to give a random 
88mple of the families meeting the requirements for inclusion. For 
t.he study of farm families a random sample of the farms of the agri· 
cultural section chosen was drawn and visits wNe made to l'ach farm 
in the sample in order to determine which familil's were to be studied 
further. Only families that actually operated farms were included; 
if the family were that of a farm laborer (not an operator), if the tract 
of land failed to meet the census definition of a farm, or if it 1\·ere in 
reality a suburban home with no farm business, it was excluded from 
the random sample. For the study of family income, the following 
groups of farm operators' families were eliminated as ineligible: The 
colored (except Negro families in the Southeast), foreign-born, one
person, and broken families; families of paid managers; families that 
had lived on the farm less than a year. The last named group was 
excluded on the ground that such families could not furnish a reliable 
picture of a year's income from fanning. . 

In order to clarify the position of the families studied in the popula
tion as a whole, information on family composition, economic status, 
and other characteristics of the excluded, ineligible families was 
obtained in a few counties.• 

For the study of family consumption a further elimination was 
made among families included in the income sample. Those elim
inated were families living under circumstances that might distort the 
picture of family consumetion during an entire year (such as those 
receiving relief), and families of types too infrequently encountered 
to permit analysis. (See Methodology, The Consumption Sample, 
Eligibility Requirements.) 

Relief Families 

Families were classified as having received relief if aid, regardless of 
the amount, had been received from any agency, public or private, 
upon proof of need, at any time during the year. (See Glossary, 
Relief Family.) Althoug~ family sch~dules were o~tained fr<?m the 
relief group, 1t was recogmzed that the mcome data g~ven were mcom
plete largely because of the difficulty of obtaining data as to value of 
receipts in kind, such as food and clothing. The relief group bas been 
omitted, therefore, from detailed analyses of amount and sources of 
family income. 

The number of relief families in the samples studied, as shown in 
the tables, must not be considered as repr_esentative of the relief load 
in any ~ven fann section, because the relief status of the large group 
of ineligible families was not investigated. The character and 

1 lo two <itieolltlldled by tbe B-ol Labar Statlstb, CbJeaco. m., ucl Ponlud, One .• • special study 
.. ~0 lamllieo ... made. 

1 See 1\.l~tbo<lolo!:J. w. lllJII-221'. lor clolomptloD of ~mw Ia oampllnc ucl field •orll:, and p. 223 for 
the elicibllity nquiremeull lor U..,lulloD Ill I be income oam pie. Ao appral<&l of lhe ellecll oft~ uclu
llialll 00 iDc01De diolribut~ IIDd OD lbe .,._taUYe ~of lheoample II ~ted ID pp. ~244. 
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numerical importance of the ineligible groups (as the nonwhite, 
foreign-hom, and broken families, and those that had moved in the 
year preeeding the interview) differed among the farm sections. 
Moreover, among the eligible families, only the fact that relief had 
been received at some time during the year was ascertained; no in
formation as to the length of time or degree of dependency on relief 
agencies was obtained. 

Report Year 

The family schedule, the expenditure schedule, and the supple
mentary schedules or check lists giving detailed expenditures for 
clothing and furnishings, all supply data for a 12-month period. For 
any one family the same report year was required for all of these 
schedule forms. Families could choose any continuous 12-month 
period ended between December 31, 1935, and December 31, 1936. 
The date of interview and the family's ability to supply the necessary 
information for one 12-month period more accurately than for another 
affected the choice of the report year. No schedules were collected 
covering a period earlier than the calendar year 1935 or later than the 
calendar year 1936. In the regions covered by this report, the majority 
of the schedules were for periods ended between December 31, 1935, 
a.nd March 31, 1936. (See table 86 for the distribution offamilies in 
each farm section by ending-date of the year selected.) 

Reports of the Study 

The reports of the Bureau of Home Economics present data from 
approximately 158,000 record cards, 65,000 family-income schedules, 
34,000 expenditure schedules, 17,000 supplementary food schedules, 
21,000 supplementary furnishings schedules, 91,000 supplementary 
clothing schedules, and 5,000 food records (table 77). 

The series of regional reports include facts from the family schedule 
concerning the composition, income, and tenure status of all groups 
of families, the occupation of urban and village families, and a sum
mary of expt>nditure-schedule data. More details on family expendi~ 
tures are presented in reports on spt>Cific goods and services such as 
food, housing, and medic.a.l care. Publications of the Bureau of Labor 
Statisties conc.eming the communities that it surveyed follow a similar 
plan. The National Resources Planning Board, using data from this 
project and from other sourc.es, has published estimates of the distribu
tion of consumers by income for the country as a whole, and of con
sumer expt>nditures and savings. A comparison of consumer expendi
tures in communities of different degrees of urbanization, and conclu
sions n>lative to techniques applicable to studies in this field will be 
pl't'par-00 lat.er by the three agencies. 

Part 1 of this n>port presents data on income and composition of 
the native-white, unbroken families studied in selected farm sections 
in the ~Iiddle Atlantic and North Ct>ntral States, and in New England. 
Part 2 deals with the value of family living, the distribution of total 
f~tmily t>Xpt>nditures, and the relationships between family income. 
value of living, expenditures, and change in net worth. 



SECTION 2. FARM FAMILIES IN THE MIDDLE 
ATLANTIC, NORTH CENTRAL, AND NEW 

ENGLAND REGIONS 

Farm Sections Studied 

General Characteristics 

Of the eight farm sections discussed in this report, one is in the 
New England region-in Vermont; two are in the Middle Atlantic 
region-in New Jersey and in Pennsylvania; five are in the 
North Central region-in Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Illinois, and 
Iowa. These sections were selected as being reasonablr typical of 
areas in which there is specialization in one of the maJor types of 
agriculture chosen for study. The decision to select farming sections 
in which conditions were sufficiently favorable for agricultural speciali
zation automatically tended to exclude counties in which farm mcome 
was relatively low inasmuch as such specialization does not occur 
where land is very poor. 

Family-income data have been analyzed separately for each of 
these eight sections. For the study of consumption patterns of farm 
families, the two sections- in Pennsylvania and Ohio have been com
bint>d to form one analysis group, the two in .Michigan and Wisconsin 
to form another, and the two m Illinois and Iowa to form a third. 
New Jersey and Vermont have each been analyzed separately (table 76). 

There are marked differences among the eight farming sections 
with respect to type of farming, proportion of rural-farm families, 
importance of agriculture in the economy of the counties, and other 
related factors. Pertinent facts regarding each of the farm sections 
studied are presented in the discussion that follows and in table 1. 

In New Jersey, the survey was conducted in Camden, Gloucester, 
and Salem Counties in the southwestern part of the State, where 
truck farming is common. Only 5.7 percent of the families in these 
three adjacent counties were classified as rural-farm, according to the 
1930 census. Camden, a city of 118,700 persons and the county seat 
of Camden County, is directly across the Delaware River from Phila
delphia, which is one of the chief markets of the truck-farming area. 
The county seats of Gloucester and Salem Counties are Woodbury 
and Salem, respectively. 

Lancaster County, on the southeastern border of Pennsylvania, less 
than 75 miles west of Philadelphia, was chosen because general farms 
were relatively numerous. One-fifth of the families in this county 
were classified as rural-farm, according to the 1930 census. Lancaster, 
the county seat and only city of more than 50,000 inhabitants, is the 
manufacturing and trade center for the county. Many of the inhabi-

6 
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tants of the county are the so-called Pennsylvania Dutch, the descend
ants of German families that came to this country more than 200 years 
ago. These families have clung to certain cultural patterns which 
have been only partially modified by technological advances and other 
(actors affecting ways of living of farm and urban groups. In addition, 
many families in the rural sections are members of religious sects 
whose teachings influence consumption patterns, especially among 
the older families. Mennonite-for the most part Amish and the 
Brethren in Chris~and Dunker sects, and Quakers are found in 
considerable numbers. 

Another section chosen because of the frequency of general farms 
includes Crawford, Knox, and Richland Counties, Ohio; more than 
one-half of all farms in the section were of this type, according to the 
1930 census. Almost one-fourth of the families in these three adjacent 
counties in the north-central part of the State were classed as rural
farm in the 1930 census. The largest city in this farming section is 
Mansfield {population 33,525 in 1930), the county seat of Richland 
County, about 70 miles southwest of Cleveland; Bucyrus and Mount 
Vernon are the county seats of Crawford and Knox Counties, 
respectively. 

In Michigan, Lenawee County, where general and dairy farms are 
common types, was studied. This county is on the southeastern 
border of the State, adjacent to Ohio, and near Lake Erie. Adrian, 
the county seat and largest city (13,064 persons in 1930), is about 
60 miles southwest of Detroit and about 30 miles northwest of Toledo. 
Of the total families in the county, 37 percent were classified as rural
farm in 1930. 

Dane County, in the south-central part of Wisconsin, was chosen 
because almost three-fifths of the farms in the county were classified 
as dairy in the 1930 census. Madison, the capital of Wisconsin, is in 
the center of the county of which it is the county seat. Twenty-two 
percent of the families in the county were classed as rural-farm in the 
1930 census. 

In c.entral Illinois, DeWitt, Logan, Macon, a.nd Piatt Counties were 
selected because of the prevalence of corn or other ca.sh-grain farming-
the type reported by two-thirds of all farms in the section, accord
ing to the 1930 census. Decatur, the county seat of Macon County, 
approximately 35 miles east of Springfield, is the largest city in the 
farm section and serves as the trade center of several counties in the 
Illinois Corn Belt. Clinton is the county seat of DeWitt County; 
Lincoln, of Logan County; and Monticello, of Piatt County. Of the 
total families in the four counties, 22 percent were classed as rural-
farm in the 1930 census. . 

The Iowa sample was taken in Madison, Mahaska, Marion, Mar
shall, and Poweshiek Counties where animal-specialty farming is 
common. This farming section is located in south-central Iowa, near 
Des Moines. Oskaloosa, the county seat of Mahaska. County, and 
Ma~halltown, the county seat of Marshall County, are the com
mercial centers of this fertile agricultural district. In Madison 
County, Winterset is the county seat a.nd trade center; in Marion 
County, Knoxrule. In Poweshiek County, the county seat is 
Montezuma; the trade center, Grinnell. Of the total families in these 
five counties, 40 percent were classed as rural-farm according to the 
1930 census. 
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Chittenden and Franklin Countit's in Vermont represent a highly 
spedalized dairy-farming section in the northwestern part of the State, 
with LakE~ Champhlin as the western boundary and Canada on the 
north. About one-fourth of the families in these two adjacent counties 
were dassifif'd as rural-farm in tht'l 1930 census. Burlington, on 
Lake Cham_Plain, is the port of entry and county Reat of Chittt'nden 
O,untv; it IS about 40 miles northwest of Montpt>lier, and 100 miles 
southeast of ~lontreal. St. Albans is the eounty seat and trade 
eenter of Franklin CQuntv. 

These 8 fam1 S('('tions;aecording to the aho,-e des<'riptionR, do not 
represent isolated rural territory. Each is within a 100-mile radius of 
an industrial L't>nter. Each section has within its art'a a citv with a 
population of 10,000 persons or more; however, almost half of the 
counties do not incluc.le a city of this size within their boundarit's. 
The Nt'w Jt'rst>V farm S('('tion has more persons per square mile, 401.3 
persons, aecording to the 1930 census, and a smaller pel'("t>ntage of 
familit'S dau;sified as rural-farm, 5.7 pt'l'("tmt, than the other 7 sections 
studied. Camden County, in this S('Ction, has as many as 4 minor 
civil c.livisions with populations of 10,000 or ovt>r, but the othf.'r 2 
countit'S have only smaller tov.-ns and villages. Tho Iowa seetion is 
the most rural of the 8 stu<lit>d; in 1930 it had the largc-;t percf.'ntage 
of familif'S classed as rural-farm, 39.7 percent, and the smallest. 
number of persons per square mile, 41.6 persons (table 1). 

While the choice of countif'S was based primarily on type of agri
culture, the proportion of native-white farm families wa~ an important 
consideration. Of the eight fanning sections, that in Xew Jersey had 
the smallest proportion of native-white families--two-thirds of the 
5 055 rural-fann families in the three counties, according to the 1930 
c~nsus.1 Of the foreign-born ·white population, approximately one
fourth wt>re hom in Italy; on~ighth in .. each ~f the !ollo"·ing: Ger
manv Poland, and England. In the "lSCOnsm sectiOn, SO percent 
of tlie'rural-funn families were classified by the census as native-white; 

1 t'amiliM ._... n...tllod • -~•bite iD the ....,.If I be'-! oftbe lamlly- whit~ and DaliT&-born, 
bol ill tbe ....,.uawr r ..... - IIndY Ollly lamll• aa wbldl bocb tbe buobaad lind w1fe were wb•te and 
IIA&i.,.bonl • .,.. .., ct-Uied. 'fb.lo ..-tun would - to make •'• !JCu.,-tiOD of lamlbeo cluoUied u 
uu .. •tw• m U..llud:r -t.a leo. ~ u.& r..-l8d bJ--ton. 
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more than half of the foreign-hom population were Norwegian- or 
German-born (38 and 21 percent, respectively). In Vermont, w~?-ere 
82 percent of the rural-farm families were native-white, the Canadian
born population of French and other descent accounted for almost 
four-fifths of the foreign-born population. In ~~h of the ot~er five 
sections, over 90 percent of tht: rural-farm ~amilies we~ classified as 
native-white. Among the foretgn-bom white populat~o!l, the grol!p 
of German birth was larger than any one other nat1vtty group m 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, and Illinois (41, 22, 32, and 53 percent, 
respectively); those born in the Netherlands formed the largest group 
in low& (27 percent). 

Agriculture provides occupa~ons to a oonside~ble proportion of 
the gainfully employed workers m each of ~he sect1ons selected ex~pt 
that in New Jersey. Of the workers classified by the census as gam
fully employed in 1930, 42 percent o! those in the five oounti!lS studied 
in Iowa, and 35 percent of those m Lenawee County, !\bch., were
employed in agriculture; in Pennsylvania, Ohio, Wisconsin, Illinois. 
and \ ... ermont, the proportions ranged from 18 to 24 percent. In the 
New Jersey counties, the least rural se.ction, only 7 percent of the 
~sinfully employed persons were agricultural wage workers and 
mdependent operators. 

The Sample 

Groups Studied ·in Relation to Total Farm Population 

The families giving income data represent with re.asonable adequacy 
the group that the study was designed to cover, i e., families that 
included a husband and wife, both white and native-born; that oper
ated the !ann they rented or owned; that had not moved during the 
report year; and that met certain other minor eligibility requirements. 
(See Methodology, Income Sample, Eligibility Requirements.) It is 
estimated that income information was obtamed from two-thirds or 
more of the eligible families visited in six of the farm sections-:-
84 percent of those in Pennsylvania, 83 in Vermont, 68 in Illinois, 
67 m Ohio and Wisconsin, 65 in New Jersey. The proportion of 
eligible families from which income information was obtained in Iowa 
and Michigan was considerably lower-47 and 44 percent, respectively. 
Schedule collection in these two sections was terminated, for adminis
trative reasons, before revisits were completed to families not reached 
or unv.-illing to provide information when first visited. Available 
e\"idence indicak-s that failure to obtain information from all eligible 
families did not introduce any appreciable bias in the findings of this 
study. (See Appraisal, p. 230.) 

However, the planned exclusion of certain population groups-the 
one-person and the broken families, the Negro and other colored races, 
the foreign-born, and the families that move every year-tended to 
eliminate a la~er proportion of low-income than of well-to-do families. 
The samples stud1ed, therefore, had higher median incomes than did 
all families of farm operators in these eig-ht sections. 

Six of the eight farm sections chosen for study ranked somewhat 
abo,·e the State as a whole with respect to average value of agricul
tural t>J"'(}ucts used, traded, or sold per farm operator's family 
&C"Cordmg to the 1930 census._ The _exceptions were X ew Jer..ey: 
•·here the &\"t>rage for the counues studied was $3,742 and the average 
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for the State, $3,773; and Iowa, w-here the eorffl'!ponding fi~1res were 
$3,169 and $3,303. This income situation should be takt'n into 
account if data from this study are used in State-wide e-stimates. 

Size of Sample 

In the New Jersey counties all farm families wt>re visited for inform .. 
tion. In Michigan, the sample was drawn to include three-fourths 
of the farms; in Wisconsin and Vermont, one-half; in Pennsylvania, 
three-eighths; and in Ohio1 Illinois, and Iowa, one-fourth. 

A total of 7,546 family-mcome schedules was obtained from visits 
to 21,739 families in the 8 sections. Of the 20,408 families giving 
data. for the record card almost one-half, 47 percent

1 
of the families 

were eliminated from the income sample because of ehgibility require
ments. Others were unable or unwilling to give the necessary informa
tion; a few could not be reached because of illness or protracted absence 
from home. (See Appraisal, p. 230, for a more complete discussion of 
the nonreporting ~oups and those excluded as inehgible.) · 

The 7,546 family-income schedules were distributed among the 
eight farm sections and the nonrelief and relief groups as follows: 

N•,.,. fl( ,._ •• ..-

Farm section: . N"'llicf Rtlil/ 

New JerseY--·············--·-----······-· 791 70 
Pennsylvania •••••••••.••.•••••••••••••••• 2, 023 73 
()hio_____________________________________ 816 20 · 1\lichigan _______________________________ -· 71'!4 26 

Wisconsin.--_·----------- ___ ------------- 783 12 Illinois___________________________________ 843 14 
Iowa_____________________________________ 71~ 36 Vertnant _________________________________ •&14 29 

I In this see& loa oaly I t'amilf reported a Mt lool lor tbe ,_. Tbla famUy IIIDcluded Ia the CIIIWIC IIY• 
above bu& ill eaduded from su~ueat tablee aac1 dillcullloa. 

The differences in the number of schedules obtained from the eight 
sec~ions are due largely to diff~rences. in the proportio~ of families 
vistted and the proportion of nahve:-white. farm opf'~ators lD t~~ popu
lation, and to the fact that a more mtenstve campa1gn of revtstts was 
carried out in some sections than in others. 

Types of Farms 

Operated farms were classified according to type of farming as 
defined in the 1930 census. The 14 types of fanns studied include 12 
product types and 2 others-5elf-sufficmg and part-time fanns. For 
this study a farm was classed as one of the product types when 
receipts from sales of a specified product plus the value of that product 
paid as share rent were greater than receipta from sales of any other 
product plus the value of the product paid as share rent and were 
equal to at least 40 percent of the sum of gross receipts from sales, 
value of farm-furnished food and fuel used by the family, and value 
of share rent. (See Glossary, Farm Type, for definition of each of 
the 14 types.) . . . 

The data from this study on type of farmmg lD each sectton are in 
fairly close agreement with 1930 census reports.. Some differences 
may result from the 5-year difference in the time of collecting data; 
some from the limitations imposed on the income sample. A rela
tively large number of the excluded famil.ies were in low-income groups, . 
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and, therefore, may have been operating farms of relatively small 
acreage or low productivity-both factors in type of agriculture 
followed. (See Appraisal, p. 239, for comparison with other census 
data. indicating differences between the sample and the total pop
ulation.) 

In the New Jersey farm section, 45 percent of the 791 nonrelief 
families giving income schedules specialized in truck farming; 22 
percent had dairy- farms (table 2). In Pennsylvania, 48 percent of 
the 2,023 nonrehef families did not specialize in any product, but 
operated general farms. (Farms were classified as general if no one 
product accounted for as much as 40 percent of the gross receipts from 
all products.) Dairy, poultry, tobacco, animal specialty, and other 
types of farms also were found, but none accounted for more than 
11 percent of the total number studied. Ten percent of the families 
operated farms on a part-time basis; that is, they farmed on a small 
scale and the operator spent 150 or more days on work not pertaining 
to the farm enterprise. (See Glossary, Farm Type.) 

TABLB 2.--TYPB OP' PA.RM: Number and peruntage distribution of familietf· bg 
type of farm operated, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England /ant& 
IJflCtiona, 1985-86 

(White nonrollef ramrues that Include a husband and wife, both native-born) 

Type of CarmI New Pennsyl- Ohio Michl- Wiscon- IDinois Iowa Ver-
lersP:V varua gan sin mont 

Numhtr Numbtr Nutllb!r Num!H!r N•mbtr Numbor Nvmhtr N•wob!r 
All t:v118'------------------- 791 2,023 816 781 783 843 712 all 

Wheat- __ ------- ___ ----_ 2 6 5 6 0 26 0 I 
Corn or other cash lll'&in- 8 2 13 11 2 4l!f 61 0 
Truck .. _---------------- 300 43 3 11 ' 0 l 8 Fruit and nuts __________ 22 4 7 4 1 0 l • Tobaooo .• ___ ------------ 0 Hi8 0 9 l 0 0 0 
Dairy_----------·---·-- 176 229 36 :w 429 111 14 4&1 
Potil:J _ ---------------- 81 177 23 46 7 1 1 'I Anim •!X'«'Io.lty ________ 18 151 184 135 113 70 296 c Ranl!e live•tock _________ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 Other products __________ 6 6 2 4 -- 0 31 0 ' Oenersl __ -------·------ 89 9.'\4 470 303 234 248 286 14 &oll-<ulfking _____________ 20 101 41 11 8 11 43 10 
Part-time .. ····-----·---· 211 1113 28 28 3 12 9 lt 
Unl<aown ••••••••.•••••. 0 0 4 5 1 0 0 I 

Pcrcetll Pcrreflt Pcrreflt Pauwt p,_, Pm:t!fll Pcrreflt PcrenJI 
AU types .••••••••••••••••••. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

'VI'beat ___ --------------- (I) (1) 1 1 0 3 0 (1) 
Corn or other ca.'lb grain_ I (1) 2 l (I) 51 9 0 
Tru~t ------------------- 45 2 (') l 1 I! (f) l 
Fruit and nuts-------~-- ll (f) I 1 (!) 0 (I) 0 Tohaooo _________________ 

0 8 0 0 (') 0 0 0 
Dairy __ ·------·-·····-·- 22 11 ' 28 55 z 2 .. 
Poult~_---~--·----·---- 10 II s 6 1 (f) (!) 1 
Antm <J)<'<'t&ltJ •• --.-- 2 ' 23 17 12 8 C2 1 Ran!'O' li• ... stock _________ 0 0 0 0 0 (I) 0 0 
Other products •••••••••• I (I) (I) 1 0 4 0 1 
Oen~rsl. --------------- 9 48 58 38 30 30 -40 3 
&lr-sumrinc ••••••••••••. I 5 5 1 I 1 6 2 
Pari-time------····-·--- ' 10 • • (I) 1 1 I 
Unknowa.·------------ 0 0 (I) 1 (!) 0 0 (I) 

Of the 816 farms of nonrelief families studied in Ohio, 58 percent 
we~ gener&l farms and 23 percent, a.nimal-epecialty. In the Michigan 
&ection general farms accounted for 38 percent of the 784; dairy farms, 
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28 peromt; and ..Umal-epe<:ialt~, 17 ~nt. In W"l!lronsin, 55 ~r· 
cent of the 783 nonrelitof familiN operated dairy fanns; 30 pernnt, 
~neral; and 12 pereent, animal-eJ)f'Cialty. 

Com or othf'r small grain ac:-rounted for 51 ~ent of the 8-13 fanna 
of non.relief familit'll in the Illinois eectioni· '"neral f&l'ITL<t-the only 
other unportant type-wen 30 pel'l'ent o the total. In Iowa, 42 
percent of the 712 nonrelief familit'S studied operated animal-epecialty 
farms and 40 percent, general farms. 

The trend toward specialized fannin~r was more pronoun('ed in 
Vermont than in the other sections. Of the 513 nonrelif.f farm familiH 
included in the survey, 89 percent operated dairy farms; no other type 
accounted for more than 3 percent of the total num~r. 

Tenure; Size and Value of farMS Operated 

Tenure Status 

From 63 to 87 percent of the familiee studied in six of the eight 
farm sections owned all or part of the faJ'ID8 which they operated. 
The Iowa and Illinois sections each bad a ('onsiderably lower pro
portion of farm-owning families, 47 and 32 percent, rt!'SJ)f'Ctively 

. (table 3). The sample in Vermont ranked bight!'St in the proportion 
of owner-operated farms, 87 pere.ent; New Je~y ranked lll'C"'nd with 
82; Michigan, third with 76; Ohio, fourth with 75; Pennsylvania, 
fifth with 73; and Wisconsin, sixth with 63 percent. 

lllinois and Iowa showed the greatest proportion of farm land 
under IPase to t.enants and part owners ac.rording to the 1935 census. 
In the United Stat('8 as a whole the highest percl'ntagrs of farm land 
under lPase are no longer in the South, but in South Dakota, Okla
homa, Illinois, and Iowa. The incrPase in tf>nancy from 1900 to 1935 
was greatest in the Prairie and Great Plains Statee, where the pioneer 
farml'rs have been passing away, and many of their childrPn have 
gone to the cities to live.• 

Tenure differPncl'S among the sections Wf're markl'd, as has been 
shown above. Within each section, a family's tenure statUA lf'f"ID8 
to have been related to age, income, nativity, and other factors. 
Accordingly, whether the families studied in the consumer P.urebases 
survey included relatively more or fl'wer fann-owning families than 
the entire population of a section (as shown by the ('.ensus) dPpends 
upon the composition and comparative size of the ineligible group. 
Inasmuch as the ineligible group tends to have a gen('ral income 
level below that of the eligible, it would be anticipau-d that it w.·ould 
include relatively more nnt.ers and f~er ownl'rs. The requirPmf'nt 
of 1 year's residl'nce on the operated farm tended to rPnder inl'ligihle 
relatlvPiy more rent.ers than ownl'rs since the former move more 
often than the latt.er. However, other factors work in the op~ite 
dinction. The proportion of ownl'n incl'f'&St'l!l w.ith age, and the 
eligibility requirPments of the consume!' purchases stu_dy tendoo _to 
eliminate some of the older owners m brokm families. Spec1al 
studif'B have shown a great.er proportion of fann ov.-ners among Cf'r
tain of the fol'f'ign-bom groups (in('ligible for the study), as the 
Scandinavian, than among the nativ&-bom; but no genl'ral statem('nt 

ITn.:na,IL .&.. .t. ~l'lllr lmiM.t.ST 0. U&M ftn'&L 1l'. I.~;.&. Acr. :Wile. Put-. :1151: 7. 141M. 
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can be made as to cOmparative prevalence of farm ownership in 
native- and foreign-born populations, since the tenure status of the 
group would be affected by availability of free and low-priced land 
at the period of immigration to this country and by customs of 
tenure in the country from which settlers came. 

In four of the sections-New Jersey, Ohio, Michigan, and Ver
mont-the group included in the study comprised a larger proportion 
of farm~wning families than was shown by the census of 1935; in 
Pennsylvania and Wisconsin, the proportions were approximately 
the same; in Illinois and Iowa, the two States with the smallest 
proportion of owner-operated farms, they were smaller. (Seep. 239 
for discussion of reasons, and table 85.) 

TABLII: 3.-TII:NURII:, SIZII:, AND VALUII: OF OPII:RATII:D FARMS: Number and perCilnt
age of relief and nonrelief families operating owned and rented farms, average 
number of a.crea in operated farms, and average value of farm land and buildinga, 
by tenure, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sections, 
1936-36 ( 

(White famlliM that include a husband and wife, both natiw-bl>m] 

Aver&l!:e' A~"er&l!:e' 

Awr- valueol- Awr- valuenf-
8100. age.• 

Tenure' Families area in Farm Families Bn'liiD Farm oper- land Fam- - oper- land Fam-
a ted and ily ated. and ily 

fftnns build- dwt•ll- farm' bnild- dw•ll· 
lngs' ing ingfl' lng 

. 
NEW JERSEY PENNSYLVANIA 

Numher Ptrrt.,t Acru Dollart Doll an Nrtmhtr Ptrtmf Arrts Dollart DaUqr.• 
All families .•••••••••••••• 861 100 73 6, 408 2,366 2,096 100 58 7,.24 2,437 ---------------------OwnlnR Camille~--- ___ 703 82 69 6, 418 2,420 I, 536 73 54 6,9flll 2, 378 Rent.ing families _____ 158 18 88 6,362 2,124 560 27 71 8,696 2,SIIS 

OHIO MICHIGAN 

All families ••••••••••••••• 836 T 6,1811 1,6CM ~~ 1'~ 1,1196 

Owninv famiiiM •••••• 623 ll4 6,080 1,6Sl 76 6,006 1,653 
Renting families ••••• 213 127 6,507 1,468 24 6, 632 I, 4011 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS 

All CamUies ••••.•••••••••• 7tl5 -~-'~ 10,032 a,!lll7 857 To ......... 
Ownin1! famiiiM .••••. 504 631 126 10, Sll 2,444 274 32 178 21.561 1, 5119 
Reo ling families •••• _ 291 37 148 9,550 1,962 i83 68 198 22, 1129 1,31. 

IOWA. VERMONT 

.................. ----~ 154 11,397 1,418 542 100 "' .... , '"' 
Owni"l! familie!<...... SSI 47 150 9,488 I, . .-..s 471 87 175 6, 700 l, 818 
Reolinl: famil~----- 397 Iii 158 11,3111 1,302 71 13 196 6,1017 1,661 

I A. family 15 <'IL_, .. aa IIWDiftf! family if It ownt'd any part of tbe operated fum at~ time during tbe rer,ort Y~U- -' ~'<'nling family n.nte<l •II or th" ope..,.ted farm throu~hout the year. 
10<-lu~ total !arm ~ ""'""II""" or the .. .,. of land, e~clu<1i.ng only timber grown for commercial 

lalo and l....e public ran.,... Avrra"""..., llfl..""'l on too nurutx-rnl familil'S in eaeb cl&9s that rt'port.d aen!tlgP. 
1 _A_.., are 1>&""'1 on thP number of families in each elL.~ that l't'ported the total value or farm land and 

butldt~- mrbl<lilllt family dw~llin(l!. 
• lncludoll \-.I IIIII or family d welli"'. 
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A fam~ly was classed as owning if the family owned all or part of 
the land m the operated farm. l'ull owners are farm operators who 
own all the land which they operate; part ownt>rs are farm operators 
who own part of the land which tht>y operate, but rent and operate 
addition~! land. In lllino~s, 42 . peN'~>nt of the o"-n~>rs 11r·ere -part 
owners; m Iowa, 28; and m Oluo, 22. In the otht>r five st>ehons 
studied, from 6 to 14 pere~>nt of the own~>rs own~>d only a part of the 
farm land they operated. 

Farm ownership showed a tendeney to be more fr~>qut'nt at the 
upper-income levels than at the lower. In all but one of the farm 
sections studied, the proportion of nonrelief families owning was 
greater among families with incomes of $3,000 or more than among 
those in the income class $G-$999, as the following figures show: 

Plrctllla" •I o.,..,, among fomlllll 
in Ute ancomt dfUI-

Farm section: l.>-$991 IJ,(}I)() M ~., 

NewJerseY------------------------------------ 82 90 
Pennsylvania .................................. 81 74 
Ohio------------------------------------------ 74 81 ~iclllgan ______________________________________ 75 96 

"\Visconsin .. ------------------------- _ --- __ ---- 58. 89 
Illinois.--------------------·-·····--------- ..• 34 58 
Iowa.------------------------··--------------· 47 72 
Vermont--------·--······------···--····-·--_ .. 84 100 

However, the proportion of owners among families having incomes 
below $500 (including those with net losses) exceeded the proportion 
in the next higher classes, $50G-$749 and $75Q-$999 (table 47). 
Apparently a considerable number of the families in the former classes 
were the older families on small farms; in addition, the group included 
some owning families whose usual receipts were appreciably higher. 

Size of Farms 

The average size of farms operated by relief and nonrelief families 
was largest in the Illinois section, 191 acres. Vermont ranked sPcond 
with 177 acres, and Iowa, third with 154. It should be remembered 
that these averages are affected by a small number of ltu~e fam1s in 
each section. Decidedly smaller were the farms of families in New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, which averaged 73 and 58 acres, respectively 
(table 3). In all eight sections the average size of farm operated by 
families included in this survey was higher than the average shown by 
the census of 1935 (table 8;)). This would be expected because of the 
exclusion of some of the lower-income population groups from the 
survev. 

In illinois, 5 percent of the nonrelief families operated farms with 
fewer than 50 acres; in PennsylvaniR, by contrast, 46 percent. The 
proportion of owning families that operated small farms was greater 
than the proportion of renters (table 4). Doubtless more families 
were able to undertake the purchase of smull than of large tracts. 
This was a factor in the smaller average size of farms operated by 
owners than by renters. For example, the avernge size of the farms 
operated by owners (nonrelief) in Pennsylvania was 55 acres, as 
compared with 73 acres operated by renters. The tendency for 
renters to operate more acres than did o"-ners was noted at prac
tically all income levels where the number of cases was sufficient to 
justify comparisons (table 47). 
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T ABLB 4.--BIZB OF FAR~: Number of familia by tenure 1 and lliu of farm, Middle 
AtlantU:, North Central, and New England farm 1ecti?ns, 1935-86 

JWhite nonreliet rammes that Include a husband and wife, both natlve-bornl 
I 

AU Own· Rent- All Own· Rent-1 AU Own· Rent- All Own- Rent-· 
A-In operated rami· ing ing IRIIli· ing lng_ rami· ing ~~- rami· ing ing 

farm 1 (anes) lam!· rami- rami· rr;;:;· lies rami- l'ami- rami-
lies lie.• lies lies lies lies lies lies lies lies 

NEW lERSRY PENNSYLVANIA OHIO MICHIGAN 

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. !•To. No. No. 
A.U IICI"'I&gCB ••••••• Nl 648 143 2,023 1,489 534 816 610 1!116 1784 1801 181 

--1-
Fewer than a. 10 ' ll ,. 11 3 0 0 0 1 1 0 
8-1U .••• ·-···· 101 92 II 410 350 80 :u 31 4 21 19 2 
31-411.------·- 161 135 26 497 ~ 88 55 48 7 93 85 13 
fiiHIIJ. -· •••• -· 281 235 46 7« 6IM :uo 302 242 80 301 246 55 
l(KH74.-••••• 192 149 43 316 184 132 309 317 102 273 188 8& 
171>-259 .••••••• 42 28 it 36 27 II 89 66 23 65 43 22 
2f.J0-499 •••••••• 3 1 2 6 4 2 31 21 10 :u 18 6 
li00-991L ...••• 1 1 0 0 0 0 6 5 0 0 0 0 

1,000-4,999 ·--- 0 0 
I 

0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS IOWA VERMONT 

AlJ acreages ••••••• 783 497 286 843 271 572 712 310 372 513 445 68 ----1--
Fewer than I. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 
8-UI ..••••••••• 5 4 1 14 10 4 6 3 2 :u 22 I 
31-411--------· 39 35 4 31 23 8 40 31 II 26 :u 2 fiiHIIj __________ 

215 150 65 96 41 55 151 77 74 73 71 :a 
11)()-174 •••••••• 357 225 132 309 86 223 308 136 172 151 133 18 
1il>-259 .••••••• 131 61 70 227 63 164 118 so 68 133 102 31 
200-4!19 •••. ---- 36 22 14 1411 41 108 81 38 43 97 84 13 
SQ0-999 __ •• ---- 0 0 0 16 6 10 II 6 4 II II 0 
1,000-4,999 •.•• 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

• For m~tbod of classiOcatlon of families by tenure see Glossary. Farm Operator. 
• lnclodes total farm &<reag8 re«ardless or tbe llll8 of land, excluding only timber gnnrn for commercial: 

lale and froe public range. 
I Includes I owning family tbat did not report acreage. 
• Tbe largest acreage reported feU in tbia class. 

Families with high incomes operated larger farms than did those with 
low incomes. In Pennsylvania the average ntimber of acres operated 
ranged from 21 for families that had received relief to 101 for the 
small group of families with incomes of $5,000 or over. New Jersey 
was similar to Pennsylvania, with averages of 41 and 127 acres for 
these two income extremes. In Illinois and Iowa, the averages for the 
two groups were more widely separated, 36 and 440 acres and 83 and 
570 acres, respectively (table 47). Although there was not an increase 
in acreage with each successively higher-income level, the trend toward 
larger farms as income rose persisted in each section. This relationship 
-·ould have been more clearly defined had families been classified by 
the amount of income received from the farm instead of by total 
family income; some families received a considerable part of their 
income from sources other than the operated farm. · 

In nearly every section the average number of acres in the farms 
operated by the families having net losses and those in the income 
class $()-$249 exceeded the average acreage reportoo by families in the 
class next above, $25Q-$499. Evidently in the two former classes 
there were many families that were not customarily at these levels 
but had had financial reverses the year of the survey. Further evi~ 
dence of this assumption is provided by the tendency for their farms 
to have higher &Ver&.fa'e values than those of the operators in the other 
income class below $500. · 
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Value of land and Buildings 

!h~ average ulue _of all_fanns Oand and buildin~) was highPSt in 
lllinms, $22,490. Wtsoonsm rankf'd IM'eOnd with $10,032; and Iowa, 
third with $9,397. The oth.-r five farm Be('tion!l had ave~ valuPS 
under S7,500; Michigan had the lowest, $6,154. The anrage value of 
farm land and buildings tendt>d to incn>aM> as inrome rO!'!t'. For 
example, in the Pennsylvania sample, nonrelit>f familit'tl in the income 
class $2.50--$499 operated farms valued at an anrage of $3,334; the 
farms of those in the income range S4,ooo-S4,999 had an anrag.- value 
of $15,668 (table 47). Familit>S having nt>t IOSSt'S and thOMt in tho 
income class so-S249 tended to have farms valuf'd at an amount greater 
than did those in the next higher-income level~vidence of the pl't'S
ence in the two former groups ol !lOme familit>S customarily at higllf'r
income levels. (See preceding discussion under Tt>nure Status, and 
Sizt. of Farms.) 

The average value of farm land and buildings p..r fann was higher 
for renters than for ownt>rs (noliPf and nonrelil'f combined) in five of the 
eight farm sections studied. (New Jel"St'y, Wisc.-onsin, and Io,.·a were 
the exceptions.) This reflects the tendeney of rt>nters to op..rate a 
larger acreage than owners. Within the same income d8S8 the farms 
of renters tended to have higher anrage valut'tl than those of ownt>rs. 
Tbus, in Pennsylvania, in the class Sl,250--Sl,499, which had the 
largest number of rt>nters, the average value of land and buildings on 
rt>nted farms was $7,690; on farms op..ratcd by owners, $5,758 .. 
Average acreagt>S for the two groups Wl'f"e 67 and 46. 

Family dwellings on rPnted farm<~ had smaller avPrage valu~ than 
those on ownoo farms (all income levt>ls combinl'd) in each of the farm 
aections studied except Pennsylvania. At most income lt>nls the 
average value of the family dwellings of rt>ntt'rs was smaller than of 
owners; only in Pennsylvania were the family dwellings of rPnters 
almost t"onsistentlv of higher average value than those of o,."Dt"rs with 
similar incomes. The fact that homt"S on ownoo farms tendoo to have 
higher average values than those on rented farms, even in Sf'('fions 
where the latter farms Oand and buildings) were of hight>r total valut-, 
may be due to the greater willingness of ownt-rs to spend for improve
ment and upkeep of their dwellings. 

Family Income 

Dcl'initian af Fa1111 Family Income 

Farm family income, as defined for this study, includM the income 
r~ived by all family membf'rs from both a.,"l"icultural and nonagri
cultural sources, clllSSified as follows: (I) Net money income from tho 
operated farm; (2) net increase or df'('reaso in value of crops stored for 
sale and of livestock ownoo; (3) nonmoney farm income used for 
f8Dlily living, i. e., value of housing, food, fuel, and otht-r products 
fumishoo the family by the farm; (4) net money income from souret'S 
other than the operated fann. Funds made available to tht- famil:v 
through liquidation of capital assets or through the accumulation of 
debt are excluded from income. 
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Net Money Income From the Operated Farm 

Gross money income from farming includes the amount received 
during a 12-month period from the t;ale of farm products, Government 
payments in connection with the agricultural-recovery program, and 
income from work done off the farm but involving the use of farm ani
moJs or equipment. From this gross total, the expenditures for farm 
operation during the year were deducted to obtain net money income 
from farming.' 

Net Increase or Decrease in Value of Crops Stored for Sale and of livestock 
Owned 

Nonmoney income from farming includes as one component the 
value of such of the year's crops as are stored for sale instead of being 
converted into money. When crops are stored in the hope of obtaining 
more favorable prices at a later date, the farm operator defers realiza
tion of part of his money income for the year. The estimated value 
of such stored crops, therefore, was considered a part of the year's 
nonmoney farm income. Similarly, an increase in the value of a herd 
of livestock due to maturation and births represents a part of the year's 
returns from the farm enterprise. Increases in livestock due to pur
chases also were included in nonmoney income as an accounting pro
cedure, since the amount spent for such livestock was· included in 
fa.rm expenditures. Changes in value of crops stored and of livt-stock 
due to price changes were not taken into account in the computation 
of net farm income. (See Glossary, Income, Farm Family: Crops 
Stored and Livestock Owned, for a discussion of the procedures of 
computation and examples of how it may affect the other categories 
of farm income.) · 

The net change in value of crops stored for sale and of livestock 
owned may be negative; value may decrease rather than increase. 
For example, if during a drought year an operator sold livestock ob
tained in previous years, he would thereby decrease the value of his 
herd. His money receipts from such sales would be treated as gross 
money income; the change in value of the ht>rd would be a nt-gative 
(minus) ra.ther than a positive (plus) accounting item and would be 
subtractt>d from gross money receipts in computing gross and net 
fa1m income (money and nonmoney). · 

Nonmoney Farm Income Used for Family living 

Nonmoney income also includes the value of housing, food, and 
ot~l'r products from the farm that are used for family living. For 
th1s study, the '\"alue of occupancy of the farm dwelling was considered 
& part of the family's nonmoney income from the farm, regardlt>ss of 
wht>ther the farm was owned or rented. Taxes on an owned farm, 
int«;rest if it is mortgaged, and rent if the farm is operated on a rental 
bas1s are commonly payable on the entire farm; there is no feasible 
~t>thod of all?cating _part of th('Se expenditures to the farm dwelling. 
Smce. the maJ~r port10n of s~ch outlays are for business purposes, all 
were mcluded m farm operatmg expenditures and deducted from gross 

1 Es:pmtlltu,... for purdl- omd Ollt'fttiolll ol tbe famOy automobile lor farm bwlioess wen! not illeloded lD 
farm N.JlHld&tu'". S.. Glossary, lneome. Form Family, lor d..tails ol procedures followed In computins 
Dot '"""""'· omd eump&oo ol oocas~ iDSCaDCOII In wbicll NRipla fl'om liquidation olerop omd live&toc* 
_. ·-iDcloded in the polill DIODe)' iDOODW licwe. 
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!JlODey income fro.m farming. ~djustmt>n& tht>n was made b1 indud
mg as nonmoney moome the t>Stlmatf'd value of housing l'f'Ct>tved. 
T~ estimate the .alueo of food, fut-1, and othu goods furnishf'd the 

famtly by the farm, familit>S Wt>re ~ked to state- the quantitit'B of such 
products used during the yl'ar. Monf"y value was &ht'n eomputf"d 
on the basis of prict>S that familit>S would hne paid had tht>y bought. 
eimilar quantitit'B of similar quality from Dl'igh\xlrs or eomtt otht>r 
probable place of purchase. Tht>Se valut>S Wf"re hi!!ht>r than if who}.,. 
sale or farm prices had bet>n used. In addition, the listing of qmmti
ties of specific foods, as of milk, t>ggs, l'tc., t>ncouragPd a rPasonably 
eompll'te acrounting of the products used; it. is probable, tht>rt'fore, 
that the rE'Sulting values based on tbt>Se quantities Wt>re high('r than 
if the families had been asked to make lunlJHmm f'stimatt>S in tl'rms 
of value rather than quantity. Money sp('nt. for the production of 
food and oth('r products consumed by the family was mcludPd with 
farm business expt'nditur('S. (&-e Glossary, Incomt>, Farm Family: 
Farm Nonmon('y Income, for further details of proct"dures followed.) 

Values placed on farm-furnished produrts difTt>rt>d from one st>dion 
to another. Availability of a market for food and fut-laffected prices 
quotro. Families in a section near a large city, able to make sales 
from a roadside stand or by delivt>ring products to urban homes, 

. doubtless charged their neighbors P.rices more nearly like those charged 
by retail merchants than did families living in more isolatt>d st>Ctions. 
These difTert'nces in values are partly rt>Sponsible for difft>r('DCI:'S in 
total value of nonmont'y income rt>ported in the eight st>Ctions, though 
difTert>nces in practices of production for family ust> are a factor also; 

By including in total family income thi:'Se nonmont>y itNns-value 
of farm housing and of home-produced food, fut'l, and other products 
used for family living-it is possible to measure the incomi:'S received 
bl farm families in f.t>rms roughly comparable to th~ of city and 
vill~e familii:'S and, at the same time, to pl!ice families living at diff('r
ent degrees of urbanization in groups having a similar potential value 
of living. Obviously, a higher level of living can be attain('d by the 
farm family that J't'C('ivl"S a $1,000 net mom•y income than by the 
city family that has the same money receipts but must buy the food, 
shelter, and fuel that the farm family may have without dirPct l'X
penditul't'. It must be rl'membered, however, that the income of the 
farm family, being partly in kind, tends to be less fil'xible than that. 
of the city family. 

Net Money Income from Sources Other Than the Operated Farm 

Money income from sourci:'S other than the farm includes net t>arn
ings and other money income such as interi:'St, dividends, p«>nsions, 
rents from property, and small cash gifts used for family livmg. In
come from t>amings includl"S all net earnings of the operator or oth('r 
Yamily mf'mbt'rs from work other than that pe-rtaining to the operatf'd 
farm and nt>t famil"\" f'arnings from ke«>pin~ roomers and boarders. 
Inco:Oe from 80Ul'CI:'S other than the ope-rated farm (earnings and other) 
has bf'f'n desi!!Ilatt>d "nonfarm" in tablt'S •·here a short. term was 
nooded ~ disilitguish it from the family's income from farm operation. 
However einee the l'arnings may include mont>y receipts of family 
membt>rs' workiniJ' on farms other than the one they operate, the term 
.. nonfarm" must not be interprett>d as nonagricultural. 
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Income Levels of Families of Farm Operaton 

Incomes of Native-White, Unbroken Families (Eligible, Relief and Nonrelief 
Combined) 

Median Income 

Median income, the figure that marks the dividing line between the 
upper and lower halves of the distribution of families by income, 
ranged from $936 to $1,503 in the eight farm sections, as follows: 

Medial! lneome of eligibk reiU/ Farm section: arul rumretieffami!iu' 

Illinois------------------------------------------ $1,503 Pennsvlvani&------------------------------------ 1,433 
~ewJerseY-------------------------------------- 1,371 Wisconsin ___ ------------------------------------ 1, 293 
OhiO-------------------------------------------- 1,196 Vermont---------------------------------------- 1,143 Michigan---------------------------------------- 1, 080 
low&-------------------------------------------- 936 

1 Medians for relief and nonrelief famUies combined were computed on the assumption that all relief 
families bad incomes below tbe median for the entire sample. !«>lief families constituted only 2or 3 percent 
of tbe groups atudied in all except the Iowa, Vermont, and New 1 ersey sections, where they acoounted tor 
6, 6, uul 8 percent, respectively. 

These medians and the income distributions on which they are 
based indicate with reasonable accuracy the income levels of families 
the study was designed to cover, i. e., native-white, unbroken families 
of farm operators that had lived on their farms for at least a year. 
(See Appraisal, p. 230, for a more comprehensive evaluation of the 
sample.) 

However, these medians are undoubtedly higher than the median 
incomes of all families of farm operators in these sections. Had the 
nonwhite, one-person, and broken families, and those that had lived 
on their farms for less than a year been included, the general income 
level of the group would have been lower. Evidence of the lower 
economic status of the ineligible farm-()perator groups is furnished 
by special studies made in three of the eight farm sections (p. 236). 
These tests provide a rough measure of the extent to which the dis
tributions should be adjusted if an income picture of all farm-()perator 
families in these sections is desired. It should be remembered, also, 
that farm laborers were excluded from this study. The median in
come· of all families living on farms, including those of laborers, would 
be below that of families of operators only. 

Families studied in the farm sections in Dlinois, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, and Wisconsin had higher median incomes than did those 
in the other sections. The median income of the Dlinois families was 
$567 above that of families in the Iowa section, and approximately 
$100 above the medians of families in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, 
the sections ranking next highest in this respect. The Dlinois median 
was also higher than that of operators' families in any otherfarming 
section included in the consumer purchases study, except for one 
sample in the Southeast region (table 46). Sharecroppers, who com-· 
prise a large proportion of the farm population in the Southeast, have 
no counterfart elsewhere; yet to a certAin extent they take the place 
of some o the low-income groups classified as operators in other 
~ons. As a consequence, the white operators of the Southeast 
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~present a !!OCioeconomie group which cannot be considered strictly 
equivalent to the group of white operators in other fanning areas. 

The relatively favorable income position of the Illinois sootion is 
attributable in some measure to the fad that the data are more repre
sentative of the 1936 crop year than of1935, ~·hereas in all other st>C· 
tions except Michigan the data are more representative of 1935 (table 
86). Since farm income showed substantial increases in 1936 over 
1935 in all of the States in these ~ons in which samples were taken, 
the high median in the Illinois sootlon probably is in part a reflection 
of the general improvement in agricultural income in 1936. 

In comparing data from the different States or regions, it must be 
borne in mind that the farming sections studied are relatively small. 
Each section was selected because of the prevalence of a type of fann
ing important in the Nation's business of agriculture and thus may 
represent only one phase of the agricultural business of the State in 
which it is located. Some sections include better farm land than is 
found in other parts of the State or region. The group of native-, 
white families included in this survey include a smaller proportion of 
all families in some sections than in others; differences between their 
median income and that of all families of farm operators may be 
~rester in some sections than others-another factor to be remembered 
10 making comparisons of sections. In addition, incomes of farm 
families in one section may be much more affected by climatic condi
tions in a single year than are incomes in the other parts of the region; 
hence, these eight sections might stand in a different order if ranked 
by median family income in another year. In using medians as evi
dence of differences in general income levels there is the further 
limitation that differences in the receipts of income cannot be expressed 
adequately by this single figure; differences in characteristics of the 
distribution must be examined also. 

Distribution by Income 

Approximately one-third of the families studied in Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, Ohio, and Wisconsin had incoml's below $1,000. This 
proportion includes families that had received relid, and the nonrelief 
group that sustained ol't lossl's during the year. In the Illinois section 
a smaller proportion, 23 percent, had less than $1,000. In Vermont 
and Michigan relatively more, 40 and 45 percl'nt, were at this income 
level; in Iowa as many as 56 percent. The proportion receiving in
comes in the range $l,OOo-$1,999 was 36 to 57 percent in the eight 
sections. In the three sections where incomes tended to be com
paratively high-Illinois, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey-close to 30 
percent received inc?mes of $2,000 or more; but in. the other five 
sections the proport10n that reached or excet>ded this amount was 
considerably less, ranging from 9 to 14 ~erct>nt (table 5). 

In table 5 relief families are not distnbuted by income b('cause the 
data they furnished did not include receipts of income in kind. Since 
th('y would be among the low-income groups, the total number of 
families (relief and nonrelief) in each income class below the median 
cannot be given. Both the counts ~nd th~ .perc('ntagl's shown for 
specified income classes are for nonrelief fanulies only; they therefore 
slightly under.;;tate the OUUl('~cal importance of low-mcome families 
in the population groups studted. 
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TABLE 5.-FAliULY INCOME: Number of Jamiliu and percentage distribution. br 
reliefatatuB and income, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm 
sections, 1935-36 

(White famillea that Include a husband and wtre, both native-born) 

lb>IIPf status and f&mfly. New Pennsy!- Ohio Mlch· Wisoon- IDiaois income ci88S (dollars) lerllllY vania (j!aD sin 
--------------1-
Numbor Nttmber Number Numbor Number Number 

All families .••••••••••••••••• 861 2,096 836 810 795 857 
= = = ---------

R•llef l'amillos. ---------- 70 73 20 26 12 14 
Nonreliel families .••.•••• 791 2,023 816 784 783 843 ------------------

Net lo!!!ll's •---------- 21 7 2 5 3 5 
Net Incomes •••.••••• 770 2, 016 814 779 780 838 ------------------

B-249. ----------- 21 18 4 9 8 3 
2/i(t-499.- -------- 50 90 33 64 18 22 
500-749.--------- 62 195 95 122 73 50 
751H199.- -------- 73 249 155 137 120 96 
1,00B-1,249 .•••••• 90 238 139 131 143 120 
I' 2.<;0-1 ,499------- 90 243 114 116 120 117 1,500-1,749 _______ li8 229 93 61 109 110 
1,75B-1,999. ------ 61 179 65 47 80 75 
2,00G-2.249. ------ 52 147 34 24 27 58 2,2/iG-2,499 _______ 46 109 34 21 31 46 
2,5()()--2,999. ------ 62 140 27 24 24 64 
3,00B-3,999. ------ 60 131 14 77 23 49 
C,OOB-4,999 .•••••• 32 28 3 3 3 11 
6,000 or over •---- 13 20 • a 1 17 

All families .••••• .' ••••••••••. 
Perunl Porunt Pereent Pereent Peruttt Perunt 

100 100 100 100 100 100 
= ---= = --- = 

Relief families ..••••••••• 8 3 2 3 2 2 
Nonrelief famUie11. ••••••• 92 07 08 07 08 08 ------ ---------

Net losses'--··--··-- 2 (I) (1) I (') 1 
Net Incomes .•••••••• 90 97 08 96 98 07 ------------------

B-249.- ----·-·--- 2 1 (8) 1 1 (I) 25B-f99 __________ 
8 ' • 8 2 8 

500-749. -··-·---- 7 9 12 15 9 6 
750-999 .• -------- 8 12 19 17 16 11 
1,00G-1,249. ------ 11 12 17 16 18 14 
1,2.~B-1,499. ------ 11 12 14 14 15 13 
1,50o-1,749 ..••• -- 7 11 11 8 14 13 

. 1,75B-1,999 .•••••• 7 II 8 6 10 9 
2,00G-2,249 .•••••• 6 7 • 3 3 7 2,2.'i()-2,499 _______ 5 5 4 3 "4 & 
2,500-2,999. -····- ' 7 a 3 3 7 
3,00B-3,999. ------ 'I 8 2 2 a 8 
t,OOB-4,999 .•• ---- t 1 (') (1) ('l 1 
6,000 or over '···- 2 1 (1) (') (' 2 

Iowa 

---
Number 

748 
= 

36 
712 ---

16 
696 ---

22 
n 

112 
153 
116 
74 
46 
26 
16 
18 
14 
21 
3 
1 

PerUt~t 
-100 

= 
5 

05 ---
2 

93 ---
3 

10 
15 
21 
16 
10 
6 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 

(1) 
(I) 

Vermo nt 

Numbtr 
M2 

29 
3 51 ---

----··si· 8 

s 
27 
65 
90 
g 6 
6ll 
6G 
3 

1 

6 
26 
23 
8 
7 
2 
a 

Perunt 
1 00 

II 
5 g 

----·---oS 
1 
5 
2 
7 
8 
G 
I 

(') 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

' II • a 
1 

1 

' FamiiiEIII whose farm and other business eipeoses and losses eJtceeded farm and other income, thus 
neultilll! In a net loss, or n&l!ative income. . 

• For the largest income reported, see table 68. 
t 0.50 penlellt or less. 

Incomes of the Families Eligible for Stud'i Compared with Incomes of all 
Farm Operators' f-amilies 

Numerical Importance of Groups Excluded from the Study 

As has previously been stated, the selective samples of native-white, 
unbroken families were not planned to be representative of all inde
pendent operators in the sections studied. It is estimated that the 
proportion of all farm operators excluded because of eligibility require
ments was as high as 73 and 65 percent in theN ew Jersey and Vermont 
farm sections; in the other sections the proportion of ineligibles ranged 
from one-fifth to one-half. Families that had lived on their farms for 
less than a year, the foreign-hom, one-person, and broken families 
11·ere numerically the most important of the groups that lacked rep-
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resentation. Some consideration should lhus be ginn to lhe f'('()nomio 
status of the groups t>xcluded, if the data on incoml'S of t>ligible fam
!lies a~ to be .related to data for t.he entire group of farm operators 
m a gtven section. . 

Esti-ra ol Medial! Income ol All F- ()pcmton' families (Eii9ible and lneli9ible, 
Relief and Nonrelief Combined) 

Information concerning the incomes of the t>xrludl'd groups was 
obtained from a small sample in three of the sections (Pennsvlvania, 
Michigan, and Illinois) in order to provide a basis for esiimating 
the extent to which their omission influenced the income data obtained . 
.As would be expected, the incomes of ineligible families wt>re found 
to be substantially lower than were the incomes of familil'S eligible for 
the study. Using the data from both eligible and inl'ligible families, 
estimates were made of the median income of all operators' families in 
these three sections. These estimates were from 8 to 11 percl'nt lower 
than the median of the eligible families studied, as is shown below: 

lol•~- ,...,., fl( ,_ • .,,.,,. III•Uia 

A"'ioiNe 
fa"'iliu AU -

(rfllff .,., famili,. 
Farm eection: .. ..,,tlfn (uc;,.,..., Dl/1-

lllinoi•--------······-----·-··· $1,503 $1, 390 $113 
Penn11ylvania.................. 1, 433 1, 320 113 
Michigan...................... 1, 080 960 120 

The estimated medians for all families are much lt>Ss rl'liable than 
the median incomes of the eligible familil'S, since the sample of inl'li
gible families was considerably smaller than that obtained for the 
eligible group. They furnish a rough measure, however, of the prob
able adjustment that should be made in the data from eligible fami
lies, if estimates of the income received by all familil'S of independent 
farm operators are desired. (See Appraisal p. 236, for discussion 
of incomes of ineligible families and for procedure followed in making 
these estimates.) 

No attempt bas been made to estimate the median income of all 
families in the other five sections in which the incomes of ineligible 
families are unknown, since the economic status of the excluded 
groups, as well as their numerical importance, would differ from one 
section to another. 

Incomes of Native-White, Unbroken Families (Eligible, Nonrelief) 

SeH-supportin~ families (those that had received no relit-f during 
the year) compnsed from 92 to 98 percent of the number eligible for 
study. The median income of this P.OUP, which was slightly higher 
than that of relief and nonrelief families combined, is given below for 
the eight farm sections: 

M<4ln ,...,., 
., liifiiJU -

Farm eeetioo: rt4icff•.U,. 
Illinoill •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• $1, 519 PeDD!Ivlv&JUa ____________________________________ 1,471 

~ewJ~r-------------------------------------- 1, 468 Vl~n&n _______________________________________ 1,305 
Ohio ____________________________________________ 1,214 

V~D'---------------------------------------- 1, 180 !diehig&D-----·-··----------------------------·-- 1, 105 
lo••-------------------------------------------- 966 
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The magnitude of the differences between these medians for non• 
relief families and the medians for all eligible families (relief and non
relief) given on page 22 is related, of course, to the proportion of 
relief families in each sample. In New Jersey, where as many as 
8 percent of the families had received relief, the median income of 
nonrelief families was almost $100 above that of relief and nonrelief 
families combined. Differences between these measures in the other 
sections were relatively small . because of the small proportion of 
el~ible families in the relief classification. 

In using these figures it should be remembered that median incomes 
of the eligible, nonrelief families are higher than would be true of all 
nonrelief families because of the exclusion of the foreign-hom, those 
that had operated their farms for less than a year, the one-person, 
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FAMILY INCOME (DOLLARS) 

FIOURII 2.-Ineomes of nonrelief families: Percentage of families having incomes 
less than specified amounts, selected farm sections in the Middle Atlantic and 
North Central region, 1935-36 (table 7). 

and other ineligible families. Estimated medians for all nonrelief 
families of farm operators in the Pennsylvania, :Michigan, and lllinois 
sections are given in the Appraisal on page 238. 

Even among the relatively favored groups from which detailed 
income data were obtained (eligible, nonrelief families of farm opera
tors) there were wide differences in potential levels of living in each 
section. The distribution of income among families in each of the 
four farm sections, Iowa, Ohio, Wisconsin, and Pennsylvania, is 
shown graph.i~ally in figure 2. For example, 15 percent of the eligible 
nonrelif.'f families in Iowa had incomes of less than $500 (including 
those with net losses); 53 percent had less than $1,000; only 10 percent 
received as much as $2,000. In the other three sections relatively 
fewer of the nonrelif.'f families had less than S1,00o-28 percent in 
Pennsylvania and Wisconsin, and 35 percent in Ohio. More than 
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on.-...fourtb, 27 pe-rc.-nt, of th.- nonrelif'f ~up 11tudit'd in Pf'nn~ylnnia 
had $2,000 or more. In Wiqronsin and Ohio, the proportion of 
families having incoml'8 of $2,000 or more was onlv 13 J>t'f'f't'nt, not 
~ery much greater than the proportion of Io"·a familit>e in this higher• 
m<'ome range (fi.g. 2). 

The percentage of familil'8 at each income lf'vel in the otht>r four 
sections is given in table 7. If theee distributions were to be plottf'd 
in figure 2, the curve representing Illinois familit'S would be nry 
similar in shape to that for Pennsylvania, although the distribution 
would fall a little to the right of the Pt'nnsylvania curve be<'ause of the 
tendency for incoml'8 to be somewhat higher in Illinois.• A graphic 
representation of the distribution of income among nonrt'lief families 
studied in Vermont would resemble that shown for Ohio, and the 
curve for Michigan families would appear between thoee for the Ohio 
and Iowa groups. The New Jersl'y diStribution •·as unlikf' the othPrs 
because of the smaller proportion of families in the class Sl ,OOG-$1,499. 
The eligible nonrelief familil'8 studied in New Jersey might be divided 
into three groups of approximately equal size: 29 percent had incoml'8 
of less than $1,000; 37 percent were in the range $1,00Q-$1,999; and 
34 percent had $2 000 or over (table 7). · 

Families were iess concentrated about the median in the farm 
sections where the general lenl of income was comparatively high 
than in those in which it was lower. The range within which the 
incoml'8 of the middle 5"o percent of the familil'8 fell is indicated by 
the positions of the first and third quartiles, shown below: 

QutJrlil• ., ,,.,.,u, ,_,... 
(diqtiJit """"'i•f fami'iu) 

lol#ff/14tn1U. ___ Fitfl. 

Farm l!leCtion: ,...., tiMJrlil• 

New JeraeY------------------- $1,433 $900 
P~>nDllylvania_________________ 1,171 947 
lllinoill_______________________ l, 078 l, 072 
Vl"rmont·--------------------- Rn8 837 
Ohio------------------------- R25 863 
Wi!O()()DIIin. __ ----------------- 790 945 
Michigan_____________________ 760 734 
low•---------------------·---- 742 647 

nird .,_,. 
$2,333 
2,118 
2, 148 
1, 695 
l, 6R8 
1, 735 
1,494 
1, 389 

Sources of Family Income (Eligible, Nonrelief Families) 

The four components of net farm family income-net money in
come from farming, net change in value of crops stored for sale and 
of livestock owned, nonmoney income from the farm used for family 
living, and net money income from sources other than the operated 
farm-may be grouped ~ether in several wars for analysis and dis
cussion. The first three 1tems may be combmed in order to ob~in 
a pieture of the family's total income, money and nonmoney, from 
the farm enterprise. Net money income from sources other than 
the family farm is thus separated from rt'turns from farm operation. 
A second possible grouping is the combination of the first and fourth 
components, thus obtaming total net money income from all sources, 
farm and other; and the second and third, obtaining total nonmoney 

•u aboald be ,._m'-""1 thai tbe '- data """' nuDnh famm.. - - ~rail.-• Of 1-
tbul a( 1~ •""'-'bf OJ>POI'IW io '""' o1 lbP d.U. f'rom ~o_...,-lvaJWL ,;;,.,. IDrome !rom avi<Uiture 
abowed a ceaenl impro-a& Ia .-•- 1111.\, 11111 two clioltibor»M are - ..OJ eomperable. See 
p.20. 



FAl\Ill..Y INCOME 25 

income from the farm. Both methods of grouping have been followed 
in this study since farm income and income from other sources are of 
concern for some analyses, and facts as to amounts of money and 
nonmoney income are needed for others. · 

The nnalysis that follows is, for the most part, in t~rms of income 
from the farm operated by the family and income from other sources 
(en lied nonfarm in tables, to distinguish it from receipts from the 
fnmilv's farm enterprise). In order to obtain a clear picture of the 
venr's net returns from the farm business (excluding the value of 
housing nnd of products furnished the family), net money income 
from fnrming has been combined with the figure for the net increase 
or decrease during the year in value of crops stored for sale and of 
Ji,·estock. Since the operator presumably could choose between 
holding his year's income in nonmoney form (as crops stored or live-

FARM MONEY INCOME AO.JUSTED FOR CHANGES IN CROPS 
ANO LIVESTOCK 

NET NONFARM MONEY INCOME 

~~-·~R 
Each disk represents $50 

FIGURE 3.-Average income of nonrelief farm operators, Pennsylvania farm 
section, 1935-36 (tables 6, 8, and 61). 

stock tmsold) or transforming it into money by sales, the sum of 
these two figures gives a better picture of net returns from farm 
operntion (exclusive of products furnished the family) than does net 
farm money income only. (See p. 16 for definition of the four com
ponents of farm family income.) 

The discussion of the amounts received from these various sources 
~nd their relative importance among self-supporting families is based 
lor the most part upon data from the Pennsylvania farm section 
w_here a particularly large sample was obtained. Similarities and 
differences found in the other seven sections are pointed out later. 
FnlJ!ilies that had received rel~ef have been excluded from all analyses 
hy mcome level because the mcome data obtained from them were 
incomplete. 
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Principal Sources of Income in the Pennsylvania Section 

-- front the Openlfcd r- and front NoJan. Soutces 
Ne\ fann income, money and nonmoney, fumisht'd approximat.f'ly 

five-sixths of the ~te income ft'Ceind from all sources by the 
nonrelief families in Pennsylvania; only one-sixth came from sources 
other than the fanns operated by these families (fig. 3). Of the two 
romponents of net fann income, nd moner income adjusted for the 
net changes in value of crop and livt"Stock mventories was the larger, 
accounting for 48 percent of ~ate family income. Value of 
farm-furnished goodsl the second component of net fann income, 
supplied 36 percent ot the aggregate (table 6). 

T.nL• 6.-iM)UJlCK8 or PAIIILT INCOlll•: A...,.age I ._..,., efld pn~ I o/IGCGI 
familr i- derWftl /rtnr~ eperijUd "urc:u, •• •-· P..-MylMftill 1-
aed.Um,• 19$5-86 

(Widte _., tamiliiB that IDdude • b!Dband ..... 1rile. bGUI ..U..banl 

Nee l'anllllleome 

71111111,..._ .. Faml-
Not mo....,. 

Total family M_,.Uid ID<o ..... lrolll 
(do!WaJ ... iDcoiDe Forni- DODI'Wm 

Total dlanplo fumt.ll..t --· ~!:'=· JlroiiUda 

Ne. Del. Prf. Del. Ptf. ~I Pd. ~I Prt. Dol. Prf. 
All m-e'-.... 1.023 1,66t 100 1,383 1M 411 16 271 .. 

Not"--······· 7 -n ---- ~--
-428 ------- -9\11 

·····-
::1----.- It ..•.. ii 

Net~---- 1.015 1,1162 100 1,300 1M 711& ll72 

o-4011. -------- JQI 3.-;t ···ioo· r.o ----77" 
_, 

----i3- 290 ------ 1M -----i3 IOO-'JUII ______ 
444 1'118 11113 1., 413 1M 175 

1.~1.4111 .•• 481 .. 251 100 r.s 78 4-~2 16 sa 42 m 22 
1.500-L---- " 1,7"JIII 100 I,..S7 1M lll3 46 ..,. 38 ll72 II 

I. CJ"0-2. ----
3116 2.~ 100 2. 120 Ill I,S58 57 7'12 12 274 II 

1,000« Oftf __ 179 lM 100 1,383 86 2,485 12 8118 21 113 u 

The proportion of farm income derived from each of these two 
components differed from one income level to another. Among low
income families, the value of food, housing, fuel, and other farm prod
ucts used for family living was the chief source of income, whereas, 
among the well-to-do, fann money income adjusted for deferred sales 
contribuUd a greater relative amount. 

AdjusUd money income increased, both in amount and in propor
tion, with each successively higher income level. An average net loss 
of $20 in adjusted money income from farming was reportM by th& 
108 families in the class $~$499. Families in the next higher class 
had an average net adjusted money income of $180, which provided 23 
percent of their total income. At successively higher levels, net 
farm business receipts (adjusted money inoome) continued to increase 
until they averaged $2,485 among families in the class $3.000 or mor& 
and erovided almost two-thirds of aggregatfl family income (table () 
and fig. 4). 
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The average value of nonmoney farm income for family living also 
increased with rising income. Owing in part to better housing and in 
purt to larger supplies of home-produced food, this value averaged 
t hrt•e times as much among families in the highest class, $3,000 or 
oypr, as among those in the class $0-$499. In this same income range, 
bowt>Hr, nveruge net farm money income adjusted for deferred sales 
showed a mueh lnrgt'l" percentage of increase. Hence, farm-furnished 
hou,.;ing, food, nnd othrr products accounted for a smaller proportion 
of t IH• ineomes of families in the higher- than in the lower-income 
~roups, PVl'n though the avPrage value was much greater in the former 
t hun in the ln tter classPs . 

. \ nrng<' moiH'Y incomP from sourcps other than the operated farm 
ul,.;o wus greater among the well-to-do families than among those less 

(/) 0-999 
!a 
..J g 

1,000 - 1,999 
(/) 
(/) 
<l 
..J 
(.) 

2,000-2,999 
UJ 
~ 
0 
(.) 

~ 3,000 OR OVER 

0 

• FARM MONEY INCOME, 

ADJUSTED 

20 

~ 
FARM-FURNISHED 

FOOD 

40 60 

PERCENT 

• FARM-FURNISHED 

FUEL AND HOUSING 

80 roo 

NONFARM 

MONEY INCOME 

FwuRE -I.-Sources of family income: Percf:'ntage distributions of aggregate 
family income by sourc(', for nonrelicf families classified by income, Pennsyl
Yania farm section, 1935-36 (tables 6, 8, and 61). 

fortunate financially; it increased from $84 in the $0-$499 class to $613 
in the class $3,000 or over. However, this nonfarm income was a 
smaller percentage of the total at the upper-income levels than at the 
lower, smce the rate of increase was not so rapid as the increase in 
receipts from the farm business. 

Money and Nonmoney Income 

Net rnonev income constituted three-fifths of the total income re
portPd by th~ Pennsylvania farm fnmilirs. Net cash received from the 
fnrm enterprise furnished 45 pl•rcent of the aggregate; earnings and 
other money income from nonfarm sources, 16 percent (table 48). 

Only nonmoney income from the farm was considered in computing 
the total income since free housing, food, and other nonmoney income 
from nonfarm sources amounted to little. Of the two components of 
nonmoney income-value of housing, food, and other products 
furnished the family by the farm and net change in value of crops 
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stol'('d for sale or of linstock owned-the fonn«>r was much more 
important, b«>ing 92 perc«>nt of the nonmon«>y total (table 50). (For 
a further discussion of nonmon«>y income USt'd for family living, t~ee 
p. 88; of net change in value of crops stored and of liv«>stock, p. 31.) 

Nonmoney income was a much larger proportion of the total at the 
lower than at the upper end of the income t~Cale. Among families in 
classes below $7 50, it supplied more than half of the aggregate received; 
in all cla.."Ses above $750, less than half. Av«>rage values rose from less 
than $300 among low-income groups to $1,000 or more among those in 
the highest-income classes, but thts increase was small in comparison 
with increases in the money receipts. 

Income from the Operated Farm in the Pennsylvania Section 

Net Form Income 

Familus with farm incom~ only. 
Income from fanning supplit>d 84 percent of the aggregate received . 

by all nonrelief families studied in the Pennsylvania section. However, 
the majority of the group had at least a small amount of income from 
other sources. Fewer than one-half, 43 percent, r«>ported fann income 
only. 

Relatively more of the well-to-do families than of those less for
tunate financially were without nonfarm income. In this respect. 
Pennsylvania families differed from those in the seven other farm sec
tions. In the income range $25(}-$1,499, the proportion of Penn
sylvania farm families that had no income from nonfarm sources was 
about 35 or 40 perct>nt; in the range $1,50(}-$4,999, the proportions 
were greater, from 43 to 64 percent. Exceptions to this ~eneral 
tendency were noted among families at the extremes of the mcome 
distribution, 4t the classes $(}-$249 and $5,000 or over; however, the 
data for these classes may not be especially significant since they are 
based on reports from a small number of families (table 48). 
Familus with losses from farming. 

A few families reported net losses from the farm enterprise; i. e. 
their expenditures for farm operation exceeded their gross money and 
nonmoney income from the farm. Of the 2,023 Pennsylvania farm 
families studied, 30 had net farm losses that averaged $267 per family 
reporting losses. About three-fourths of these families had income 
from nonfarm sources which exceeded their losses from farming. 
They were thus found scattered through several income classes, 
though two-thirds of the group had net family incomes of less than 
$1,000 (table 59). 

Many more families had net money losses from farming than had 
net losses from the entire farm enterprise. Nonmoney farm income, 
largely in the form of housing and food, kept many a family out of the 
red when expenditures for farm operation exceeded money receipts. 
Whereas only 30 families reported net losses from the entire farm 
undertaking, 288, or almost 10 times that number, reported net money 
losses (tables 48 and 59).' 

1 Some of th- ramUt.e half uet mo....,.loo!oeol only bee&.- olt!M> methlld followed In eoterlnp: purchase of 
livestock along wilb OJ;Jl"ldilur.,. lor farm oporatioo. Since such purch,..... were alco iO<Iu<led witb non• 
money iDOOme, OM •ntry olbt>ttbe olbor in lbe compulabon of toll.! D<'llncome or net I.,._, l!ee Ql.,..ary, 
Jooomo, Farm Family: Cropo t!l<lnd aod Livestock Owned, for an nplaoauoo oil be u~menl of purcbasea 
ollivestoek. 



FAMILY INCOME 29 ... . 
TARLJ: 7.-NET FAMILY AND .NET FARM INCOMl!l: Percentage distribution 1 by income 

of families cla88ijied by family income and by net farm income, Middle Atlantic, 
Sorth Central, and New England/arm sections, 1935-36 • • 

(White nonreller ramilies that Include a husband aod wife, both Dative-bern) l 

Familll'l! classiftcd Families classified Families classified Families classilled 
by- by- by- by-

Income clasa (dollars) Total Net Total N<"t Total Net Total Net n<'tfam- f'llrm in- b~tfam· farm in- net ram- farm in· netfam· rarm in-ilyin· comet ilyin· come• ily in- come• ilyin· come• come• come• come• come• 

NEW JERSEY PENNSYL- OHIO MIGHIOAN VANIA 

Perunt I Percent Perunt Ptrcmt Percmt Peretnt Percent Perctnl 
AU Income classes ••••••••••• 100 100 -...!!'!!... ___!!!~!_ ~ 100 ~ ~ 

NPt losses .•••..•.••••••• 3 5 -<-·>----1 -<-·>---1-
--.~- ---1 

Net Income•----·--·--··- 97 9S 100 1111 • 100 1111 UCI ~ 1111 ------
(') 3 1 5 0-249. -··-··--------- 3 II 1 7 

2/i0-499. ----------·-- 6 10 4 11 4 7 8 10 
500-7411.- -----------· 8 11 10 13 12 IS 16 17 
750-9911. ••• ---------- II 13 13 10 Ill 20 17 17 
1,UOIJ-1,249 .•• -------- 11 11 12 10 18 18 17 16 
1,250-1,499 •• ----.---- 11 9 13 8 14 12 15 14 
1.-~1,749 ___________ 7 7 11 II 12 10 8 7 
1, 7r.0-1,9!lil ••••••••••• 8 6 II 8 8 6 6 4 
2.000-2,249 •• --.------ 7 5 ,. 7 4 3 .a 2 
2,2.'iU-2.499. ---------- 6 5 5 4 4 2 3 2 
2,fi00-2,9!19: ----· ---·· 8 5 7 6 3 2 3 3 
3,()()(]-3,11!19. -· -- -----· 7 5 6 5 2 1 2 2 
4,(100-4,91111 .• ------- •• 4· .. 2 I l (') (') (') 1 
s,ooo or over ••••••••• 2 1 1 (') (') 0 (') (') 

WI8CONSIN ILLINOIS IOWA VERMONT 

All income classes ••••••••••. ~~~ 100 ~ 100 100 100 100 
Net IORS<'S .••••.•••••••.• 

-(-') ____ 1 ---, ---1 2 2 -----ioo· 1 
Net incomes ..•••.••••••• 100 1111 1111 99 98 118 !Ill ------:"(')- • --5- -.--a 0-249 .• -------------- • 1 2 1 1 

2-'iU-499 •• ------------ 2 3 3 4 10 13 5 • 0 
&~749 •• ----·------- II u 6 7 16 17 13 16 
'ir.0-999. ···---------- 16 16 11 13 22 21 18 17 
1,000-1,249 .• ----.---. 19 19 14 14 1; 16 18 19 
1.2~1.4\111 .•••••••••• 16 14 14 lli JO. 8 11 Ut 
1,/iU0-1, 749 .•• -------- 14 13 13 12 6 6 12 ·. 9 
1.7~1.999 ___________ 

10 10 II II 4 • 7 5 
2,01111-2,249. ---.---- •• 3 3 7 6 2 3 6 a 
2.2~2.41111 ..••••••••• 4 s 5 & 3 1 4 3 
2 •• 100-2,YIIII ................. 3 2 8 . 6 2 1 4 1 
3.000-3,\r.<ll ••• -------- 3 3 6 G 3 . 3 1 4 
4,1100-4,91111 ~ ..• ------- (') (') 1 1 (') (I) (') 0 

___ s.~orov«-·------- (') 0 2 1 (') (') l (') 

' For thto numhN' of families clas.•iftoo by family income and by net farm income see tables 5 and 49. 
• Total net family income inrludes net inrome from farming (money and nonmnney) and net moneyincoma 

from em,>loyment other than operal.ion or the family farm and from ot.her nonfarm sourees. 
• See Ulussary, Income, Farm Family; Farm lncome. Net. • 0.50 peroent or less. 

Seven families ended the year with total net losses from all business 
ventures. Their net losses (money and nonmoney) from the farm, 
averaging $428, were reduced very little by nonfarm receipts, which 
averaged only $19. These families with net losses made unusually 
la.rge outlays during the year for seeds, plants, and trees, and for 
repairs and replaeements on farm machinery and buildings; moreover, 
tlu•ir averaJ?:e expenditures fo( other items of farm operation were 
similar to those reported by families at intermediate income levels 
(table 60). 
Di~tributi~n by fld farm inrome. 

When these Pennsylvania. farm families were distributed by net 
returns from farming (money a.nd nonmoney income), it wa.s found 

863-40--1 
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that. 42 pei'Ct'nt had Dt't. farm ine~~ ht'low Sl,OOO; 8& pN'ePnt., 
incomes in the ran~re $1,00G-~l,999; 11ppr1xima~lv one-fourth, $2,000 
or more. As would be txpectt>d, a lsf1!:t•r proportion of the familit>s 
had net farm incomes bt'low $1,000 than had total ineomf'S of this 
amount. The median income from farming was $1,210, $261 below 
the median net family income from allsouret'S (table 7). 

Families with low net farm incomf'S tended to have higher reeeipts 
from nonfarm sources than did th01e whose re-turns from f:lrmmg 
were greater. For example, families in the three net farm ineome 
classes below $750 had average nonfarm rt>Ceipta of $345 to $704_._ 
&mounts t'feater than at any SUCCeeding JeYel t'XCept the top, the smalJ 
group (10 families) with incomes of $5,000 or more (table 49) . 

• 
Gross Farm Income 

Gross farm ineome (money and nonmoney) • of these Pennsylvania 
families averaged $2,687 among all nonrelief families, as follows: 

... ,.,. ,_m,_,.,.,,. 
,., t>pn-

Item: wed/.,,. 
Total gross money income from farm •- ----------------- $2,041 

Sale of farm products •• --_._---_-- __ ----_. __ ----_-
A. A. A. benefite and rentals•-------·---····------
Income from work off the farm using farm machinery or 

work aninuUS---------------------······--------

I, 954 
70 

17 
:o::=::= 

Total nonmoney farm incom~-----------·--······-··--- 646 

Value of housing, food, fuel, and other products used for 
family living. _____ ._. ___ • __ ._._ ..• _. __ ... _..... 594 

Net increase in value of crope etored and of livestock 
owned'---------------------------------------- 52 

. 

a Gross mollf'Y in<olllf' from tbe farm may !Drlude ~lpts from •••• of f'FOP" stoPd tbe pteviOID y•ar ar of 
Uvesloek obtaillt'd bf<lore tbe report yoar betltMI. 8HJ Oloosary, lm"<lme, J"arm J"amlly: Crope St-.:1 and 
Liv""'loek Owllt'd, for an uample UlustraliDc Inclusion of DlOIIl'J reeeipta from liquidation of -Ia iD IP"._ 
money illll<>me from ocrinalture. 

• lnrlud .. all mo~~ey peym~nts (Reept lotlDS) ~in'd fTom tbe Oovenm~nt undrr the 81lrirultnra}. 
reeovery program, su~b as ...._...ipts from sale of livestock to tbe Oovernment to allevia~ droughlelllt'rg•ncy, 
money reooivtld from tbe Oovernm<'nt for eradieation ol UvMioek dloe- and for r .. ulatilll farm proxluctlun 
ill lll.'t'OI'danCI' with a SJM'C'ifled contraet. 

1 ExcludeSdilfereDilOI iD nine due to prieeebaJI&ee. 

Receipts from the sale of farm products thus accounted for 73 
percent of aggregate gross farm income. Next in order of II!ngnitude 
were the nonmoney contributions to family living-value of housing, 
food, fuel, and other products furnished by the fnrm-which supplied 
22 percent of the total. (See p. 88 for a more complete discussion 
of nonmoney income used for family living.} 

Government payments received as pan of the agriculturnl-reeovery 
prog-ram average<! $154 per fumily receiving sueh payments. 'J,'he 
averaF:e given in the above leader table on an all-family basis is eon
siderably lower because fewer than one-half of the group received· 
these paymenta. Likewise, the low•average receipts from labor 
inYolving the use of farm equipment, such as use of the team or 

• For deftnitioll otero- f'anll ~and Ita oompooents- O~<aary, IDcome, Fwm Fa:nily: Far:n 
, Income. Gro&L . 
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tractor fo~ roadwork 'or for work on a neighboring farm, were due, 
in part, to t.he relatively small number of families that used their farm 
equipment for this purpose (table 50). - . i _ 

It should be noted that the value of farm products used m the pay
ment of share rent was not included as gross income.7 The figure for 
the latter may therefore underrepresent gross income from agriculture 
in the sections where rentals are commonly paid with farm products. 
Net increa11e or decrease in value of crops stored and of livestock owned. 

A family may defer realizing on the year's income by storing crops 
for sale or by keeping in its herds cattle born during the year; or it 
may increase herds through pu_rchase of livestock, thereby increas~g 
its net worth. Whether a family defers sales of crops or mcreases 1ts 
livestock inventories depends on the tY.pe of farming practiced, mar
ket and crop conditions, and the family's economic status. In this 
general-farming section of Pennsylvania, 51 percen~ of the families 
reported no net change in value of crop and livestock inventories; 
33 percent reported net increases with an average value of $262; 16 
percent reported net decreases, averaging $218 (table 55). · · 

Net increases were reported by a larger proportion of families at the 
higher- than at the lower-income levels, whereas the reverse was true of 
decreases, a.s is shown below: · · . · · 

Perem14Ue of familiA 111 
eoeh Income cl011 reporl· 
inq net inerta~e or t1urto11 
in r>olue of crop• lllortd Ol' 
liotlllock IIIDntd 

Family-income class: I~~crta~t Dtcrt~~~~ 

$0-$499 ... ------------------------------------ 15 18 $500-$999.------------------------------------ 21 18 
$1,000-$1,499. ____ ----------···----------- ------ 31 17 $1,500-$1,999 __________________________________ 36 16. 

$2,000-$2,999---------------------------------- 46 12 
$3,000 or over.-----------·--------------------- 45 13 

Families at the· higher-income levels doubtless were in a better 
position to defer sales of crops and to increase investments in livestock 
than were those at the other extreme of the income scale. Relatively 
more had net increases and the value of such increases tended to be 
considers bly larger among high- than among low-income .groups, with 
the exception of the class $Q-$249 which contained two families re
porting a high average increase. The average decrease by families 
having negative net change, however, showed no consistent relation
ship to family income (table 55). 

ExpenditurtS for Farm Operation 

Expenditures of these Pennsylvania farm families for operating 
t~eir farms averaged $1,304. Average outlays for livestock, feed, and 
hired farm labor exceeded those for other groups of items classified as 
operating expenditures, as lollows: 

1 Value ~>f •h..,... ,...nt "'as not lndud~d as an Item of information on the income schedule since the primary 
r-ll06P of ohtatning gross tnoome was to Bid tn obtaimng a rt'li&ble tl~ for ll8t income. However fteld 
.,...nts w-askt>d to write in the valueofsbare nmton the sch...tulesand thedatasoohtainedare presenied in 
&ahw 56. Almost ouHourtb, 23 J)t'.roent, of the nolll't'liel families in Pennsylvania reported the use of fann 
products for pa)·ment of part or full l't'nt. Bad the value of farm (li'Oducts so used been added to gross farm 
lnoome, lh< &I!I!T"t'&te would have been Increased by approximately $342,220, or 6.3 percent. Average grosa 
iaorowr ed.Jw;k-.1 lor nlue 0: sblll<! rent is presented lor each section ill table 50, footnote 6. 
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.,...,.,..,,.(IIIII ...... 
Item: /-',. _ _.,_ 

Totake~itunot~ for farm OIJ"ration •----· ••• _________ fl. 30-t 

IA~ro~--------------------------------- •• 7 
Feed .••• :::===================================== :!~ FertiliRr, l'pr&yl' •• ______ ------ ________________ • _ _ fl!t 
~!!,plant!<.'""""-·.____________________________ 3!1 
MMhinery, tool!!·-------------------------------- ,;g G_,Iine, oil •. _____ • _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 29 
Jkpair!! on buildin~ and fenees ••• __ • _____________ • 50 
Taxes, inl'ltJranee ___________ • _____ ---- ___ _ _ ___ _ _ _ __ Ill 
Interest, refinaoein~ cha~. ___ __ __ _ _ _ _ __ _ __ _ _ _ _ __ fi7 

R~"'-------------------------------------------- 19 Other exp!'nditures .••• __ .. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 62 

1 t'looPO~. ll>t'<I<M. Farm FlUDily: Farm P:TTW'ft<llt..,.,.. hd~nltlr•,..,t""""'.-.1 hi thl•d_..,. 
diOJWfttin« ~i!Un'8. T.,... s~n<l~ .,. .. I•Jrloo .. a~uoo"' !lb-'"' ,_.. 111 •-; ·---~~ 
"'"'"'ll'ljtl!'t.-.1 for !IIJ('IJ f'aymf'Dt. II? Pf"""UIM in t.U.Jto M. r.wttll<>f.- I. 

I Esdudeoo ~iUlfts M ~-a oponl- ol Uw flllllliJao&eo.obU. M ....... '-i-

The expenditures for livf'Stock includt>d pun-ha~ for builtling up 
herds, as well as for resale; hen('e, they may include outlays for 
increasing capital assets as well as for operating the business. This 
procedure was followed be<-ause of the farmer's inability to separate 
mdividual transactions of the year into the two dassifi<'ations. (~ 

· Glossary, lnoome, Farm Family: Crops Stored and Livestock Owned, 
for discussion of this point and an explanation of the method used to 
offset such disbUJ'S('mt"llts in obtaining a net farm in('ome fi~.) 

Amounts spent for interest and refinan<'ing ('barges C"'nstitutt>d 
5 perc~nt of the total expenditures for farm operation. The number 
of families having money outlays for this item indiutes that approxi
mately one-third of the nonrelief group had mortgagt>d indPbtedness 
on their land or equipmPnt. Expenditures for taxi"S and insurance 
accounted for another 6 pereent of total expenditures.• Avera.ge 
amounts spent for ('ash rent by all families y,·ere small bec:'ause of the 
relatively small number of renters-about one-fourth of the families
and be<-ause the majority of renting families paid at least part of their 
rent with a share of the crop (table 56). 

Average exp4;nditures forPach of the items of fann operation tended 
ro in('rea.se wtth inrome at levels above $.500 or $7.50. The group of 
families having low incomes, especially those ,.;th net losses and in 
the class $~$249, induded a ronsitiPrable proportion that had valuable 
farms (table 47). Some of these did a rel~&tiHly larg~H~Cale businPSS, 
as is eviden('ed by average total OpPrating expenditures, and doubtless 
wPre at these low-inrome levels only for the ('urrent year (table 60). 

The la~r operating expenditures of high-in('ome groupe are a..~ 
ciated with a greater volume of business on individual farms. For 
example, the average amount Sp«'nt for hired fann labor by families 
having such employN'S rangNi from $93 in the daM S.5~S749 to 
$426 in the class $3,000 or over. (Average ... expenditures of all families, 
regardless of •·hether thPy employ~ labor, WI"!': $51 and ~83 for the 
two inrome groups.) The proportion of f11mthes employm~ helpers 
ranged from 55 peret>nt in the formPr class to 90 pen-t>nt m the latter. 

• Tbo nom~"' -'1-f -rn.. ft'llCWtiftl! n~l1ufoool for tlW'!l and lft.oom-a,... I" tshlrlllllo ._ thaa 
tt.- 11umMclas>iftf.d •ovt>rnift &&hiP 47 tw<-..- "'""'" ~''"' I.:D!l...,....,.,...., ,............,.,. t.,.ir li~ 
areropa. iloiM olti>P ,.'"""ale> p&i1 .. .,....v-,....,..ny tu,.. "" hn«<rl ano1 '""" .,...n;,...,.. Simt
llllfy. _...u o1 r ..,,1,.. "'Vlf1• apeDdi&..- tow res& olluld -a bWldmp IDdu<te--II• thai •ere 
claaWied .. .....a (pMIOW.-sJ. 
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Net Money Income fr~m Sources Other Than the Operated Farm in the 
· Pennsylvania Section . 

I 

Money income from sources other than the operated :farm, ·or 
so-called nonfarm income, includes: Net earnings from work other 
than that pertaining to the farm enterprise; other net money income 
such as interest, dividends, pensions, rents from property, profits, and 
small cash gifts used for family living. In Pennsylvania, income from 
these sources contributed an average of $271 per family, or 16 percent 
of aggregate family income. • 

In studying this and other components of farm family income in 
relation to income levels, it should be borne in mind that the group of 
families within each income class is no"t necessarily homogeneous with 
respect to income sources. Any one income class may include: 
Families that had little or no income except that from the operated 
farm; families of part-time operators that depended on work other 
tha.n farm operation for most of their money income and used farm 
products largely for home consumption; families that received sizable 
proportions of their income from both farm and nonfarm sources 
although receipts from the operated farm exceeded those from nonfarm 
occupations and investments. Because of this lack of homogeneity, 
the relationship between income received from any one source and the 
family-income level is not always consistent. The problem of dis
persion within an income group is especially apparent in analyzing 
data concerning the upper-income classes in which the number of 
cases is small. 

In order to study relationships between amounts received from 
nonfarm sources and income from farming, a special tabulation clas
sifying families by net farm income was made (table 49). This indi
cates tho t the families with low net farm incomes tended to he those 
having large receipts from sources other than the farm enterprise. 
Average money income from nonfarm sources was considerably higher 
among the families whose net farm incomes were below $7 50 than 
among those with larger returns from farming, as is shown below: 

Net farm income cla.SII: AIIUaU~ nonfarm money incoYM 

Netlos~--------------------------------------- $1,096 $0-$249_________________________________________ 704 
$250-$499_______________________________________ 528 
$50Q-$749_______________________________________ 345 
$750-$999.----------------------------~--------- 216 
$1,00Q-$1,249------------------------------------ 163 
$1,250-$1,499------------------------------------ 122 $1,50Q-$1,749____________________________________ 119 
$1,750-$1,999------------------------------------ 110 $2,00Q-$2,249____________________________________ 101 
$2,250-$2.499------------------------------------ 105 

In three of the four net farm income classes above $2,500, average 
nonfarm receipts ranged from $173 to $258--i>omewhat higher than 
those of famihes in the intermediate classes, $l,OOQ-$2,499. At the 
highe-st level, net fann incomes of $5,000 or more, average nonfann 
~eipts were $1,137; this is higher than the averages for the lower· 
~n<'ome groups but may be affected by sampling fluctuations since it 
IS based on only 10 cases. 
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When families were classified by toW income from all sourcM (the 
scheme of classification followed lhroughou& the major part of the 
consumer purchases study)l average l"eCE'ipts from nonfarm soun-ee 
increased from $84 in the c ass $0-$499 to $273 in the dass $1,ooo-
11,499. The averag'e was then approximately the same in the three 
classes in the range $1,0()()-$2,999, but it more than doubled in mag
nitude among families with incomes of $3,000 or more lnrgt>ly because 
of the high average receipts of the 20 families whose total incomes 
reached or exceeded $5,000 (tables 8 and 48). 

A family with high nonfarm money receipts could not fall in a low 
total family-income class unless such receipts were offset by hf'avy 
farm losses (i. e., negative net farm income). Since the more well
to-do groups included most families whost~~ nonfarm recPipts were 
high, average income from this source would necessarily be greater 
than at the lower end of the income scale unless the proportion of 
families having such receipts was markedly larger at the latter income 
levels-a situation that dtd not occur. 

Of the two components of money income from sources other than 
the operated farm, earnings were of greater importance, coml>rising 
82 percent of the total nonfarm receipts of nonrelief families 1D this 
section. Such income as that from investments of various types, 
pensions, and girts provided the remaining 18 percent; receipts were 
small, averaging only $50 per family (table 8). 

TAuL• 8.-lfONI'~'RII IIONST JNCOMS; Numb,. ond peTcmtage offomiiitJI halling 
eaming1 t1f" other money i11C011141 from llfiU1'C811 othtJr thma lhfl operated farm, and 
OM"Ofl a1n011nt and peTC1111oge derived from ear11inga and from other 110urcea, b11 
incom~, Pmnt!llPOnia farm ••clicm,• 1995-!18 . 

(Wbl .. DOanlllllaJDIU. &118& lllclude a bwlbuld ud Wife, boUI118&1YI·bom) 

J'amllles bavlng Donlarm D10DeJ iJI. A nrap Donlarm mlliiiPJ Income 
eomerrom'- from"-

hml17·1-.me .. J'amj. 
(do~ lies &n~ ~OUJ'OII! 

AJI7 IOUFCII 1 l!arnlnp • ether than AD :larnln!la' oth~r than 
-DitiiSI f...urft• oarnln~~S • 

No. No. Pd. No. Pd. No. Pd. J)f>l. Dtol. Prf. D<>l. Pd. 
AlliDoome ea... ..... 2,0'J3 1,162 67 836 41 11M 15 :171 Zl2 112 60 11 

~ = 
Net.,.. ...••••.•. ' ll (') (') • ("/) It 15 79 48 253 
Ne&u.ec-.. •••••. lOll I, 160 67 836 41 - 25 :172 2'.13 82 w 18 

D-fllll _________ 
1010 M •• ~ .., 20 71 84 M R6 211 35 

~00-G!l!~ .••••••• ... 2!12 114 231 52 91 20 175 148 85 71 I~ 

··~········ 
4111 "1117 82 '01 t7 107 22 273 2-43 ~ 31 Jl 

1,50(H,M ••••• 41"4 3ll &J IIV 87 115 23 273 2"JII 83 47 17 
2,1)10-2,9811 .•••• 3911 3)1 51 Jr. 32 108 71 :r.'i 21~ 7~ Ill! 22 
I,OOOOWCI'IW ••• 179 Ill .. Ill 3J Ill 39 1113 481 71 147 24 

1 For date fiJI otber farm ~eetions - table 12. 
I PeroPnlar""""' boi'IPd"" tlw numtwr IJI lamlliM In Mdl riMs. 
llneludes only t"- lamil ... wtw.e 110nlarm mooey 1nrome ••eN'dt'd "-·I. e.,'""" ~lin. In add!· 

Uon 8 ramilk'! ... pon.c~ tnoiMF ID<Omt' Ieos lhaD losvo. L e., necatiw aonrarm mooey Income. See Oloe-i. Inoome Farm Family: Mnoey lnrome from RourCPI Other Tban tiM! 0Jl"ralffl Farm. • BamiDCI ~luslftecl aa •-..ran." lncl!MW earnlnp from ~petio._. eUler tbul o.,.ralioD IJI Ule family 

~boclodes money ln<oDW from lOeb IIOilfann IOU1Ciil 11.'1 ~WI "'tome from lnYMlmentll, peruoloa!, and !rifts. 
a A...,_,....~ antbe IIWilber ollamlliM In eeeh olaa. Per<entape.,.. ~on a•e""'e ooofarm 

money intome trom alli!OW"-. Tbe a>m ol oontarm money Income from earolon anti from other sources 
mav aot equr.l noolarm mo.,..,. 1-. from alloou....,., '01...., the latin fl...,. Is net. a/t.er deduction or bu. ... 
nesS ~ossa<. See 0"-'Y, IDcome. CltJ" aDd V~ ,ami.IJ": B.-1-"- JlllamllJe. in I'IIIIDS;rlvaoia 
haclllusints los!les, whlob a_....t $1. 

• l'eroentecee no& compuled lor ,._ &billa JO-. 
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Eamings from Work Not Pertainin9 to the Operated Farm 

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

All earnings were attributed to some family member except the 
net receiP.ts from keeping roomers 9;nd b~arders, which were recorded 
as a family undertaking. In occasiOnal mstances s:tnall money earn
ings were not alloca.ted to individuals because they amounted to only a 
few dollars per person or were joint enterprises. These unallocated 
earnings were negligible, averaging only $1 per family. (See table 51 
and'Glossary, Income, Farm Faini.ly: Money Income from Sources 
Other Than Operated Farm; also Glossary, Occupational Classification.) 

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

Forty-one percent of the nonrelief families in the Pennsylvania 
section had earnings from occupations other than farm operation. 
Income from this source averaged $222 per family, or 13 percent of 
the aggregate received by the group (table &). 

The importance of these earnings as a component of farm family 
income differed from one income class to another; they furnished 16 
percent of the total received by families in the class $0-$499 and 19 
percent of that received by families in the range $500-$1,499. (See 
footnote 10, 1?· 36.) In the three classes above $1,500, nonfarm 
earnings proVIded 13 percent or less of aggregate family income 
(ta.bles 6 and 8). 

l\Iore than half, 52 percent, of the families with incomes in the range 
$500-$999 had nonfarm earnings. Relatively fewer of the families 
with higher incomes had such earnings except in the small group (20 
families) that received $5,000 or more. 
Earnings of II'USbands, wives, and others. 

Husbands constituted 67 percent of· the individuals classified as 
nonfarm earners in these Pennsylvania families and contributed 

• Mnn•:r ft'turm f!om wwt done o« tbe farm bot involvfn,. ose or'""" enimllhllll' eqolpm""t 'll't!n! eon
sld...-.1 J>U1 ol farm 111<'0-. p. 17. Roccipts f!om sales or farm products et a roadside stand were elassed 
u mOII('y lnoo!M from _operated farm. If fAmilY members sold homemade prodoots involving bousebold 
labor. a• bom•mad• lelllllS or oandy, the net receipts were eotel'ed u nonfarm earnings of the person respoosi
blo for tb• enterpcise. 
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73 percent of aggn-gate nonfarm f'amin~; all otht>r familv nwmbt>rs 
!isted as individual eamt'rs rontributt>d only 22 pt•rrt>nt; tht> rt•main
mg 5 pt>rcent ramt> from family (not indi,·idual) untlt•rtakin~s. Totnl 
nonfarm t>amings anrag<'d $222 pt>r familv, $211 of •·hirh ramt> from 
the following individual t>arnt>rs: llushantls, $162; •ins, $9; otlwr 
males 16 or ovt>r, $22; otht>r femah-s 16 or O\"t>r, $18. lncomt> from 
roomers and boardt>rs and otht>r work not attributable to imli,·iduols 
avt>ragt>d $11 (tablt> 51). 

The larger contributions of husbands refl<'<'t both thf' greater pro
portion of husbands than of oth<'r family mt>mbt>rs who worked for 
money, and the fact that husbands had hight>r avt>rngl' t>arnings thnn 
did otht>r breadwinning family membt>rs. One-third or mort> of the 
husbands in families in tht> income range $25G-S 1,499 rt>ported mont>y 
earnings from work otht>r than farm opt>ration. About two-fifths 
of tht'St' husbands Wt>re part-time farm opt'rntors.10 In elas.<~t>S bt>low 
and above these limits, the proportion of husbands t>arning was 
nearer one-fifth. Avt>ragl' t>arnings p<'r husband WPrl' consistently 
grt>ater in succt>SSively hight>r-income rlasst>s, ranging from Si8 
apit>ce for the 3 husbands in the class $G-$249 that had nonfarm t>am
ings to $2,043 apiece for the 30 in the hight>st class, $3,000 or over 
(tables 9 and 53). 

TABLII: 9.-J'AVJL'f MEMBERS lfAVISO NONFAK:\11 MONEl' lo:AR:ofiNo>!'l: I Prrc~ntag' of 
lu••bollll11, .. ;~•. and ollln- famil!l mrm/),rs llauing earnmqs from 11011rtelt olhrr 
tiJan tu orwrot~d farm, a~ragr earninfl• of IJu&band&, and prrc~nlng~ of loltd non
farm earning• lkriHd from huabanda, by income, P~nns!Jlvania farm "ction,1 

1935-86 

(White .,..,.lief tamDi• lbat Include a husband and wit•, both oati..-e·boroJ 

FamUy·lncome claal (dollan) 

Pt>rCI'DlBP ' of SJli'Cift•d family 
mt>mlw11 ear nine 

AvH&Ilf" f»ftrni~~! Pfr("tlDt· 
of husbands """ ' 

Fsmi- 1---.--.---r---11---..,.---1 0~!:;~~~ 
U.. Ot h~n p.., Prr •arn mn 

Hn~- l\""iv• lft f}r P!l.rnina fs=n- dt•nvt"d 

bandll older • ~~d I Uy ' h!::..u 
All 

---------1--------------------
Num~r~ Pnufll Prrttnt Pnttnl p,.,.., Dol/oro Dolin,. Ptrttnl 

Alllncomeelulloll ....••• _ ••••••.. a.o-.za 8 211 3 Ill ()1;7 1~2, 73 
==-~:=::z::==== 

N•t .._,·····-·-··-········- 71 0 (') (') 0 -···---- - 0 1-···-····-
Netin<:omts .•••••••••••••••• :Z.OIAI 8 ll8 3 II 3117 Ul2 73 -----f-- . 

o-m ·····-·····---·---·· 111 7 11 • <'> 78 1a 112 
2."<}499 _____ •••••••••••••• 110 13 3.1 2 II 141 47 74 
~.111-;'t\1 .••••• -········-·-- 1\16 U 41 3 II Z.i2 1>4 75 
75l}-tol98___________________ m 12 M 4 11 a:..a •~ 7ft 
l.IU:H.499 •••••••• -...... t>-1 II 35 4 12 Ml H>l !10 
1 • .11111-1.\MI............... 4<11! 7 Zl 3 • 170 J,'i;l 118 
2.11<111-2.-............... 3\jjJ 8 18 4 II MM lt2 116 
3,0UO .. over............. 1011 8 17 2 10 :z.o-u ~ 73 

1 EamilU!S t"!uoit\Nt u ''Donfarm" ln•lu<l<' ...,;n,... fl'om .....,..,..u,.., ot~ than opt>ration of !hi- f"mil:r 
farm. s.eu~"""'"'· lD<OIIIt". t·..-m Fam•ly: :\luJW)' IDwmeltom ......,,.. OU•u Tban Uoe Oi"'r.oted )"a•m. 

J For data for ot~r farm .-.rt•un5 !lf'e tahlrfo 13. 
1 Pet..,otae.., are bu<-d oa tb. total numbo.or of ~ftPd family m•mlw-n In ftlcla el,.... 
•In 00 inrulnf' ~ dtd D1f:'ft than 1 r~rCte~nl ol the- chll·ht>D un·lf"t 1~ b~tve nonf,trm t"tll'ninn. 
1 :\\·er~.,. ba.........:l on tbr D'li'I'¥SJ)Ir.lD11m~ numb« •ll...,nuur bwt..o..b to f'e(·h eta.. ltahl~ ,'iJ). 
1 A \'....-a!t"S ~ ba....~.·d oo tbt' numtllt"r ol fam1Jws to ....:h el&M. r~r.r~tkw ulwbetber buabands were f'UDf'TS. 
' PNreDl"'' .. ..,.. ~on tb. tolaiDonlum -a•- &a --b clwa. 
1 Percen1<02es DO& C:Uiopu&ed fur ,.,,..,. """" lu -. 

"TIM! 193 000,..\iof famili.,. tbal opt>rat--d p&rt·tirn. farms "'Pn! <IL•Iril>a: .. t by io.,.,m• a• ftolhw•·Und•r 
$500 2 P"rcent· $500-twii.:U ))<1\""Dt; ll.IIW-SI.tw. J< ,.,.,..nl; II. ~•>-11.111111. lo 1>t>raenl; ll.uuo-$-:.illlll. ~ ""'" 
ceDl; $.l,WIJ .. 'ov~r. 2 """"""- Tbua. ~""'""'"bad....,......,. u1 loa thaD ll • .iW. 
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Wives rarely earned from nonfarm occupations; only 3 percent 
reported such earnings and their contributions averaged only $9 per 
family or 4 percent of aggregate nonfarm earnings. However, the 
70 who had employment off the farm made substantial contributions 
to the income of their families-an average of $270 each. Had earn
ings from roomers and boarders or receipts from the sale of home
made products been allocated to the wife instead of being considered 
returns from a family undertaking, the percentage of wives classed as 
breadwinners would have been considerably greater, since about one
tenth of the families reported income from keeping roomers and board
ers (tables 51 and 53). 

Family members other than the husband or wife accounted for 24 
percent of the total number of persons classed as nonfarm earners. 
Amounts earned by them constituted 18 percent of aggregate non
farm earnings, in comparison to 73 percent earned by husbands and 
4 percent earned by wives. (Receipts not allocated to individuals 
provided 5 percent of the total.) Practically all of these earners 
were persons 16 or older; only 6 of the 2,023 Pennsylvania nonrelief 
families studied reported any money earned by children under 16 
years of age. 

TABLE 10.-EARNERS BY AMOUNT OF EARNINGS AND WEEKS OF EMPLOYMENT: 
Num.ber of family members having earnings from sources other than .thJJ operated 
farm, by omount of such earnings and weeks of employment, Pennsylvania farm 
section, 1935-36 

[White nonrellef families that include a husband and wife, both native-born] 

Family members with earnings or ,_ 
Wo~ks of em- Earn-ploymeot 1 ers I Less 52,500 (number) $5(1- $100- $200- $300- $400- $500- $1,00()- $1,500- f2,()()1)-than $99 $199 $299 $399 $499 $999 $1,499 $1,999 $2,4911 or 

$50 over 
-- ------ ----------------

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
All Wet>ks .•••• 829 lll 87 118 75 60 56 215 67 21 8 11 -----------------------lTnder s___ 55 42 10 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

lH3 ...•••. 87 II 36 33 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 lf-.26 ______ 
116 0 4 35 28 25 11 11 2 0 0 0 2;-39 ______ 70 0 1 4 10 7 8 36 3 1 0 0 

40-52 ...... 3<111 3 3 14 20 17 32 159 62 19 7 10 
Unknown. I .'iii 57 33 29 9 10 5 II 0 1 1 1 

' This Is th• number of weeks during which the earners hod earnings from nonfarm employment, either 
full or port-time. 

• lnclud"" all fli'I1'0DS who bod any ewnings from occupations other than operation or the family farm 
at any time during the report year. . 

Sons, daughtt>rs, and other family members doubtless contributed 
far more to family income by their work on the home farm than by 
mon<>y received from nonfarm enterprise. Although members aged 
16 or older (other than husband and wife) who had nonfarm em
ploym<>nt earned $419 apiece, the average based on all families 
studied amounted to only $40. The lower averages per family than 
p<>r pt'rson rt>sult from the fact there were relatively few families that 
had such earners (fewer than 10 percent) and of these very few had 
two or mort'. 
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Eo.mi"9' and ,moM (If employmnil of tM'ftn-e. 

The amount earned by a pt-rson working for mont>y is, as a rule, 
closely relat~ to the amount of time he is employt'd. Considering the 
demands of the farm busint"S8, one would exped that many members 
of fsnn families oould work only intermittently at other enterprises. 
If they depended UI_>On other fanners for employmt'nt, their opportuni
ties for earning nught be ooncentrated in a brief crop season. In 
order to learn more of the relationship betwt'en amount. earned and 
period of emJ.>loyment, data for Pennsylvania were tabulated to show 
the distribution of nonlsnn earners by amounts received and the 
number of weeks during which they worked (table 10). In using 
figures for weeks of earning it must. be nmembered that a person was 
credited as earning during a week if he worked for any part thereof, 
even for a few hours during 1 day. 

Almost one-fourth of all Pennsylvania farm family members f.'arn
ing made less than $100, and almost half made less than $300. Only 
13 percent made $1,000 or more. Of the 111 persons (13 perct'nt) who 
earned less than $50 during the yt'ar, all but 12 had work during fewer 
than 5 weeks or failed to report time. The few who rt'ported earning 
during longer periods may have worked for only a day or two in a 
week. In oontrast, four-fifths of the persons earning $500 or more 
had employment during 40 or more weeks. 

T.t.BLB 11.-JfOJfPABII BABNJ:U AJfD TBJ:JB BABNIN08 BY OCCVPATIOJf: 1 N"mber 
and per~ of la.,.baw, v-iw•, aJid o41an family member• laanr~~ eamingafront 
IOUTUI other &laa11 &ht operaled farm, and al1tn'age earning• per peretm, by chief 
occupa&itm, Pm"'!JlPGma fanra ~tditm,• 19S5-S6 

(While IMIIIftiW tamlllel tba& llleltD a b111bud lllld wile, botb uatlftoboru) 

Penoa~ baW~cnonfwm ftlnllnp, 117 chief Anftl'l • nonfarm t!tlrlllntut 
-pa&ioDI PH penon, b7 eblef oeeu-

ps&iOD 

S&a&ullll flmD7 Bllli-
AD OtJeUpa. 

.... _ ButOI- An- Won- Cieri- ness 
CJerlal U>d pwo~.., eapa.. and 

*'- -- lionol &ia. -.ner tal profee-
!llonol 

r---
N._ ~- N._ Pfl. N._ Pfl. N._ Pfl. Del. Dol. Dol. Dol. 

AU bi<Uridual--..--. 8211 100 833 71 61 I 10 17 617 433 e61 851 

B•NDdl- ---------·- 6117 100 t22 'Ill • I 1118 11 llf1 .. &te 1,078 

Wi981_ -----------·-·· iO 100 38 611 1 1 31 t4 270 348 1300 174 
Ott.. 1&,. old•---- 1. 100 117 85 17 • 12 I 411 31;1 u '188 
Otbem ODda" 1L----- • (I) I (') 0 (') 0 (I) .., .., ........... .............. 

1 Barn!D111 ~"" • "nonfarm• IDrlode -mne !nom O<'ftlpatlollll otber tbu openatlon of tbe ramDr 
fvm. ~ 0"--Y. ln<Om•. farm Family: Money t-1111111 hom Sour.- O&ber Tbu &be Operated fann. 

I For dale k1r o&ber farm llfftio .. - table I~ 
I Pfnltll&agt'll are booed OD &be &ocai nombew olMnlfft iD ada eiloa. 
I A-- are bued OD &be -poM.inc D~ ol-nen iD ada el-. 
I A- bued OD fewer lbaD 1-. 
t Per<e~~I.IClS ao& eompuled for fewer diu IG-

The majority, 77 percent, of the persons who failed to furnish 
information as to the number of weeks they earned made less than 
$200. On the basis of data from earners reporting number of weeks 
they worked, it seem~ probable that about 7 out of 10 of the non
reporting persons making less than ~200 worked. fewer than ~4 weeks. 
If it is assumed that the nonreportmg persons m each earrungs class 
were distributed by weeks of employment in the same manner as 

\ 
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were those reporting weeks worked, it may be estimated that 29 
p<'rcent of the total earning members in these Pennsylvania families 
worked during fewer than 14 weeks. ' : 
Occu.pations joUowed by earners. 

Wage-earner occupations were .followed bY. three-fourths of the 
husbands and more than four-fifths of the family members other than 
husband and wife who had nonfarm earnings (table 11). Many of 
these wage earners doubtless worked as laborers on nearby farms.11 

Of the 70 wives who had nonfarm earnings, 44 percent had business 
or professional positions-more than twice the proportion of husbands 
in these occupations. RelatiV'ely more sons, daughters, and others 16 
or older (not husband or wife) had clerical work-9 percent compared 
with 6 percent of the husbands and 1 percent of the wives; relatively 
fewer were in business or professions. 

Wage earners made an average of $433 each; clerical workers, $601; 
business and professional workers, $858 (table 11). Many wage 
earners, especially those who were farm laborers, may have been 
employed for shorter periods than were the clerical or the business and 
professional group. Doubtless both irregularity of employment and 
lower rates of pay were factors in their lower average earnmgs during 
the year. 
Occupational sources of aggregate earnings. 

Wage-earner work provided more than half of the aggregate non
farm earnings of these Pennsylvania farm families.11 Although rates 
of pay in business and the professions and in clerical positions tended 
to be higher than in wage-earner work, the two former types of occupa
tions provided opportunities for employment to fewer persons than 
did the latter. Only 23 percent of the family members who reported 
nonfarm employment received their major earnings from business, 
professional, or clerical work. Earnings from these occupations, 
therefore, were a smaller proportion of the aggregate than. those 
received from wage-earner jobs, as is shown below: · 

· Peruntage 1 

Peruntagt 
Occupational group: of earnera 

VVag~arner--------------------------------- 77 ClericaL ___________________________ --------- 6 . 
Business and professionaL __________________ :___ 17· 

Other Money Income from Nonfarm Sources 

Of<J4qregaU 
nonfarm 
eamift!IB 

64 
7 

29 

Money income from sources other than earnings, such as interest 
and divldends, rents from property, pensions and annuities, and 
gifts of cash used for current living, contributed little to the family 
purse compared with receipts from the other sources already discussed. 
Such income furnished only 3 percent of the total received by non
relief families in the Pennsylvania farm section. Had aggregate 
receipt.s from this source been distributed evenly among all nonrelief 
farm families studied, each would have received $50. Only one 
family ht four received any nonfarm income from sources other than 

u Aooc.-<~tnc to dle ltl:IIIOMISU!I 11.5 pero~mt of tbe flll'lll operators In Lanaastar County, Pa. who reported 
!!r"' of em!>loymcnt oft the operated farm. were engaged in agricultural wage work. U.S. Ceosua of Agri· 
,....lllf<!. l•l!i. Vol. ll. 

11 hrni lllZS ot a per90n who bad. more than one Job during the ;vesr were allocated ito eaeb of the OCIIIlpao 
U... .,. followed. For uampi@, if a person's major earnings were from elerlcal work but be also bad ocea
=~:: ;~~ earaer, bill totai...Wngs were distributed tD tbole two &ollftleS although be waac.las8ed 
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earnings; moreover, &vt'rage receipts wei'@ comparatively small even 
among those having such income, as shm.-n below: 

A- •"""'"'' rraiml "r
~-., ,.,.il,• '~'"'''"' 

Source: I kr~.-4 AI~:.•J. ••:'.:.:~· 
All nonfarm money income other 

than earnin~s---------------·--·-·-· 25 
Rent from propertY---------------- 10 
Interest and dividends _____________ 15 
Profitll_------.----.-.-------.---- (') 
Pensions, annuitiee, benefits_________ 1 
Giftll for current use_______________ 2 
Other sources _____________________ (2) 

• For d<>flnition of tbesP 1erms soe Glossary, lneome, Farm FamUy. 
I 0.511 Pl'ft't'Dt or less. 
• 10.50 or less. 

$ii0 
19 
24 
(') 

3 
4 

(') 

$199 
178 
159 
2t\6 
3.')7 
165 
109 

Avernge receipts of such nonfarm income tended to he ~eater in 
the intermediate- and high-income classes tlum in the low. Not 
only did relatively more of the well-to-do families have such income, 
but their average r«.>ceipts were greater than those reported by low-
income families, as is shown below: . 

lll'fr.,qr ammmlo rtrri••d hv
Pncmla"' 
of familitl l"amillto 

Aaring oucA All fnmJ. Aanng .,. •• 
Family-income class: incom• li•• incom• tlo-$999 ______________________________ 22 $27 $125 

$1,000-$1,999_ ------------------------ 23 38 280 $2,000-$2,999 _________________________ 27 60 221 
$3,000 or over _________________________ 39 147 380 

The small group of families with net losses and in the income 
da.ss $o-$249 had higher average income of this sort than did those 
in the income range $25o-$1,499-another indication of the presence 
of some relatively well-to-do families in these low-income groups. 
Rents from owned property and dividends from other investments 
constituted the greater part of such income received by these groups 
(table 54). 

Summary of Income Sources in Other Farm Sections 

New jersey 

The principal agricultural business of the farm families studied 
in New Jersey was to supply garden, dairy, and poultry products to 
the nearby metropolitan areas. These urban centers also provided 
better opportunities for employment than were available to families 
in the seven other farming sections, us is evidenced by the higher 
nonflll"m earnings of the New Jersey group. 

The general income level of the New Jersey families was rPlntively 
high; the median income of non.reliet families, $1,468, ranked third 
among the eight sections studied in these re1,rions. The proportion 
of wt>ll-to-do families in this sample was greater than in any other; 
one-third of the families had incomes of $2,000 or more (table 7). 
However, the proportion at the lower-income extreme also was above 
that in all sections except Iowa. Three percent of the nonrelief 
group ended the year with net losses and another 9 percent had in
comes below $500. 

Of the 21 New Jersey families in the net loss du&oification, all had 
losses from the farm enterprise; the average value of these lossett was 
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$781 (table 59}. Average net money losses from farming were con." 
siderably greater than total net losses, money and nonmoney; the 
Iutter were offset in part by farm nonmoney income. , 

Net income from farming, averaging $1,387, contributed 81 percent 
of aggregate receipts of these New Jersey families-48 percent from 
adjusted money income and 33 percent from products furnished by 
the farm for family living. The value of farm-furnished housing, 
food, and other goods increased from an average of $367 among families 
in the class $0-$499 to $761 among those having incomes of $3,000 
or more. As in other farm sections, nonmoney- receipts of this sort 
constituted a much larger percentage of the total income of families 
at low- than at high-income levels (table 12}. 

Gross farm income received by all nonrelief families avera~ed 
$3,679. Money receipts from the sale of farm products, averagmg 
$3,055, comprised 83 percent of this total. Money expenditures for 
farm operation were relatively high, averaging $2,292; hence average 
net money income from farming adjusted for deferred sales was only 
$815 (tables 12 and 50}. · 

Money returns from sources other than farm operation, averaging 
$329 per family, supplied 19 percent of the total net family income-a. 
larger proport10n than in any other section. Such receipts were in an 
inverse ratio to income from agriculture, as was noted in Pennsylvania. 
Families with low net farm incomes had higher average nonfarm 
r('ceipts than those with better returns from the farm, as the following 
figures show: · 

Nonfarm monev incoflll! 

P.ret:fllage of Average rueipta 
familia llaving of all 

Net farm income class: 8ueh lneome familia 
$0-$249________________________________ 70 $687 
$25G-$499______________________________ 60 400 
$50G-$749______________________________ 51 473 
$75G-$999______________________________ 55 276 
$1,000-$1,249___________________________ 49 351 
$1,25G-$1,499___________________________ 39 153 
$1,500-$1, 749 _____ ---- -------------- ____ · 39 270 
$1,75G-$1,999___________________________ 40 183 

In net farm income classes above $2,000, average nonfarm income did 
not excl'l.'d $250 (table 49}. · 

When familil's were classified by total income from all sources (the. 
classification scheme followed throughout the major part of this 
rt'port), avl'rage nonfarm money income was consistently greater at 
each succl'Ssiv('ly higher level of income. As a proportion of total 
income, however, it was larger among families in the class $Q-$499 
than in any class above (table 12). 

More than four-fifths, 83 percent, of the nonfarm income was 
derived from ~'.a~ni~gs. Had th~se earnings been distributed equally 
among all famlhl.'s m the nonrehef sample, each would have received 
$274. In no other section was the average so high. Average receipts 
pt'r t>arnl'r also Wt>re higher; they averagt>d $665 compared with $517 
m Pennsylvania and lt>ss than $400 in the other six sections. This 
differNtce probably indicatl'S longer periods of employment for the 
nonfarm earners in New Jersey. Although earners were not distrib
ut(>d by amounts earned and wet>ks of employment in any section 
ex('t>pt Pt'nnsyh·ania, the relationship between these two factors as 
shown thl'rt>, would support this assumption (table 10). ' 
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T.ABLII: 12.-Souaca:a or F.A.MlLY INCOME: Number of families hatling earningB or 
other money income from sources other than the operated farm, averoge total fa,mily 
income, a11erage net income from the farm, and a11erage income from BourceB other 
than the operated farm, by income, .Middle Atlantic, NfJrth Central,, and New 
Englandfarmaectiona,'19S5-36-Continued I . 

(White nonrellef ramllles that Include a husband au4 wife, both uative-bomJ 

FamiliA~~ having IS 
Net rarm Income or Net nonfarm nonfarm money a losses• money Income 1 ' Income rrom- 8 

li 
.s 

"'""' ""' li .... !!'e• .. 
!!tate and family· .c i~ .. s ... .c .c .... !l!l 

.... 
Income class (dollar&) - Ji .g .. 8 .... 

.!!-
'8!! E~ .... 

I . .. . ~.e. 
~-a =""' Oo:l 

~ i 21 '"O= ":K i li ,·· t'll.,., h m• ·a .. ~ 3 a 
! ~ ~ '~» g.s ~ .. J o:l Iii 0 .. ... ~ ~ .i f< f< ::!! ... 1>1 - - - - - -

ILLINOII 
No. No. No. No. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 

All Income classes •••••• 848 334 206 176 1, 746 1, 591 1,078 618 166 104 63 
= = = --= = = --= 

Net loBSeB .••••••••• 5 1 0 I -1,294 .:-~:= -2,016 572 160 0 150 
Net lncomea •••••••• 838 833 206 176 • 1,764 1,097 612 165 105 62 

0-499 .. -·····-·- 25 II 7 4 879 822 ~ 368 57 148 II 
600-999 .. ----·-- 146 59 88 28 810 738 341 397 72 52 20 
1,000-1,499 ...... 237 88 65 46 1,2M 1,183 702 481 71 47 24 
1,500-1,999 •••••• 185 67 40 41 1, 721 1, 613 1,069 644 108 78 31 
2,000-2,999 ...... 168 69 46 84 2,422 2,219 1,637 582 203 126 78 , 8,0011 or over •••• 77 41 21 27 4,263 8,653 . 3,005 646 610 419 ~ = = = --= = = = = 

lOW& I 

All Income clas!es ...... '711 222 1M 100 1,1011 1,033 499 634 70 50 23 
= = --= = 

N~t losses .......... 16 2 2 0 -891 -883 -1,462 579 -8 8 0 
Net lncomea •••••••• 696 220 152 100 1,149 1,077 644 533 72 51 24 --- ------------ ----

0-499. -----·---- 96 23 l7 II 347 324 -72 396 .23 14 10 
600-9911 ..... ---- 265 77 53 32 770 723 263 460 47 30 18 
1,000-1,499 •••••• 190 69 48 34 1, 217 1,123 5M 559 94 71 27 
1,500-1,999 ...... 72 20 17 7 1, 700 1,614 1159 655 86 711 II 
2,()()()-2,999 ...... 48 20 ;a 11 1,380 2,192 1,418 774 188 128 68 
a,ooo or over---- 25 l1 ' 7 8, 789 3,677 2,848 829 112 39 73 

= = = = = = = = 'II'BII.IIIONT . 

All income classes ...... 513 284 205 154 1,846 1,160 660 510 186 147 40 
= ----= = = = = ----= NPt l0998S .• -------- ·~ ·--- ------ ------ ------ --------- --------- --------- ------ ------ ------ ------

Net iocomoa ........ 613 284 205 lM 1,346 1,160 650 510 186 147 40 -------------------------
0-499.---------- 32 11 8 8 391 854 57 297 37 24 13 
600-999 .... ----- 155 84 M 38 788 682 281 401 106 60 26 
1,()()()-1,499 ...... 151 84 54 49 1,202 1,101 596 505 101 '75 26 
1,500-1,999 ...... 96 57 41 30 1, 711 1,493 881 612 218 182 42 
2,0110-2,\lllll .... ". . 67 • S7 ·28 .23 11;366 2,033 1, 361 672 . 333 273 62 
a,ooo or over .... 12 11 10 6 4,277 2,696 1,865 831 11· 581 1,219 368 

a For data for PenDSylvenie see tables 6 end 8. 
•Includea only tb""" families whose nonlarm money income esoeeded losses, i. e., was positive. See 

Glossary, Income, Farm Family: Money Income !rom Sources Other Than the Operated Farm. For 
num._ or families having nonfarm money losses see table 46. 

• Earolocs classified as "nonfarm" include earoing& !rom oocupetions other then operation or the family 
farm. 

• Includes mollf'y loco~m from such nonfarm sources as net returns from investments, pensions, end gifts. 
• A.....,....,. are basNi on the total number of families in each class. Average net losses are indieated by; 

a minus lliltn. For description or income from tile specified sources, see Glossary, lDcome, Farm Family. ' 
• Re~ots net money Income from farm plus i.Dcr,_ or minus decaoeases during the year In value of 

U..-stock owoffl and crops stored for sal~. 
1 Tbe snm of locome from earnings aod from SOUI'Cli!S other than earnings may not equal total nonfarm 

MOD<'Y inoome, since the latta ft~ure is net, after deduction or business losses. See Glossary,lncome, City 
and Vilialre Family: Business Losses. Fornumberorfamillea that had buslneas losses end average amount& 
.. nortt'd - tablo 48, lootoott> 8. 

I A-- hued OR fewer~ I-.. 
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Husbands were the major t'&mf'rs; thf.'ir contributions, avt>raging 
$169 per family~ were 62 pt>rt't>nt of all nonfarm l'amings. Howf'vt>r, 
the role of the Nt>w Jt>rsf'Y husbands in this rt'Spf.'('t -..·as lt>SS important 
than in Pennsylvania ..-here husbands provi(loo 73 pt'rt't'nt of all non
farm t>arnings, or in the six other St'Ctions -..·ht>re tht>y providt'd from 
63 to 70 percent. The contributions of Nt>w Jt>rst'Y sons, daughtt>rs, 
and other family mt>mbers 16 or oldt>r (not husband or -..·ift>) avt>ragt>d 
$71, or 26 percent of aggr~ate Pamings-a higher proportion than in 
any other section except Illinois (table 51). 

The proportion of husbands and of sons and dau~htt>rs 16 or oldf'r 
who eamoo tt>ndl'd to be somewhat grt>atf'r among familit'S above the 
$750-income line than among those bt>low. R~latinly ft>w wivt'S 
eaml'd at any income level (table 13). 

TABLR 13.-rAMILT MEMBERS RAYING NONPAR» MONBT BAIINJNill'l:' Per«Jtlage 1 

ef Aubatld3, fl'i!IU, ond oCher family tnnllhera UJ yean or older """"' eaMting" 
from IIOKrcu oCher lltan 1118 operated farm, by i11e0me, Middl• Atlantic, Nurth. 
Central, ond Net~~ E"flond far"' aectiona,• 19Sii-s6 

(Wbl .. -lief tamllies lbat -lu~ • husband IUid Wift>, both a.U ... born) 

J 
! .. 

J 
• i 

Cl 

i 
.. :J ... .... 

J'unU,...fDC!Ome d- Ei 
.. 

! • .! I E~ .! I e:S (dollan) .... .... 
!I 5~ ! .. 

~- !! .. ::• ! > ::~ 
Ill i 0 Ill i 0 Ill i 0 = i 0 

NEW JERSEY OHIO MIC'HIOA:S WISCOSSIN 

Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. .&.u._---. ....... 3D I 14 :ill 2 14 19 I II ·~ 2 I 
= = == = "(.) = = = = 

NPl "- ............ 10 0 0 (') (') (') (') (') ('l (') ·····i Ne'l-...•...... 21 • 16 :ill 2 14 19 I I& 15 2 ------7 ----.. ,.. ......••...... 10 • • ('l (•) (') ('l ('l (') ('l (') 
2.~1111.. •••••••••. 12 0 7 18 I (') 71 9 ltl 17 II 0 
!100-749 .••••••••••• II 6 II " I 12 14 I • II a 3 
75IHIIIII .•.••••••••• 21 7 0 17 4 17 4 17 u 0 II 
1,000.1.498 •••••••• 18 7 I& 18 1 13 17 a 18 13 2 I 
1,:100-1,999 •••••••• 21 • 17 Zl I 14 21 I 12 14 3 4 
2.1l00-2.WII •••••••• :Ill • 21 21 2 22 28 • 14 21 • 8 
1,1100 or over •••••• 11 4 12 31 • • 17 • 26 19 4 10 

ILLI:SOI8 IOWA VJ:R~ONT 

14 I 17 13 II AD IDcome m-·-······ 21 I II ...... 1 .. ·-'--··-· ==!==11==1=-===-z==,== 
(') (') Net"-············· (II • 0 (') 
It I 17 II I 10 ···•· .... , .... ii. :::::· :::::: ::::: Net~ ........•. .. ,.. ············- (') (') .•• 20 • 0 (') 

1---li--f--+--+--t--+-(,-) ·1-(-.)-1·-(-.)-= -.. -.. -.. = 
~············· 14 0 15 0 2 
500-749 .••••••••••• Ill 4 10 9 2 13 

1--·-·······- 18 0 18 13 I II 
l,ll00-1.41111 .• •••••• II 0 311 17 I 12 
1.500-I.WII .••••••. 10 0 17 14 I 13 
2.1l00-2.WII .••••••. 14 t 15 10 I 12 
1,1100 or over •••••. •• • 16 12 0 a 

15 0 •.•.•....••..•••.• 
34 6 12 .....• ····-· . •·•·• 
311 I 8 ...••..••.•..•.•.• 
28 t 10 ·····- . •.•.. ···-· 

: : ~ :::::r:::: :::::: 
\ t ~ claMIIIed • .....,,.,.,. blrludr Nnrinr.o rr.- ......,JIIlllnno otbfor than """"lion "' thfo fgmU,. 
........ S... 0"-'Y. 1--. Foorm Fam1lv: MoDPy I""""" from ,...>Ur,....l)tbfor than tbe Oponolrd Farm. 

1 p~n'-"' Ill\' '-I on tbe &olal numb« olsprrillod family awmben iD _,b eM. 
a For data for Prntl!lyh-ania - tahlo tl . 
• P-D&ae<e - tiOIDPIIIrd ......... &baa ·-

Business and professional and clt>rical..-ork providt>d employment to 
40 percent of the eaml'rs in these Nt>w Jt>rst'Y familit>S-a larger pro
portion than in any of the other sections exct>pt Wisconsin. Of the 
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160 earning husbands; 50 were in business and professions from which 
they earned an aV£•rage of $1,043 apiece as contrasted with $734 
a.veraged by those who were wage earners. One-fourth of the earning 
sons and daughters 16 or older had clerical positions with salaries that 
averaged $738, a sum greater than that earned by the group in business 
and professions, $647 (table 14). 

Receipts from business, professional, and clerical jobs provided 
almost half of aggr('gate family earn~ngs; wage-earner jobs, the re
mainder. 'Vit<eonsin, Illinois, and Vermont ranked below New Jersey 
in the proportion of the earnings fund from wage-earner jobs, and 
the other sections ranked above, as follows: 

PercnahJU• o_f fliJ(JrlvaU IIOR{artll •rnm,. 
dniiJtd from wort cllu1i/W1 01-

w..,.. 
Farm section: earner • Pennsylvania _____ -_________________ 64. 0 

Michigan •------------------------- 63. 4 
Iow&------------------------------ 62.6 Ohio ______________________________ 60.6 

New JerseY------------------------ 51. 6 
Wisconsin _______________ ---------- 42. 5 
Illinois---------------------------- 4L 4 
Vermont-------------------------- 41.2 

Clnielrl 
7.4 

20.3 
7.4 

16.4 
15.6 
17.2 
11.0 
15. 4 

Buoitoul 
•n4 

profuri6nal 
28.6 
15. 0 
30.0 
23.0 
32.8 
40.3 
47.6 
43.4 

a ln th~ muntio ... tneludrd in this survey, the following proportions or farm operators who "'ported type of 
t'ml'loymrnt were tlll!fll!l'd in agricultural wage work, a.ccording to the 11135 Census of Agriculture: New 
Je~y~ 10.3 percent; Pennsylvania, 13.5; Ohio, 14.6; MicbigBD, Ul.l; Wisconsin, 31.1; lliinois, 28.3; Iowa. 
2l.,, \«moot, 11.4. · 

• Peroenllll!t' distribut-ion for Micbil!:&n does not add to 100 pet"cent bec&nse the occu.pe.t.ional source of 1.3 
percent of aggregate earnings was not reported. 

Income from investments, pensions, gifts, and th~ like averaged 
only $57 per family. However, New Jersey ranked second among the 
eight farm sections in receipts of this kind; Ohio was highest. A larger 
proportion of the Ohio than of the New Jersey families had money 
mcome from these noufarm.sources (table 54). 

TABLB 14.-NONFA.IUI EARNERS AND THEIR EARNINGS BY- OCCUPATION: I Number 
and percentage of husbands, tDiiJes, and other family members having ecmings from 
aouriX'I otlur th.an the operated farm, and average earnings per per80R, by chief 
occupai.wn, Mi.ddiAJ Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sedioft&,l 
193~6 

(While non ... u~r families that include a hnsb&nd and wife, both D&tive-born] 

Penons having nonfarm earnings, 
by chief occupation • 

A -.age• nonfarm earnings 
per person, by chief -
pation 

Stat# and status iD 
funUJ BosiiH'SS B,.. 

AU Wage. and AD Wage. Cieri- ness 
Clerieal proft'S- _,__ and oorupations earner sional pations earner eal prufes-

sional 

l<l'lf IIIISIY 
Ne. Pd. No. Pd. No. 1'11. No. 1'11. Del . Dol. Del. Del.•: .&Hindlvidu.J--. _____ 3ll 100 187 60 42 If 82 a& 4i6i 571 7fri 8l!D 

Husbands ..• --------- 160 100 fl7 81 Ill I so 31 8311 734 83!1 1,1143 
\\ 1\'f!IS~--------------- 44 100 2'1 52 a 7 •• 41. 379 li40 7(11 375 
Oth..,.l6nrold..-••••. 101 100 63 61 • 25 If 14 M2 437 738 647 
Otben tll>d..- 16 .••.••. 4 <'l 4 ('l 0 ('l 0 (I) 411 411 ------- -----,--"'===', = 

Set' foo~ at ftiCI ot table. 

861 fO I 

·. 
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TABLE 14.-NONFARM EARNERS AND THEIR EARNINGS BY OCCUPATION: 1 Number 
and percentage of husbands, wives, and other family members having earnings 
from sources other than the operated farm, and average earnings per person, by chief 
occupation, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sections,1 

1935-36-Continued · 

[White nonrellef families that Include a husband and wife, both native-born] 

State and status in 
family 

Persons having nonfarm earnings, 
by chief occupation a 

All 
occupations 

Wage
earner Clerical 

Business 
and 

profes
sional 

Average 4 nonfarm earnings 
per person, by chief occu
pation 

I I Busi-
AII Wage- C Jeri- ness 

occu- earner cal and 
pations profes-

sional 
--------1----r--1--,--l----;-- ------------

omo I No. Pet. No. Pet. No. Pet. No. Pet. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
All individual earners..... 270 100 185 69 33 12 52 19 384 340 515 4!i8 

Husbands ............ 100 100' 9s 62 23114 ---w '""""24 ----:tM~~ -66fi~l---w 
Wives ... ------------- 20 100 12 60 2 10 6 30 132 134 6 60 152 

8~~:~~~~~~;'1~~:::::: __1 .:~~- 7g 83 _l ... : b 8 - 2971---~~~- ___ 196_ =~-:84 

All indi;;::;:::ers___ '264[--:-=-~ -~~-=- --:-1--: --:r-:~1·-=-1- 354 

Husbands ............ ~~100' 108 73 2311'514110450~5991----z;j 
Wives .. ______________ 27 100 12 44 3 12 121 441 250 96 766 274 
Others 16 or older..... 83 100 64 77 6 7 13 16 225 149 418 512 
Others under 16 ....... __ 7 _ _(.2_ 7 (5

) _o_ ~ __ o _ _(.2_ ~ ~~== == 
WISCONSIN ---- --~~-- ---~--,--- ---~------

AI! individual earners.. ... ~~~~~~~~~~ 206 __26li 
Hnsbands .. __ _ __ __ __ 116 100 57 50 261 22 33 28 248 218 191 344 
Wives________________ 18 100 6 33 3 17 9 50 I 358 68 447 523 
Others 16 or older..... 40 100 32 80 5 12 3 8 !39 140 !38 134 
Othersunder16 ....... __ 2_~_2_~ 0 (5) 0 (5) 

1 

6 43 6 43 ----------··:_:_ 

ILLINOIS I I I' I 

All individual earners.. __ ~~~~~~~~--21_~~~~~ 
Husbands............ 116 100 77 66 17 15 22! 19 481 I 302 'I 459 1, 12.\ 
Wives________________ fl (') 2 (5) 1 (') 3 .

1 

(') 551 '395 • !50 78.' 
Others 16 or older .. __ . 102 100 73 71 6 6 2.3 23 262 !56 250 603 
Others under 16 ....... __ 8_ ..J2_ _s~ ~ _o~ ~ __ o _ _(.2_ -~ ___'lll_ === ::.:= 

All indivi::::arners..... 151 ~10~ 112 741121 8 27 i 18 ,-2251 190 'I! 211 ~-- 379 

Husbands............ 93

1

1 100 73 781 71 8 !31 14 2681 259 211 j 303 

~~~~-i6orolder::::: 4~ ~6o 3~ (~ ~ ('~ I~. (~6 ,§8 ~i I 'm 'I 

0

4~~ 
Others under 16....... 4 (') I 4 (') o (') o ' (6) 15 15 1--- ... ____ _ 

All ind!v:::::::ners .. . 2171100 1321 61 I 29 i ~~~ 5~~ 2~~-~20 ~- 21~~- 369 ~=- 5: 
-------.---------~--,--_ 

H~sbands............ 145 I 100 1891 61 I 20 1141 36 I 25 I 348 1_ 2381 3731 ~-~ Wives________________ 241100 9 38 3 12 121 50 I 314 1 208 353 ·'" 

g~g~~~~~d~roi~:~::::: 4g --=~- 361.::.! g --=~- g ~---=~-:---240-i---=~4-l---~~~- ____ 47: 

1 Earnings classified as "nonfarm" include earnings from occupations other than operation of the family 
farm. See Glossary, Income, Farm Family: Money Income from Sources Other Than the Operated Farm 

' For data for Pennsylvania see table 11. 
• Percentages are based on the total number of earners in each class. 
• Averages are based on the corresponding number of earners in each class. 
• Percentages not computed for fewer than 10 cases. 
e Average based on fewer than 3 cases. 
7 Includes 2 husbands who_ had nonfarm earnings from unknown occupations. 
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Ohio 

The group of nonrelief farm operators studied in Ohio occupies a 
middle position in tht" income ranking of the eight farm sec~ions .. 
1'he median income of $1,214 wa.s considerably lower than that for 
.Illinois, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and WISconsin; slightly higher 
than the median for Vermont; and more than $100 above that for 
Michigan and for Iowa. . 

Income from farm operation (money and nonmoney) netted an 
.average of $1,165 per family and contributed 86 percent of the 
aggregate net familv income. This was a smaller proportion than 
·was found in four of the sections (Michigan, WISCOnsin, lllinois, and 
Iowa); but it was a little larger than in New Jersey and Pennsylvania, 
·where Mt farm income supplied 81 and 84 percent, respectively, of 
the aggregate (table 12). · · · · · · 

.Money income from farming adjusted for deferred sales averaged 
.$633 among all nonrelief families. Income from this source increased 
v.ith family income from an average net loss among families in the 
-class $0-$499 to average receipts of $2,160 among those with incomes 
-<>f $3,000 or over. 

Money receipts from sources other than the operated farm averaged 
.$194 per family and contributed on~eventh of the total net income 
received by nonrelief families in the Ohio sec.tion. Thl'l average non
farm receipts of families ha~ low net farm incomes tended to be 
considerably above those of families with higher returns from the farm, 
alt!1ough the downward trend with increasing farm income was less 
-consistent than in Pennsylvania (table 49). 

Nonfarm earnings, averaging $130, accounted for almost 10 percent 
-<>f aggregate income, abou~ the same proportion as among .families in 
.Michigan and Vermont: In New Jersey and Pennsylvania the pro
portion was higher, 16 and 13 percent, respectively; in WISConsin, 
Illinois, and Iowa it was about 5 perc.ent. Husbands contributed 
·70 percent of the total ea.mings fund (table 51). 

Nonfarm income other than (lla.rnings, such && that from invest
ments, pensions, gifts, and the like, averaging $67 per fa.m.tly, was 
higher than in the seven other sections and constituted a larger pro
portion of the aggl"(>ga.te received by t~1ese O!::io families, al:out 5 per
-cent compared with 2 and 3 perc.ent in the other sections (table 54). 
In Ohio, relatively mort' of the families in the low-income range $Q-$999 
ha.d such income than in most of the other sections, a fact which is 
pro~~bly a.ss~i!lted with the comparatively large proportion of Ohio 
fam~~es at tlus mcome level who were b~yond middle age. The older 
familie-s would have had more opportunity than the younger to 
.accumulate the investments from which almost all income of this type 
was derived (tables 12 and 71). 
• The proportion of Ohio families reporting the rect>ipt of nonfarm 
mcome other than earnings and average amounts received increased 
-with income, as is shown below: 

Famil:v-inoome el&ss: $0-1999 _______________ _ 

11.~1.999 __________ _ 
S2,()()()..$2.99iL •••••••••• $3,000 or over __________ _ 

fa~ ........... 
25 
36 
36 
fa 

......,.._,.,...,lir
.411/&railia 

$25 
60 
86 

700 

F...W. ...... 
~~~An-.. 

SIOO 
165 
239 

I. tiM 
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Michi,_ 

Incomes of farm famili(>S studiro in U.nal\"t>e County, Mir.h., t.t'ncled 
to hf' lower than in any other section exct'pt Iowa. The mt'<linn inr.ome 
of all nonrelief families was $1.105; 10 pt'l't'f'nt of tht> group rt'~ivt'd 
less than $500 during the yt'ar, and only 3 pf'l't'f'nt $3,000 or more. 
Fortv-three percent l"eC.'.eivro ll'SS than $1,000; avt'ragt'S for all nonrt'lit>f 
families in this St"ction would t.hus be influt'nct'd to a grentt>r extent by 
t.he .characteristics of low-income groups tlum in st>ctions wherf! a 
greater proportion of the familit'S "·ere at inttu"Jilediate- anc.l high
income levels. 

Net money income from farniing adjn~ted for deft>rrt>d snlt>s aver
aged $704, or 57 percent of aggrf'gate net family incomt> from all 
80Ul"Ce!t-& larger proportion than in any other section pxcept Illinois. 
Receipts of this sort by Michigan families in the two income da~st'S 
$50()-$999 and Sl,OOo-$1,499 outranked those of families at similar 
levels in all other sections; in clas . .<'le!'\ ahovf! the $1,500 line tht>y were 
second onlv to those of familie!'l in Illinois. Nonmonn income rect>ived 
by these J.iichigan families in the form of occupancy of the farm home,
value of farm-furnished food, fuel, and other product.s avt>ragt'd $381. 
(For a more detailed discussion of nonmone:v income m"ed for family 
living and procedurt'S used in evaluation of food and hou.sing, seep. 88.) 

01"0!18 income from the farm averaged $1,748 per familv. Expendi
t.ures for farm operation averagefl $663; the largt'st item of expt'nditure 
was for livestock purcha'lt's which averaged $161 on nn all-family 
bBSi.s, or $329 per family buying any livestock. Some of tht'se·pur
chases doubtless were made to build up herds of dairy cattle. Change 
in value of crops stored for Male and livestock invl'ntoriel'l avera!!t'd a 
net increase of $88 (baSt"d on all families) "·hicb wal' a larJrer value than 
that reoo~Vd by families in the other seven sections (tablt'S 50, 55, 
and 60). 

Money receipts from sources other than fann operation avt'ragt>d 
$155 and supplied onM!ighth of the aggr~ate net incom., rl'ceivt'd by 
tht'188 Michigan families. Earnings averaged $120 per family and, as 
in the other sevl'n sections, accountecl for most of thl' nonfarm income. 
In ~emu·al, the average nonfarm receipts of Michigan familit>s were 
smaller than thMe of families at comparable levP.l~ of income in New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, about the same as in Ohio, and la~r than 
thost" of families studied in Vermont, Illinois, Iowa, and Wiseonsin 
(tables 12 and 49). 

Wisconsin 

The median income of all nonrelit>f famili~ 11tudied in the WiS<'onc;in' 
farming section was $1,305. It ranked fourth amon~ the mt>dians for 
the eight set'tions and was very similar to that for Ohio. The propor
tion of families ";th incomes of less than $1,000 was smallt>r in Wi~ 
c.onsin thnn in Ohio; the proportion ha,-ing incomes of $2,000 or more, 
the 1!\SIDf', 13 percent, comparPd with approximately 30 pt>l'<'t>nt in 
Illinoiit p,.nru;vlvania. and New Jt>rsey. 

Families in this dairy-farmiflg section of Wi<~consin dt'pi>nded ht'avilv 
on returns from farming; almost two-thircl11 of the nonrelil'f group had 
no other soul't'e of income. 

The mt.>dian nf't income (money and nonmoney) from forming was 
$1,232. These Wisconsin families occupied a more favorable position 
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(second place) when ranked by such income than when ranked by 
total familv income from all sources. Only the Illinois families were 
above them, as is shown below: 

M<diannd : 
Farm section: farm imume · Illinois _____ -________________________________ $1, 415 

Wi!!consin ____________________________ --- _ _ _ 1, 232 
Pennsylvania._. ________ ---_________________ 1, 210 
New Jersey_________________________________ 1, 165 

OhiO--------------------------------------- 1,070 
Vermont----------------------------------- 1,059 

~~!~~~~==============::::::::::::::::::::: ~r& 
Gross income from agriculture averaged $2,339, three-fourths of 

which was money income. Value of housing, food, fuel, and other 
products used for family living accounted for almost all of the re
mainder. The Wisconsin families reported an average net increase of 
only $18 in value of crops stored for sale and livestock inventories 
(table 50). 

Net money income from farming adjusted for deferred sales aver
aged $767 per family and supplied more than half, 54 percent, of total 
family income (money and nonmoney, farm and nonfarm). This 
was a larger proportion than in any other section studied except 
Michigan and Illinois. 

Money income from nonfarm sources, averaging but $83 per family, 
contributed little to total family receipts in this section. Earnings 
from nonfarm occupations averaged but $55, 4 percent of aggregate 
income. Only 22 percent of the families had such earnings and their 
receipts were relatively small. Five percent of the total number of 
family members reported employment from enterprises other than 
the home farm and received an average of $232 apiece. Comparable 
figures for other sections ranged from $320 to $665, except in Iowa, 
where average receipts per_ earner were slightly lower than in Wis-
consin (table 14). -- ·· . 

Income from investments,· pensions, and gifts averaged $28 on an 
all-family basis, or $134 a.piece among those that had such receipts, 
Interest and dividends supplied two-fifths of the total; rent from 
property, one-fourth. Total income of this kind comprised only 2 
percent of oggregate,net family income (tables 15 and 54). 

Illinois 

The four counties in which the Illinois survey was made are located 
in a rich farming section in the Corn Belt. Incomes of the group of 
nonrelit>f operators' families studied tended to be higher than in the 
oth«.>r senon sections; median income, $1,519, ranked first. Only 21 ' 
P<'rct>nt of the group had incomes of less than $1,000, compared with 
from 28 to 53 percent in the other sections. It will be remembered 
that the schedules of the ~ajority of families in this section covered 
the I9:J6 crop year, whereas in the other sections most of the records 
coyt>r~ the season of 1935. The favorable income position of the 
lllmots group, therefore, may be due in part to the ~eneral improve
mt>nt in S!rricultural income in 1936 over 1935. (For further dis
cussion of this point seep. 20 and Appraisal.) 
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TABLa 15.-NOI'fi'A~II IIOI'fll'l IWCOIIB OTIII:II ,.IIAI'f IIAttNI"Gll: .... _,. ·-"'or 
fiMl(o~,. ~r '~ e(/tn '~" ,.,.;,.,. ~i~¥d ,,._ •THcifi'd eouref'l, for. 
fomil~U Aal>lnf svcA tftCIIWMo MadeR. .11lorttic., Nortll Cmlrol, a"d New En11lond 
farrrt •c:tiom,' 1936-$6 

(Wblte IIOIIn!Hef fatllllies that IDelude a busbaad ud wife, bot II natl-bom) 

Afthge IIIKJDe7 ._ lrolll specified IIOafft!l,l for l'amiliN baTilll! mcll lnro-

State A.!Jm.-y Rent from Int<-re8\ hn~hm!', Otrc.ror mrome Profits Otller 
other tbaa pro periJ' and (1181). annnitlf'~, cumoat sourCM• 

IWUiugs (Dt'l) dividends beuellta - -
Nt'W1ene7-------·-- S261 SIM 8180 181.'.0 tfo18 1340 12-" 
Ohio.---------------- :.16 lJJ6 JM • a, «ro 3118 1fT • 24 
Michigan .•••••••• __ 208 188 89 :Mot t42 174 87 
Wisconsin ••••••• - •• 134 161 97 :J!l2 207 78 88 nlinoill _____________ 

1311 4IfT 311 110 Bill JM ll 
lo1ra ...••••••••• - ••• 166 137 lOS 178 31111 100 148 
VenDOJJt ••••••••••••• 138 174 74 1n 4118 11& 144 

1 FM data ror Penosylnnla - p. 40. 
• A VI!I'Vl!!l ""' based ou the rorrespondlnlr number of f11mllles that bad nonfarm money Income from lhe-

l!pf'cifiM !OOUI'Il8 ftabh> 54). • 
1 For deocriplion of inrome from tha apeclflad IODm!S- GloaearJ, Income, CU7 and Vmqe J'amil}':

MoneJ' Income ltom Olh<'r SoUrct'.'!. 
• Doe!! not ln~lude profttalrolll business enterprl.wa owned and operated b7 famll7 memben. Bee Gloe--

lary, Prnllt.' · 
• Includes 11KJDe7 r't'eel-' fnlm rewards, pri-, and pmbllng piDS. 
I AYenp hued OD hlwu than 3 CII8M. 

Net farm money income adjusted for deferred sales accounted for 62 
percent of aggregate net family income. It avernged $1,078 per 
family, more than $200 above the average for Pennsylvania and New 
Jersey families, and more than twice as much as for those in Iowa 
(table 12). 

Gross farm income in this section averaged $2,700 among all non
relief families. Average expenditures for farm operation were $1,109,. 
and net farm income (money and nonmoney) averaged $1 ,591 (table 50). 

In using the figures on gross farm income, it should be remembered 
that the value of products used in payment of share rent was not 
included. This exclusion is especially important in interpreting 
data from tbe Illinois section where an unusually large proportion of 
families, 72 percent, paid rent for at least part of the land by a share 
of the crop. Such payments averaged $1,327 per share-renting family 
or $948 on an all-family basis. Had the value of products used in rent 
payment been included as gross income, the average for the entire· 
group of nonrelief families would have been increased to $3,652, or by 
35 percent (tables 50 and 56). Share rent was also excluded from 
farm-cperating e:xl>enditures, all of which were money items. This. 
fact helps to explt~m the relatively low average expenditures for farm 
operation in Illinois. (See p. 31 for a discussion of procedures in 
handling share rent.) 

These Illinois farm families received income averaging $155 trom 
nonfarm sources. Earnings accounted fQr $104 of this total. Ap
proximately one-fourth of the families had members earning in non
farm occupations. Only the Wisconsin and Iowa sections ranked 
lower with respect to average receipts of this sort and the proportion of· 
families having them. Members of these Illinois families who had 
employment fared comparatively well, however. Average earnings. 
per husband were $481-an amount ranking third, below the high 
earnings of husbands in New Jersey and Pennsylvania. Wives'' 
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.-arnings averaged $551, ranking first among the eight sections. 
Earnings of sons and daughters 16 or older, averaging $262, compared 
somewhat less favorably, ranking fourth in the intersectional com• 
parison (table 14). - ; 

AB in other sections, nonfarm income other than earnings added 
little to aggregate income. Had such income been distributed among 
all families, each would have received $53. The largest receipts in 
this category were rents from property, which averaged $37 among 
all families and $487 among the 8 percent that had such income. 

Iowa 

The five counties in which the Iowa sample was taken include a 
total area of about 3,000 square miles, in which 40 percent of air 
families were classed as rural farm in the 1930 census. Because of 
drought and other unfavorable conditions, incomes tended to be un
usually low in the report year. The median total income of nonrelief 
families was $966; the median net farm income, $910. Both medians 
were below those in the seven other sections. 

Nonmoney income in the form of farm-furnished housing, food, 
fuel, and other products used in family living averaged $534 and ac
counted for more tha.n one-half, 52 percent, of net income from farm 
operation. That this was so large a proportion is attributable, in 
part, to the relatively large number of low-income families to whom 
thE~se nonmoney receipts .were the chief source of income.13 

Net income (money and nonmoney) from the farm averaged $1,033 
among all nonrelief families in Iowa compared with averages of from 
$1,085 to $1,591 reported by families in the other seven sections. 
Average gross receipts from agriculture were $1,884, of which $1,188 
••as from the sale of farm products and $159 from Government pay
ments in connection with the agricultural program (table 50). 

Almost two-thirds of the nonrelief families studied in the Iowa sec
tion rt'ported a net change in value of crop and livestock inventories. 
About one-third had net increases with an average value of $361, and 
approximately the same number reported net decreases averaging $405 
(table 55). Net decreases were reported by a much larger proportion 
of families at the lower- than at the higher-income levels, whereas 
the reverse was true of increases, as is shown below: 

Pert:m/,afe of familia reportinq 
t1et MIJRD• in lltllta of eropa 
1/toretl and lioutock owned 

Family-income class: Increau DtcrtllU 

Netlo~---··------------·---------------------- 19 56 $0-$499__________________________________________ 10 53 
$500-$999---------------------------------------- 28 38 
$1,()()()-$1,499 ___ ---------------------------------- 37 19 
$1,500-$1,999------------------------------------- 46 17 -
$2,000-$2,999------------------------------------- 42 25 
$3.000 or over------------------------------------ 60 8 

Nonfarm money receipts averaged only $70 per family and were 
usually less than receipts of families at similar income levels in other 
S('l('tions. Earnings (chiefly from wage-earner occupations) averaged 
~Ditfff<'ft-ln pri""" uSN! In Pvaloatinr_bon:te-prodnood food and differences in thf> "'"""""'size of h--. ·~~:!'r=~=~: ;~~=!': oomparison& ol value of tarm-tnrnisbed prod• 
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1.50 P"' family. low-a fami!Ws l'ftllf'mhif.d t~ studi.d in\\~ 
ill tJw.i.r ft'latin·ly low n~ iJwonw. from I!OUI't'ft othfor than farm 
operauon. 

y__, 

The OIM' !lalllp'&r from the X...-~and~.-~ takf'D in Ch.ittf'n
dflland Fnmlilin Countits. \"t., a dain ~tion. PatwrM of ilK-orne 
dil>tributioo and l!IOUIT'f'S of inronwo a'inong t~ \"f'fTDOOt familifos 
~ tlimilar to thoee offamilitos studird in Ohio. Xf't ~ipts from 
fanning (lOOney and~) Uf'~~ Sl.l60 among the \"f'rmon\ 
group and $1.165 in Ob~ Pft"'nl of ~te inromf' in f'M'h 
tl(l('tion. Tbe proportioM of total inroJDf' ('()Qtrib•Jt~ by fann-fur
nislwd goods and nonfarm ~ipts Wf'l'fl also approximatf'ly the same 
in thf' two ~ions. 

In tft1115 of~ to~ maint~ on this inroJDf'. bowf'Tf'r. 
familitos studird in l"f'rmonl f&ftd ~toss ••D than t~ in Ohio. The 
f'JnDH' group n~ 4.2"1 Pf'r.!IOD5 pH family (DOill'f'lit-0. ~ 
the n~ sU.e c•f Ohio fam.i.IWs .-a~ 3.86 Pf'I"!!!IOS. Xf't J'f'r npita _ 
inroJDf' .-as thus lo••r in the X•• England ~tion. S31S Pf'l' Pf'I'!!OD 
rompal'f'd w-ith 1352 in Ohio ( p. ; S ). 

GJ'O!IIS ~ ~ipts from the sa1f' of fann prodtK'ts anra.gf'd $1.&3-i 
in l"ennonL Expf'ndituftS for farm OPf'ration ann.,.~ $1.25-1. 
:UT"f'Stnc-k f~ and hirf'd labor ••~ the two JDOSt important items of 
u]'lf'DditUJ?, enraging s.«S and $208. ~Pf'('tinly ftablf' 60). 

The 'IK'Ilfann ~pts oft~ Xew En¢and fann familif'S anra.,.<"f'd 
S1S6 and supplird J.l J'f'ft'ftlt of their total innKiw. Of this sum Nm
inn an'Ounk'd for Slt7 Pft' family. tw«Hhinb of the total being ron
tribut~ by the husband5.. &Uaries and ••~ ~h-f'd from busi
Df'95 and proff'9Sional OttupatioM at"rount~ for tJ J'f'rft"Dt of ~ 
pte~~ proportion than in any of the ~tions stud.Wd 
w-ith the f'Xn>ption of Illinois (p. 45). 

Xoofann iiM'OIIIe other than~.-~ ~biefty from inte~l and 
diTidends or from l'f'Dts. lntel'f'St and diric:lf!'nd5 ann!!f'd $15 (on an 
all-lamtlY b&sis) and--~ l'f'por1~ by 20 J'f'ft'f'Dt of the families;~ 
Mpls oll'f'Dta 81"~ $12 and Wf'~ ~port~ by 7 J'f'ft'f'nl of the 
group. As in !DOS& of the srctions. bowenr. amounts ~nd from 
50Ulft5 other than f'al1ling-J ••~ too small to han mtK'h importance 
in the total pitture of family inroJDf' (tables 1.'i and 51). 

Descriptio. ol Natiwe-Wlaite, Unbrolca fa• ilia and ol 1\cir 
Ho.sclaolds ([Jisiblc fa•ilia) 

DdaitiM ol Fa.ily 

AD familif'S indudt'd in this study .-~ romno.sM of a husband 
and ..-iff', w-ith or w-ithout oth« Pf'I'90ilS. .\('('()riling to th• df'fioition 
of familT usrd, ~others DHd not be rt"lat~ to the husband or 
..-ife. ~ tf'Sl of family DH'IDbftoship is that a JM'I'!iOil lin in the 
fami.'T borne, pool hU innMne .-ith that of othn family IDf'fllbers. and 
he d~f'llt upon family fund9 for th• major itel05 of his maint~ 
DaDr'f'. Sons and daugbtft"S li'ring at bome but paying room and 
board and otheni5e k~ thm fin~ &e'parate from those of 
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tlwir families are not considered family members. The family was 
thus an economic unit; rather than a unit of related members only, 
though few nonrelated persons were reported as members.l4 

Size of Family (Relief and Nonrelief) 

Families in Pennsylvania were larger than in the seven other fann 
sections studied; their average size was 4.7 4 persons in the combined 
relief and nonrelief group. (Averages a.re based upon year-equivalent. 
persons. See Glossary, Year-equivalent Person.) Family size also 
averaged more than four persons in Wisconsin, Vermont, and New 
Jersey. In the remaining sections-Iowa, Illinois, Ohio, and Michi
gan-the average number of family members was 3.91, 3.90, 3.90, 
and 3.74, respectively (table 63). In the group of small cities studied 
in the North Central region, the average number of persons per family 
was 3.66 and in the combined villages of the Middle Atlantic and 
North Central region, 3.71, averages smaller than those from any 
single fttrm section. 

Relief families were considerably larger than the nonrelief in each 
section. In Ohio and Michigan, the average size of relief families 
was 5.30 and 5.31 persons; of nonrelief families, 3.86 and 3.69. In 
the Pennsylvania section the difference was less marked; nonrelief 
families were larger than in the other sections, averaging 4.72 per
sons, while ·the relief families, averaging 5.42 persons, were eimilar 
in size to those found . elsewhere. In Wisconsin only 12 families 
reported receiving relief and in Illinois 14, too few to warrant com
parison. Families of five or more persons were a greater proportion 
of the relief than of the nonrelief group in each section. 

Families included in the study ranged in size from two persons 
(husband and wife only) to nine or more. No one size could be desig
nated as typical. Two-person families comprised about one-fourth 
of those studied in each section except in Pennsylvania and Wisconsin, 
where they were relatively less numerous; three- and four-person 
families, about one-fifth each. Families.of five or more comprised 
dose to one-third of the total number in five sections; in Michigan 
they accounted for about one-fou~th; and in Pennsylvania and Wis
consin, about 45 percent (table 16). 

The importance of families of five or more members is much greater 
when viewed from the standpoint of total persons instead of number 
of families to be maintained. For example, in Penn.sylvania, families 
having five or more persons included almost two-thirds, 65 percent, of 
the aggregate number of persons in all families included in the sample. 
In the othf>r st'ctions the proportion of aggregate family members in 
these large families ranged from 43 to 58 percent. Thus, a very large 
percentage of the persons in every section were members of families 
m which the problem of providing income to meet the needs of five or 
more indi,iduals was of serious concern. 

"No> GI<>AAIU'y, Jtronom;, Family, for a mOI'f' romplt>~ d~finition offamily, This definition dillers from 
thai oflht-<"PQf.US, •in<lt' in tht> tabulalionsor Uu> 11130CH~SUSa family is d~fined as"agroupofpeiSOns, relatfd 
~llh<>~,~y blood or by marri&l!• or ado(Jtion, who live I.OI!~Iher as one hOUS<'hold., usually sharing the same 
t&hk-. Thus. sons and d~htt>rs lovtiJI! at ho""' or away at BCbool or colle~ were counted in tb~ CPDSUS 
t&hulolions as family flk>mbt-rs wilhout f'l'l!ard to finan<"ial arrangements; and nonrelatives were not oonsid· 
- Ianni)· m<'mbt-rs • .-.. n though they OOillributed their e&l'nings w the family income oc were d~pendeot 
llpGD the !&mil)' lor support. 
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Age of Husbands and of Wives (Relief and Nonrelief Families). 

Y oun~est of the groups of familit'S studied were those in Wisconsin; 
the median ages of husbands and wives were 45 and 41, respf'Ctively, 
in the combined relief and nonrelief group. The median age of hus
bands in Pennsylvania, Illinois, and Iowa was 47 years; in New Jersey, 
50 years; in Michif!'&n and Vermont, 51. Oldest of the groups of fami
lies were those of Ohio, where the median ages of husbands and wives 
wert'! 52 and 49 (table 17). 

Wives tended to be youn~er than their husbands; their median age 
11o•as from 2 to 4 years lower in the e~ht farm sf'Ctions. . From 36 to 46 
)>f'reent of the wives were under 40 years of age in Pennsylvania, 
Wisconsin, Illinois, and Iowa, as compared with fewer than one-third 
of the husbands. In all sections t-xeept Wisconsin, similar proportions 
(usually more than half) of both husbands and wivee were in the age 
class 4o-59. 

In most sections the relit-f group had a somewhat larger proportion 
of older families than the nonrelief. Contrary to the usual tendency, 
however, Pennsylvania relief families were younger than nonrelit>f. 
lfhile the proportion of husbands 60 or over was the same for both 
Jm>Ul>S, the proportion of husbands under 40 years of age in the relief 
families was greater than in the nonrelief (37 percent compared with 
30 percent), and there was a correspondingly smaller proportion in the 
age class 4o-59 (45 percent compared with 52 percent). Illinois relief 
families resembled those of Pennsylvania in this respect, althou~h the 
relief sample in Illinois was too small to indicate a definite trend (table 
71). 



A sample of farm famili~ limited to farm operators usually would 
include a smaller proportion of llUll'ried men and women under 4:0 
than --ould a sample including both operators and laborers. Young 
husbands in farm communities, lacking the opportunity to become 
operators, may seek employment as w-age workers in agriculture.. 
Some of the younger husband-wife families were also excluded because 
they had been married for less than a year and, therefore, could not 
furnish a year's record of their income and expenditures. Young 
familit'S liring with their parent6 and assisting in the operation of the 
home farm w-ere not included in the count of the younger group, since 
they w-ere considered members of the economic families of which their 
parents were ht>ads. 

TABLE 17.-AG. OP BUI!BANDB AND OP WIVBB: lofeditmageofltuiJaJUha'Nlof~ 
i~ rtli~f a'Nl rumr~luf famiiiu a'Nl ~~ diaribulima 6• age, Middle Atlalltic:. 
1\ortA Cmlral, a'Nll\"ev England farm~ 19:J5--36 

~ r-w. tbat illdlldP allasl8ld .ul wilt, bod! ..atft.~Jom] 

hM"'•IIIBiribatiDil IJF ... 
Me-...... dillll 17~~--21 ... AD IIHII .. , .. ,~1--1~"1~· - ,_. ,_. ,_. ,_ ,_. ,_. ,_. ,_. alder 

lllJSBA.HDB • 
Yr. Pit. . Pd. PrL Pd. Prl. Pr1. Prl. Pr1. Pd. Pd. 

New1~Y------ liO 100 • I Jll 211 211 Ill 8 I I 
P~DDQ"I\'UliL._ ___ 47 100 • 8 22 211 Zl 8 i I I 
()hiD ..• ----------- sa 100 0 • 14 25 30 11 7 i • .!olieh~-------- 51 100 (I) i 16 %1 3& 11 • • I "" iacoDSiJL _________ 45 100 

(I); I 7 25 13 22 • • I 1 • 
llliooll. ----------- 47 100 7 22 II :K 7 I I 1 
to ...... ------------- 47 

100 I ' 25 3& 2l 8 7 • I 
\·.,..moat •••••••••• _. il 100 • li :Ill Zl 10 • • I 

WIVES 

s..- .....,.,. ··------- 48 1011 (!) 8 21 II 21 • I I I f'MIIa)"l......__. ___ t6 100 (l) 10 211 211 2Z - I I J I 
Oluo ... ··-···------ • 100 0 7 :10 %1 %1 • I I I 

~!:!:i~~==== 47 1011 (I) 10 18 II :K • I I I 
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lc> ..... ·····----------- 41 100 (I) I' 211 25 2l • I 1 I 
\"ormoDt----------- '' 100 (I) 7 ll II 21 I I I I 

-
lfUiO,......orl!!a. 

Children Under 16 Years ol Age (Relief and Nonrelief Fa•ilies) 

In each section well over half (from 56 to 68 percent) of all family 
members other than husband or rle were children under 16. In. 
Pennsylunia, the &vt>rage number of cbildren under 16 years of age 
was 1.80 pt>r family; the av-t>rage number of persons 16 or older (no~ 
husband or ...-ife), 0.93. The grt>atest difference between averages 
for tht> two age groups was in the Wisconsin section, with 1.72 pt>rsona 
und .. ~ 16 and 0.81 persons 16 or older; there, the younger children 
<Onshtut.ed 68 pt>rccnt of aggregate members other than husband and 
,·ifeo (table 63). · 
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The proportion of familif'S hnin~ t'hilclrt>n undt>r 16 tlifTf'rf'd from 
Sf'Ction t.o sf'Ction. St'vt'nty Pf'rt't>nt of thP Wi!l<'on~in famili•-s (rt•lil'f 
and nonrt>li('f) had youn!! childrt·n. snd 6.') pf'tt('nt of Uu.• Pt>nns~·h·ania 
poup. Considt>rably ft>WPr-from 48 to 57 pt>rct>nt~f tht> familit>s 
m the oth('r S('('tions hsd one or mort> <'hildrt>n unclt>r 16 Vt>ar;~ of &J!f'. 

These st>Ctional differen<'f'S srp douhtl('SS rt•latt>d to thf. ditT('rt>nct>s 
noted above in the agt> di!>tributions of husbands snd •·ivf'fl (tablt> 18). 

TABLJI 18.-PAKILIKS WtTB llfEllfBJ:K8 UNDER M: fot'11rnbf,r OM pn-erratagr di•trib11tinrt 
of rdi~f and ftlmr~lirf famili~• by raurnboor of '"''"""• 11'1der lfl ~ar• of a~, .\Iiddle 
Atlantie, North Central, orad fot'r111 Eragla"'d farm uctioM, J9.'J.j-38 

(Whit.. ftamilies that illelude • bwoband and wlffo, botb nalhe-bom) 

Family !Dt'mht-1'!11 
N~w 1'1-nn- Mk'bt- Wl!oron-lllldl>r 16 Y<'lll'll of Obio Dlinoill Iowa Vnmont 

ll!le(oombH) mse7 sylvania ,aa SiD 

---------------------
N...W. N••~ ,. . .,, N•..,, N•"""' N•""'" N•""'" Nu~r 

AD ftanulies ......... _ 8111 2.01111 S36 810 Nl> 1157 i48 643 

None ............ 
1---

42:1 m 4.10 419 2411 372 3211 Zl9 
L ............... IFill 446 )fit 1118 J\l7 I Mil 1-'2 102 
2 ................ 138 3ol7 9!1 114 143 161 131 83 
1 ................ 57 :1113 711 liO 97 72 "' 47 
................. 3D 175 :16 30 114 )) 39 34 , __ -------------- 21 lflfl 17 17 ,. 19 17 15 
lar 11101'11 ........ 14 131 Ill 12 30 It 13 22 

Artll'fll ,.,_ ,.,_ Ar«Ttl A rot"' Pm:ml Ptrt:ml p.,,,,., 
AU l'amllllll .......... 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

No .............. ~----- as 52 52 30 43 44 44 
!. ............... Ill 21 :ll 21 :H 22 20 19 
2 ................ 16 15 12 14 18 19 18 16 
1 ................ 7 10 • I 12 • II 9 ................. • a a • • 4 5 I •---------------- 2 ll 2 2 • 2 2 3 
lormon ........ 2 I 2 I 4 2 2 4 

Of the familit>s having children under 16 years of age, a similar 
proportion in all sections (about one-fifth) had only one child. A 
smaller proportion had two young children. In five of the sections 
the proportion of familit>S having three or more children under 16 
ran~ed from 13 to 18 percent; in Vermont this percentage· was 22; 
in Wisconsin, 28; and in Pennsylvania, 29. 

Family Members 16 or Older, Other Than Husband and Wife (Relief and 
Nonrelief Families) 

Sons and daughters in the age group 1&-29 comprised from 71 to 83 
percent of the family members 16 or older (other than husband and 
wife) in the eight sections; those aged 30 or more, from 5 to 9 percent. 
Parents of the husband or ,.-ue were 6 to 11 percent of the group; 
other relatives, such as sons- or daughters-in-law, 5 to 10 perct>nt. 
Fewer than 2 percent in any section were nonrelated persons (table 
65). 

\Then family members of the two age groups, 1&-29 and 30 or older, 
were classified according to their relationship to the husband and wife, 
almost all of the younger group were sons and daughters. In the 
Pennsylvania section, family members other than husband and wife 
in each age group were distributed as follows: 
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Pt:rcnti61Jt of.fam'llfl memht:rl (flO£ 

llu1band Of' wiftl in tht aiJt vrou~ 

Familv status: IIJ-ISI 110 or Dllkr 

sOns and daughtert!--------------------------- 96.6 36.7 
Pareuts of husband or wife-----------------~-- ---- 42.0 
Other related persons_------------------------ 2. 7 19. 6 
Nonrelated persons--------------------------- . 7 1. 7 

In the other sections the pattern was substantially the same as that 
for Pennsylvania; more than nine-tenths of the younger members in 
all sections were sons and daughters. Apparently very few of this 
group were married, since persons classified as other related members 
(including sons- and daughters-in-law} comprised fewer than 6 percent 
of those in the age group 16-29 in any section. Except in New Jersey, 
fewer tha.n 1 percent of the family members of this age were non
relawd. 

Although sons and da.ughters also were a comparatively large pro
portion of the family members aged 30 or older, they were usually 
outnumbered by pa.rents of the husband or wife. In all of the sec
tions except New Jersey, Illinois, and Iowa, parents accounted for 
more than 40 percent of the persons in this age group; in these three 
sections, older sons and daughters were relatively more numerous than 
were parents. 

Family Types Based Upon Number and Age of Members (Relief and 
· ' Nonrelief Families) 

To present a better picture of family composition than is given by 
size alone, families were classified into nine rather broad type 
groups on the basis of number and age of family members other than 
husband and wife. Even finer classifications might have been de
sirable for some purposes; for example, families with children under 
16 might have been separated into those with infants, with children 
of preschool age, etc. The cost of such detailed analysis would have 
been prohibitive, however. In addition, since the number of cases 
aYailable in each class would seldom have been large enough to yield 
rt'liable averages, the results probably would have been less satisfactory 
for the analysis of income and consumption than those obtained by the 
nwthod used. 

The composition of families of each type is shown in figure 5. Possi-· 
ble variations in the number and the age class of persons other than 
husband or wife are indicated by dotted lines. For example, accord
ing to definition, a type-5 family could have five or six members. In 
addition to the husband and wife, there must be one child under 16 
tmd one person 16 or older; the required fifth person and the possible 
sixth pt'rson cotud be in either age group. 

The actual as contrasted with the potential composition of the 
familit'S in each type is shown in table 19 for the Pennsylvania section, 
relit'( and nonrelief families combined. For example, by definition, 
ft~milies of type 6 might have three or four children under 16. The 
avt'rnge number in the group surveyed was 3.45 per family; the smaller 
familit's outnumbered the larger, 106 to 87 (table 66). 

TypPs 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 (families of five or more members} were 
found lt'ss frequently than those that included smaller families. The 
lattt>r (ty}X"S l, 2, 3, and 4) comprised 56 percent of the combined 
relief and nonrelief group in Pennsylvania; 18 percent were husband-
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1\-ife families (type 1), and 38 percent, three- or four-person families 
(types 2, 3, and 4). · 

Type classification, determined by number and age of family mem
bers other than husband and wife, also tended to define within broad 
limits the age of the husband and wife, except in type 1. Thus, 
families of types 2 and 3, with one or two children under 16 and none 
older, tended to be younger than families in the other type groups. 
The median age of the husbands in nonrelief families of this type 
group in the Pennsylvania section was 37 years and of the wives, 
35 (table 20). 
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FIGURE 5.-Definitions of family types: Illustration of the definitions of the 
nine types used in classification of families. Possible variations in the number 
and age class of persons other than husband and wife are indicated by dotted 
lines. Type-9 families, for the most part, had nine or more members. A few 
families of seven or eight members (those having no children under 16) were 
classed as type 9; all other families of this size were classed as type 7. 

TABLE 19.-FAMILY TYPE: Number of per11ons included by defim'tion in each family 
type, and number, percentage distribution, and average si;ee of relief and nonrel·ief 
families, by family type, Pennsylvania farm section, 1 1935-36 

[White famil!es that include a husband and wife, both native-born] 

Family 
type 
No. Total 

number 

Potential members 2 

Families 
Number other than husband and wife 

Average per
sons other than 
husband and 

wife' 

Aver
age 

persons 
per 1-----,,---

family• Under 16 or 
16 older 

----1-----1--------------1---,-----1·------
Num~er Percent Number Number Numtw 

All types _____________ j ,-------------------------------------- ~. 096 100 4. 74 1. 80 0. !l3 

L::::: ~::::::::~·f'g~rd-under-16::::::::::::::::::::: r~~ ~ ;: 8il ·--i:ao· :::::::: 
3 _______ 4 __________ 2 children under 16__________________ 166 8 4 01 2. 00 -----· .. 
4 _______ 3 or 4------ 1 person 15 or oldrr with or without 422 21 3. 54 . 29 I. 24 

1 other person, regardless of age. 
5 _______ 5 or 6 ______ 1 child under 16, 1 person 16 or older, 

and 1 or 2 others, regardless of a~e. 
6 _______ 5 or 6 ______ 3 or 4 children under 16 ____________ __ 
7 _______ 7 or 8______ 1 child under 16 and 4 or 5 others, re-

gardle" of age. 
8 _______ 5 or 6 ______ 3 or 4 persons 16 or older ___________ __ 
9 _______ 7 or more • 5 or 6 persons 16 or older; 7 or more 

persons regardless of age. • 

' For data for other farm sections see tables 21 and 63. 

257 

193 
246 

46 
192 

12 

g 
12 

2 
9 

' Number of year-equivalent persons included by definition in ea<'h family type. 

5. 48 

5.45 
7. 36 

5.26 
9.96 

1. 75 

5.30 

l. 7t 

3S 
2.~ 

'Year-eqGivalent persons. Slight discrepancies may occur between the average for all members a~e 
the amount obtained by adding 2.00 (husband and wife; to the sum of the averages for p~rsons under J1 
or 16 or older. These discrepancies result from differences in the methods of computing averages for ar 
members and for persons other than husband and wife. See Glcssary, Year·equivalent Person, for 0<· 
scription of methods used in computing. 

• All combinations of 7 or more persons (5 or more other than husband and wife) not included in type:'. 
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TABLS 20.-AGE OJ' HUSBANDS AND OJ' \\'JVES: Median age of hu.sbanch'and of 
wivu and percentage distribution by age, by family type,1 Pennsylvania farm 
teclion, 1936-36 

(Wbit.e nomelief families that include a husband and wile, both native-born] 

All types Type1 Types 2 Typest Types6 TypesS 
and3 and& and 7 and9 

A&e group (years) 

Bus- Wives Bus- Wives Bus- Wives Bus- Wives Bus-
Wives b~ Wives bands bands bands bands bands 

~ 

_J_ 
Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pet. Pd. Pd. Pet. Pet. Pd. Pd. 

AU agel ••••••••••••. 100 100 lOll lOll 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 ----------------------~ Under ao ________ 7 10 8 10 23 29 1 1 8 11 (•) 1 30-39 ____________ 
22 25 7 8 38 39 8 12 46 51 21 28 40-49 ____________ 
29 29 13 13 21 19 34 40 32 80 39 42 

------------- 24 22 25 32 12 9 35 33 12 8 27 20 6(HK ____________ 
8 7 19 17 2 1 10 8 1 (I) 6 f 

8li or older •• ---- 10 'I 28 20 4 3 12 • 1 (I) 7 • 
Year~ Yearr Y•ara Y•ara y.,.,., Year• Year1 Yeara y.,., Y•ara y.,.,., y.,.,, 

Median &1!11--------- '7 46 59 D6 37 35 62 49 89 38 47 46 

• For description or family types, see Glossary, Family Type. 
• 0.50 percent or less. 

Families of type 6 had more children than those of types 2 and 3-
three or four under 16-and families of t~e 7, by definition, could 
have some children of 16 or older. Families of these two types, 
therefore, tended to be somewhat older than those with but one or 
two children under 16; the median age of husbands was 39 and of 
wives, 38. Only 8 percent of the husbands were under 30, as com
pared with 23 percent of those in types 2 and 3. · 

Families of types 8 and 9 tended to be somewhat farther along in 
their life cycle than those of types 6 and 7. They had more members 
16 or older; t.ype-8 f~milies, by definition, could not hav~ any children 
under 16. The median age of husbands was 4 7 and of Wives, 45 years, 
in the Pennsylvania section. In other sections where there were 
comparatively fewer of these large families, the median age of husbands 
in this group was higher, 50 or older. -

More than one-fifth of the husbands in families of types 4 and 5 
were 60 or older; their median age was 52. Type-4 families, which 
greatly outnumbered those of type 51 included a considerable number 
(about three-fourths) with no children under 16. Of the sons and 
daughters 16 or older in families of the former t:;pe, about one-eighth 
were 30 or over (tables 65 and 66). 

In families of type 1 (husband and wife only) ~st half, 47 per
Cf'nt, of the husbands were 60 or older; relatively few, 15 percent, 
were undt-.r 40. These families, therefore, included a larger propor
tion of older husbands and wives than any other type group. 

Intersectional Comparisons 

Families of types 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9, those with five or more members; 
•·e~ relativ-ely more numerous in the Pennsylvania and Wisconsin 
~N'tlons than in the others, comprising 44: percent of all f8.milies studied 
m the former sections and from 26 to 37 percent in the other six. 
Type-1 families, husband and wife only, were approximately one
fourth of eaeh sample, except in Pennsylvania. and Wisconsin where 
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tMy romp~ 18 and 16 P"ftDl, ~tiYf'ly, ol the total•umber 
studied (table 21 ). • 

AgN of bOill'elif'f families in the 6Ye tvf)e group~ tend.d to follow 
the same gen.-raJ pattern as in Pf'nnn-lnnia, although there were 
exceptions. Families of type I were oldesl in &Ye of tbe anf'tl we: 
tiotu~; the median age of husbulds ~ from 50 to 591Nn. Tboee 
of types 2 and 3 •ere youngest, .-ith types 6 and 7 ranking just above 
tbf'm. In all &fC:tions nffp\ Pftlll~lnnia, tbe DHdian age of hwt
bands in families of types 8 and 9 was 50 or oldn; eoJIM'times i& was 
bigbf'r and eot:Mtimes lowf'r than the I!Hdian age of husbands in 
families of types 4 and 5 (table 22). h will be t'K"alled tha\ familiftt 
of types 8 and 9 were rdatively infnqut'D\ and the Ample. of these 
typN in eome ~lions were small; the I!Hdians, thft'f'f~. may have 
beftt ronsidenbly affeeted by samp~ ftuetuat.iona. In addition, 
in the Pt'DDSylvania eertion wbf're familiN tended to be large, &he 
~~Ji of families of types 8 and 9 rombined included ft'latively more -
fan· ·es of the latter type &han in the otbn S«'tions. Many of these 
type-9 families with wveral ~bildrm under 16 were yo~r than 
those of type 8 and their presence wrnd to lower tbe median age of 
the group. 

.a• ,. ....... .,.&--- ...... .. I I • t . 
,.._ ,.._r,._ ,.._ ,.._ 

s--..---·-·· - Jl I • ,. 
Obio ... --·-----·~- - • • I • 
),( idliall. ••••••••· ... • 11 I • "'·----·-··· ... M 12 II 17 

nm..il.---········ - ,. • 11 25 ._. ___________ ... %1 11 12 • v....-_______ - • • • • 
• l'w ,._lor ......,,h_.- t8lllt II. 
.,.~.,....., u.--o...,. ~,.,..._ 

I • 7 • • 
,.._ ,.._],.,_ ,.._!,._ 

u 7 I i I 
12 7 I I t 
u I I I I .. II II I • 12 I 7 I I 
II • • I I 
12 I • I • 

TA.au: 22.-AG8 or acs•A.~ AKD or 'II"ITD: MrtlU.a ~ -1 l..&..cfa .U •I ...w..., f..tlr ~ JIWUS. ~ 1•w~A ~...., N-~ /
_,-.,.,~ 

(1l1lilt ........., ..... .._...,...,..._._.wilt. .,..-A•e llloonol 

:..... ...................... x.... .................. 
s- IIJ"pe- IIJ"pe-

I 1 _. 11._.1!,.ul1 _. 1 I , .... ! ... 11._.,1,_., 
y.,. r-. 1"-. r ... r .... y.,. 1"-. 1"-. 1"-. 1"-. ,._,_, ______ • • • .. • ii • • • • Obio _____ __: ____ :I • • a 54 • • • 14 • ),(idl ................ • I! 41 • 18 ~ • ~ t7 ,... .. _... • • • a II • J4 • • • 

Jlliaoif_ -----·- $1 ~ II 41 •• • J4 • • •• .._ _____________ • ~ • • Sl • • • • Sl 
,. _______ 

li1 • • • • ii • • • ., 
•F•...U..IIrl"bw>l•---lallllila. 1)( __ ..... __ __ 
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In all seetions the majority of husbands in type-1 families ftl8 50 
Tears of age or older; appromna~y three-fourths .-ere in this age 
~lasa in five of &be ftgh\ eeetions.. In \\ JSOOnsin, Dlinois, and Iowa 
&be nonrelief families of type 1 included a relatively large number of 
young couples; the proportion of husbands that were under 40 yean · · 
of age I'IUlgM from 26 \o 32 percent, compared with from 9 to 15 
pereenL in &be other five aections. 

Howel.olcls 
Household Members (Relief and Nonrelief Fanailies) 

The household is defined to include, in addition \o family members. 
the foUo.-ing persons: Paid help for household or farm; guests staying 
for at least 1 night; roomers, with or without board; boarders withou& 
room; and tourists and other transients ..-ho mav have stayed over
night ..-ith the family.· The number of household members of each 
of~ types ..-as computed on the basis of yea.r~uivalent persons. 
(SH! Glossary for definition of thf'98 tenns; also Year~uivalen& 
Pel"90n.) 

The average sU.e of households (relief and nonrelieO in the Pennsyl
vania fann section was 5.07 persons-not very much larger than the 
f&mily group, ..-bich avera.,cred 4.74 members.. Households in the other 
fann aeetions ranged in size irom an average of 3.95 persons in ~Iichi
gan to 4.96 in \\18C0nsin. From 35 to 76 percent of the families in all 
sections reported baring some nonfamily members in the household 
during the year. The average number of such year~uivalent persons 
per reporting family ..-as not greater than 1.10 in any section -(tables 
23 and 70). 

In each section paid help employed on the fann and tiring in the 
hoUSt>hold coostituud a larger proportion of the nonfamily members 
than did persons in the other categories-guests, roomers and bo&rders, 
and hoUSt>hold help. The proportion of nonrelief families having paid 
fann laborers for ..-hom board and lodging were provided differed 
greatly, ho..-ever, from one section to another; in Pennsylvania it ..-as 
as small as 18 perct"nt and in ¥ ennont as large as 57. The relative 
numhf.r of famili~ that employed fann laborers (household membem 
and those not liring in) .-as approximately the same in these t.-o sec
tions-7 -4 and 76 ~nt. That they differed so greatly with res~ 
to liring arrangements for su«"h employees probably was due \o length 
of period of employment, distanees to cities or ~wes where they 
lived, and other local ronditions. \\JSOOn...in and Illinois resembled 
Y ermont in that more than half of the families baring paid fum labor 
provided room and board for some of these .-ork.ers during some pan 
of the yNr, as is sho.-n below: 

,.__,_.,~....,.__ ,.,.. ... , 
lbpcMiwa ....,.,.. 

Fana aedioa: 1e1 ~· "-- .........., 

Sew~-------------------------------- 82 36 
~~----------------------------- 7. 18 

~=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: !! ~ IllDMMB ____________________________________ 75 .9 

~?~t:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ ~ ...... 
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The average pt"riod during which paid farm help lind in th'.. 
household ranged from 23 to 55 JK"I"90D-W~ks pt"r l't'portinv: family.' _ 
These figures, based on the total weot>ks such JK"I"90DS wue household · 
mf'mbt>rs, indicate the anrage length of time one employf'e would 
have bft.n provided with room and boanl by families having suc.-h 
help. Some families may have kept M>nral helpt"rs for a short timt-; 
otht-rs may have had one or mort' for the entire year (table 70). 
Employ~ doing housework and living as houM'hold mf'mbt>rs were 

l't'port4."d by relatively few families, from 4 to 12 JK"I'Ct"nt of the relief 
and nonrelief groups in the f'ight ~tions. Many of suc.-h workers 
must have lived with tht-ir employers for nry short pt"riods; the aver
age numbt>r of w~ks during which the families reporting suc.-h helpt"rs 
kept them in their houSt>holds rangoo from 11 in Iowa to 31 in New 
JentPy. 

TABLII 23.-am:;s•aoLD IDKB•a: ~ 1 off•-lin /aGftJif -ta..Uy
,_, fl/ qea~ IVJ'ft ia 1M '-«Aold. ou ~ ""Mber of -J .. ilr ~ • 
.. mwf ._,., orul i-. Aliddk .Ailolllic, Nwtll. ~ orul l\"ew ~ 
J-eec:tieu,l~ 

(lnlhe...-. &11M ..................... wilt. botll ~· 

.... llllwlliilnilll't. ... hmiliN llaTq ..... 
. ~L- A_. 

..._.,......_ 
A-................. .....,... - -b)' .--- Paid llelp - All)' '~ Paid llelp ........ 

----~....u.ru t.mil)' t.mil)' - .. - - ........ fulil)' ..... 
·-'I!"'!"!"' 

.... famil)' ..... ,._!1!~ .... . - ..._.. - ..._.. ... .. 1 ..... ..... .. , ..... 
NJ:W JJ:BSJ:Y PBNNSTLVANU. 

Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. I Ne. Pd. Pd. Prl. Prl. Ne. 
A.l...._ . 41 • Jl 4 l.te • .. 17 • ... ....................... II .. .. I ,17 s 4 • • .'N 
~......_ ____ • • • • l.la • II .. • • • ,.,........_ ______ • • • • 1.15 ,., (., (1) (I) .. 

JIOe& -----··-- • • • s l.la • u .. • • • .... ________ 
4S • 25 • .. • .. • s ... 

IOIHIII. -. ·---·- • .. r. I . . II II 7 • .M .._.. ______ • I • I •• II . II 14 • .M l..l(0-1 _________ • • IS I l.la • 10 II II .. 
2.~------- It I • I a.• .. I 17 14 .. 
~----

.. I • II a. .. f1 7 II 17 LOG 

OHIO IIICWO.L'i ..... ---- It •I sl .. ... •I •I ·m ...., luloiJi!L _______ • • s s .. • • ~ :1 :: }10_........._ ______ 
56 4 II .. .41 • • 

N~ "--·---------
,., (') ,., (•) ._ .. (') (') <·~I (I) •• 

JIOe& -----··-·· II • II .. .f1 • 4 s .41 .... _____ • I II I .. f1 I Ill ll .17 llJIHIII _______ 
f7 I II I .a .. I ~I .31 

1.-..--- ill I 

51 
• .a 41 s 

Jl 
.. .. .._.-___ • 4 II ... • I :I .II 

~~-- • I II ... .. • .II 
,.... ____ .. I II .Ill 11 4 ., .Sl 
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TABLB 23.-BOUSEHOLD MEMBERs: Percentage' of families having nonfamily me,.. 
ber• of specified types in the lwuseh~ld, and average number of nonfamily members, 
by relief stattu and income, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England 
farm Btctiom, 1935-36-Continued . 

(White families that include a husband and wife, both nati.-e-bom) 

Families having in the 
household•- Av~· 

Families having in the 
household._ Aver-

age age 

Bel~! status and family- DOD• DOD• 
Any Room- Paidbelp family Any Room- Paid help family 

lnoome class (doUars) DOll• ers mem· non- ers mem-
family and bersl family and 

Farm IHb:,'i:" 

bersl 
mem· board· I House- mem- board· 
bers en Farm hold bers ers 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS 

Pet. I Pet. I Pet. I Pet. No. Pet., Pct21 Pct.b No. 
AD famlliee .••••••••• ~ •••••••• 64 4 51 11 0.67 : 48 8 0.47 

=== 
Relief families ••...••••••. 17 0 17 8 .M 7 7 0 .45 
Nomelief families •••••••• 66 4 61 11 .67 64 2 411 8 .47 

f--- 1-- ~ Net 10119t'tL-.••••••••• (') (') (') (') .23 (') (') (') LOll 
Net lnoomee ••••••••. 66 4 62 11 .67 64 2 49 8 .47 ------

o-499. -··········· 62 4 46 19 .44 64 4 44 4 .46 
600-11911. -- --•••••• 50 I 37 6 .511 58 1 44 7 .39 
1,000--1,499 .••••••• 64 6 61 10 .56 511 2 45 6 .43 
l,li00-1,999 .••••••• 74 6 67 14 .72 68 2 M 6 .41 
2,000--2,999 .••••••• 80 1 71 17 .88 70 1 52 12 .56 
8,000 or over •••••• 70 0 67 19 1.18 66 1 411 14 .64 

IOWA VERMONT 

AU fam.Uiee ••••••••••••••••••• 43 4 HI II 
= 

0.42 76 II sal 121 0.86 

Relief families ...••••••••• 8 0 0 0 .23 66 3 
28 3~ Nonrelief families •••••••• 45 4 26 10 .42 77 II 67 12 .87 ---- 1---t-1 

Net"---·········· 75 6 50 12 .58 -···r;- -----ii- """"57" """"i2+--:87 Net lnoomes .•••••••• 44 4 26 10 .41 

o-499 .•••••••••••• 32 6 111 4 .32 511 II 28 6 .113 
600-11911. - - -••••••• 44 6 21 II .38 72 11 48 8 .63 
1,000--1,499 .••••••• -41 1 26 II .31 77 7 61 17 .711 
l,li00-1,999 .••••••• 46 a 24 10 .38 86 12 115 II .115 2,000--2,999 _______ ._ 62 4 --44 12 . 73· 87 ·3 -s . 21 1.20 
a,ooo or ov~ ----- 72 4 58 32 • 76 li8 26 50 8 2.21 

I Pementages are based on the num~ of families in each class. 
• Nonlamily members include: Roomers and/or boarders, whether sons or daughters or others, tourists 

• transients; paid belp lor lrousehold or farm, living in; overnight guests. See table 70 for dOUBts of lamillea 
~aving ov.-rnifbt gu~ts and for dPtails as to roomen; and boarders. 

I Year-equivalent ~ns: Tbis ll!!llfl' is computed for each family by dividing by 62 the total nomM 
el ...._.l<a ol residPnoe in tbe household for &.U persons not members of tbe eoonomic family. A.-~ages are 
IJufd on the number of famili .. that reported we<'ks of household membership of nonfamily members. 

• p.......,.._ not oomputed for few« than 10 eases. 
I A..,.._ based on fewer than 3 east'S. 

Gul'Sts staying with the family for 1 or more nights were reported 
by as few as 6 percent of the familit>s in the Pt>nnsylvania st>ction and 
by as many as 40 pt>reent of those in Vermont. Some doubtless made 
onlv brief visits, but others were evidt>ntly members of the household 
for long periods. In Pennsylvania and Vermont, the numbt>r of weeks 
during which gue-sts Wt>re entf'rtained averaged 12 per family having 
SU<'h household members; in the other sections, the period tended to 
be shorter. 
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Roomers, boarders, tourists, and transients 11 were reported by 
10 percent of the familie.s in Pennsylvania; by 9 pt>rcent in Vermont; 
by 2 to 6 percent in the other sections. Only 12 of tho 7,545 relief 
and nonrelief families in all sections furnished lodging to tourists, 
either at the farmhouse or in tourist cabins. Income from roomPrs 
and boarders and other paying guests, thl:'refore, was a nPgligible 
part of aggregate income of these farm families. Thus in Pennsyl
vania, such receipts would have providPd only $10 pPr family hod they 
been distributed evenly among the entire nonrelief group. For the 
families having such income, however, returns averaged $96 (table 51). 

Sons and daughters living at home on a roomer-boarder basis were 
reported by 7 percent of the Pennsylvania families. In the other 

. sections only 1, 2, or 3 percent reported such nonfamily members. 
Because of the likelihood that sons and daughters remaining at home 
will engage in the family business, farming, it is not surprising that. 
few separated their financial resources from those of their parents. 

Households of the Family-Type Groups (Nonrelief families) 

Households of the five family-t1pe groups showed few consistent 
differences in the proportion that mcluded persons other than family 
members. In Pennsylvania, nonfamily members were reported by 
42 percent of the nonrelief families of types 2 and 3; 41 percent of 
types 6 and 7; 38 percent of type 1; 32 percent of types 4 and 5; and 
23 percent of types 8 and 9. In the other sections also, types 2 and 3 
tended to rank first in the proportion reporting nonfamily members, 
and the large families of types 8 and 9, last. The intermediate posi
tions, however, showed no marked pattern (table 70). 

The principal differl:'nces among tho family types were those relat
ing to the frequency with which farm help living in the household was 
employed. In six sections, relatively more families of types 2 and 3 
(with no children 16 or older) than of the other type groups reported 
such household members. In Wisconsin, for example, 65 percent of 
the famili{'S of typ{'S 2 and 3 reported farm employees li.vmg in the 
household. The presence of such help was reported by 58 percent 
of the type-1 families, by approximately one-half of the families in 
types 6 and 7, and by fewer than half of those in the type groups 4 
and 5, and 8 and 9. 

In the proportion of families reporting guests, the type groups 
showed no significant variation from the pattern for the community 
as a whole. Families with sons and daughters at home on a roomer
boarder basis were found more frequently in type 1 and types 4 and 5 
than in the other groups, in four of the eight sections. The older 
families of thl"SS types would be more likely to have grown children 
employed off the farm and living at home than would yotmger families 
of types 2 and 3, and 6 and 7. 

u Pamil~ bavlnr the toQoivalent of more thaD 10 roomers for &be year were not Included in t.he study. 
See Olo6sarY, Roomer, lllld Boomer·,.. 
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The life history of a. family is sometimes described as a cycle that 
b~>gins and ends with two persons, husband and wife. The coming of 
children enlarges the family, which tends to be of maximum size 
when the husband and wife are middle-aged. As children grow up 
and leave the parental home, the family tends to revert to the two
person type. Classification of families according to the husband's 
age provides a fairly satisfactory means of grouping families at these 
different stages of development. 

Family income, as well as family size, tends to be greatest during 
the middle stages of the life cycle. N onrelief families in which the 
husband was in the nge range 40-49 had a higher median income than 
did those in which the husband was younger or older in each of the 
eight sections. Median incomes of families in which the husband was 
60 or older were lower than those of families in which the husband was 
under 30, except in Illinois and Wisconsin (table 24). 

TABLE 24.-FAMILY INCOME AND AGE OF HUSBAND: :Median income of families by 
age of husband, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sections, 
193.5-36 

(White nonrelief families that include a husband and wife, both native-hom) 

Husband's o.ge New Pennsyl- Ohio Michi- Wiscon- Dlinois Iowa Vermont group (years) Jersey vania gao sin 
------------------

Under 30.---- ••••••• 1$1,625 $1,443 $1,047 $1,083 $1, 154 $1,450 $923 I $1,250 
30-39. ----···--·····- 1,6411 1,598 1, 266 1,157 1,250 1,402 944 1,156 
40---49.-------------- 1, 768 1, 007 1,428 I, 234 I,385 1,632 I,011 I.329 
1!0---$_. --- -··-·-····· I,321 1, 427 I,~5 I, 100 1,335 1,632 1,000 1,13$ 
eo or older .••.••••••• 1,183 965 1,033 882 1, 271 1,600 876 1,107 

t Median based on 26 cases. I Median based on 20 cases. 

This tendency for income to increase from the early to the middle 
stages of the life cycle of the farm family would be expected because of 
the time required for young operators to build up their working capital, 
to purcha..'*' land, and to gain experience in farm management. Most 
of the families in which the husband and wife are middle-aged include 
children old enough to help with the farm work and thus reduce bills 
for labor. The decline in income among older families may be asso
ciated with a number of factors. Some of the most well-to-do give up 
active farming and move to villages or cities. With grown children 
leaving home to carry on their own business enterprises, some older 
families may increase their farm labor expenditw·es. Income from 
nonfarm sources may decline, since the older men may earn less by 
work off the operated farm than the younger. Some of the older 
families may have sold part of their land or divided it among their 
childl"('n; their farms were smaller than those of operators of middle 
age. Differt'nces in the food consumption of large and small families 
may have affected income. To the extent that the valuation placed 
on farm-furnished food exceeds the cash that would have been received 
~hrough sales, the large family in the intermediate age group has an 
mcome advantage over the small family at the beginning or end of the 
life cycle. 
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This tendency for family income &o be greate~ in the middle stages 
of the family We cycle also is endE'nced bv the age distributions of 
families at the difTE."rent income levels. The families in which the 
husband was in the intermediate age class 4o-59 were a larger pro
portion of the group with high ineomes ($3,000 or more) than of the 
low-income group (So-$499), except in Iowa, where the proportions a& 
the two income levels were about the same, 36 and 37 peiTent, re
spectively. The reverse WBEI true of the older families. Thus, in 
Wisconsin, families in which the husband was 60 or older comprised 15 
percent of those at the upper end of the income distribution and 38 
percent of those at the lower end. Younger families, those in which 
the husband was under 40, tendE."d to be relatively more numerous a~ 
intermediate than at tae higher- or lower-income levels (table 25). 

TABLE 25.-AGK OF HUSBANDS: PrrcrniCUJe I of Au11band. i11 apecijied CU}e groupa, 
by income, ltliddk Atlantic, z..-ort/4 Central, and New ETifJtarad farm udiona,· 
19:15-36 

(Wblte DOIU'eliel famlliee that include a husband and wHe, both natiftobom) 

$ I !I $ ! !I $ i !I $ i !I 
Family-Income a- t5 l:t t; •t ti l:t ti l:t e-o :a-o '"-o .. "'-o (dollan) a~ ; ~0 ]"' ~ t.o ]"' lit :-o ]"' lit ~0 

~ c:> $ 2 p 2 p 2 p .... ... p 

NEW lERSEY PENNSYL- OHIO MICHIGAN VANIA 

Pd. I Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. 

--~ 
Prr. Pd., Pd. Pd. 

AUIDODme~ •••••••• ~! M 
23 30 52 18 18 55 'Z1 22 52 3J 

Net los!oes ............. 211 I 47 24 (') (') (') ('l (') (') (1) ('l (I) 
Net incomes •••••••••• 22 65 23 30 52 18 18 65 'Z1 22 52 • 1---- 1-

~911 .............. 24 46 30 19 211 52 14 38 48 18 40 42 
!00-9911.--......... 15 51 34 24 45 31 16 liO 34 Ill 47 3t 
1.~1.499 ........ 21 53 :16 32 53 15 :16 51 23 24 S8 18 
I.~t.m ........ 211 53 18 33 55 12 15 67 18 22 57 21 
2,0:10-2,\IW ........ lll6 58 15 35 55 10 13 65 22 lll6 57 17 
3,000MOVK ...... 21 62 17 lll6 63 11 14 57 211 17 67 • 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS IOWA VERMO.ST 

AU Income classes.. ........ 321 56112 _, Ml 17 331 47 20 Ul 81 3D 
t=i 

N~llos!oes ............. (1)~ (') (1) (I) (') 38 43 Ill '"jg' ------ ------Net ineolllfil .......... 325612211 M 17 33 47 20 &I 3D 

lT ~911. -------------

:: :: ::~ 40 36 30 f7 33 Ill liO 31 
!00-9911.-- --------- 46 21 36 47 17 Ill 62 It 
1,o:I0-1,499 .. ------ 36 M 10 35 52 13 32 M H Ill 57 ,. 
t.~t.m ........ 30 t!O 10 30 57 13 33 liO 17 18 68 11 
2.01~2.\IW ........ 18 64 18 24 58 18 'Z1 46 'Z1 22 65 II 
1.000 oc ov« ...... 30 55 15 17 62 21 32 36 32 8 (f1 21 

I Pt'ft'flDI- He ~ OD tiw toW Dumber of busbomds ID eecll el&!s. Tbis Is lbe arne U tbe tot.& 
aumber of families. ~all families indu~ in Ibis study COilWDed bolb husbud and wile. 

1 Percentaces DOl eompuled lor lew« than 10 -. 
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Income and Size of Family 

Families in which the husbands were in the middle-age range not 
only tended to have higher incomes than those at the extremes of the 
age distribution; they also tended to be larger. Since many of the 
two-person families (husband and wife only) were at the lower-income 
levels, the average size of family was smaller than at the upper levels, 
as is shown by the following data for the Pennsylvania farm section: 

A-ll!fttlumbtr 
Family-income class: ofmeJJibtr• $G-$499 _______________________________________ a I6 

$50G-$999 _____________________________________ 3.82 

$l,OOG-$1,499 __ -------------------------------- 4. 37 
$1,50G-$1,999 ___ --- ---------------------------- 5. 10 $2,00G-$2,999 __________________________________ 5. 65 
$3,000 or over ____________________ -------------- 5. 85 

It should be remembered, too, that large families with low incomes 
are more likely to have recourse to relief agencies for aid than are 
small families. As a consequence, the nonrelief group probably 
included relatively fewer large, low-income families than the popula
tion as a whole. The average size of all low-income families (relief 
and nonrelief), therefore, probably would be greater than that of 
nonrelief families only. 

Tenure and Size of Farm as Related to Husband's Age (Nonrelief Families) 

Farm ownership was more prevalent among older than among 
younger families. In Pennsylvania, for example, the proportion of 
families classed as owners, i. e., owning any or all of the operated 
farm, was 26 percent of those in which the husband was under 30, 
77 percent of those in which he was in the age group 40-49, and 92 
percent of those in which he was in the group 60-69. A similar trend 
was notE'd in the seven other sections, although differences in the preva
lE'nce of tenancv affected the range within which the percentages 
increast'd. In Illinois, where only one-third of the nonrelief families 
owned any of their farm land, the proportion of owners increased 
from 6 percent of the group in which the husband was under 30, to 
79 percent of those in which he was 70 or older (table 26). 

The large proportion of older families in the owner class and the 
low mE'dian income of the older group are both reflected in the larger 
proportion of owners among families at low- than at intermediate.. 
mcome levels (p. 12). For example, in the Pennsylvania section, 87 
percent of the families in the class $25Q-$499 were owners, compared 
with 68 percent at the level $1,25Q-$1,499. In the former income 
group, 51 pE'rcent of the operators were 60 or older; in the latter, 12 
pE'rcent (tables 47 and 71). 

Farms operated by older families (those in which the husband was 
60 or over) tended to be smaller than those operated by families in 
the intermediate age range (4Q-59 years). For example, in Pennsyl
\"'ania, the median size of farms of the former group was 35 acres; of 
the ~~tter, 59. It has been noted that a large proportion of the older 
fanuhes were owners, and the farms operated by owners tended to be 
smaller than those operated by renters (table 27). 



68 liiSC. PUBLICATION.·au, U.S. DEPT. OF AGRICULTURE 

TABLB 26.-owl'ltNG I'AJnLIB&I BT HUSBAND's AOB: P~a,. • of familiel 
~i"ff ~ faf"fM, by Gf1t o.f ll!lsboftd, Middle .Ailarllie, Nurll& Ctlrllral, and 
A'IIVI E"fflaftd farm autiOM, 1935-38 

(Wbite ~lief llunllin &bat IDdade a llust.nd IIDd 1rilll, botll aU-bonll 

Basbomd'llagepoop N- PmmyJ. Obio Mk-bJ. Wioroo- DDDOII Iowa Venooo& (Jmrs) leney ..... pll sill 

l"eraati Pl!lmtl Pl!lmtl Pl!lmtl Pl!lmtl Pl!lmtl Pl!lmtl P.-rol 
AD IIPII------·-···-- 82 74 75 77 Ga ~ 48 trt 

Uo<J~ 311.. •••••• Iii! ll!l • 45 'Z1 e " 86 
3IHI9-- -- ---·---- 118 5& 44 64 • 12 32 81 
------------ 78 77 n 78 67 'Z1 43 8C 
5!Hill •• ---------- 91 !l8 til !10 82 44 5& ~ 

------------- 93 93 89 93 93 110 77 rT 
70 • old« ••••••• 88 94 91 91 tl6 79 87 "' 

I Familiool tbat owoOO lillY part of the oPMated f'1lrm at lillY time dnriDtr tbe noport f"&J'. 
I Peroen'- tilt' bRsed oo tiM' total number of bnsbands in eacb class (table 71). Tbis is tbe !!UIIe u the 

lota1 number of familiee, since all familitoa included ill tbis stud:r euotained botb busbaod 1111d wiJo. · 

TABLB 27.-srn OJ' I'ARII: Mtdian lize of OptiTaled faf"fM,t by tenure aftd age of 
lnubaftd, Middle Allamic, Nurtl& Ceftlral, and NevJ E"ffland farm eectiofte, 
1936-38 

[Wblte IIODiellef famUiel &bat loclude a bnst.nd IIDd wife, botb uatlvHiorn) 

'l"euure Uld bnsband'e qe lUGUP Nf'W Peon- MiebJ. Wbcon- Ver-sylv .. Obio Dlinois Iowa 
~) leraey Dla pll sill IDOD& 

ALL I' AliiLDII Atru Acrtt AtrU Acru Acr•• A em Atru Atrt• 
AD IPI---------·-··--------··--·-. 72 66 107 115 128 1118 138 161 

~-~::::::::::=~:::::::::: 74 114 115 101 129 158 135 1W7 
73 59 110 'IT 128 179 1-14 167 

... old•--------------------·· ~ 36 ~ 88 126 157 136 148 
= = = 

O'lnmfO I'•KJUal 

AD---------------·---------- 811 48 • go 120 164 133 159 

Und« •-------------·-····- 88 52 102 Ill 113 1]150 126 178 
40-.'ill.- ------·------------------ 71 li3 104 112 121 156 1311 161 ... ~-------------------- 17 34 118 116 122 151 132 146 

llDftXO I'AJIJLDIII 

AD IPS----------------------- 1111 74 U4 liD 141 174 144 202 

Uod~ •------------------- 85 72 121 116 138 159 1:!8 1203 

40-.'ill. ------------------------ 88 81 128 121 147 194 151 201 ... old«----------------- 185 It} IUJ 1125 (I) 168 I JliO (I) 

I Iododes total lana Mftll&ll nprd1ea!l of &be use Ill land, uebldlnc ooly timber powo f• eoiDllltlrdal sale 
udlreeP.Ubl~~ 

1 Families tbat owned lillY ]lllrt of tbe operated farm at IIIIJ' time durloli: &be report year. 
I Median based oo mnre ~~ 9 bqt fewer tban 3'J """""-
• F am iJio.oo lba& rrnted all of tbt ~raW f'1lrm tbrougbou& &be report ;rear. 
I Medians DO& eompuled f<lr fewer &baD 10 case& 

The difference in inedian size of the farms of the older and inter
mediate age groups was not solely a reflection of tenure, however. 
Among owning families, those in which the husband was 60 or older 
tended to farm less land than those in which he was in the age range 
4Q-59, except in Wisconsin. Thus, farms of the older owning group 
had a median size of 34 acres compared with 53 acres for those of the 
intermediate age group in the Pennsylnnia section. Similar differ
ences were noted between the renting families in these two age classes; 
median size of farm was 41 and 81 acres, respectively. In the Michi
gan sec:tion, the farms of the older rent~ gro_up were larger; but this 
group mcluded so few cases that the median SIZe of farm may be con-
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t1iderably affected by sampling fluctuations. Apparently many of the 
older families did not want to carry the heavier responsibilities of 
operating the larger farms. Some of the older owners may have sold a 
portion of their land, or given up tracts they rented previously, or they 
may have turned over pa.rt of their acreage to their children. - ·- -

Farms owned by operators under 40 years of age tende~ to be sm~er 
than those owned by operators in the age group 40-59 ill all sectiOns 
except Vermont. The same wa,s true of rented farms. However, 
when the two tenure groups were combined, the median size of farms 
of the younger group exceeded that of farms of the intermediate age 
group ill six of the eight sections. The relatively large number of 
renting families in the younger group and the fact that rer.ted farms 
were appreciably bigger than owned ones served to offset the tendency 
for the families in the middle-age group to operate more acres. 

Separate Family Types (Relief and Nonrelief Families) 

Income levels 

Relationships between family composition and income may be seen 
more cle.arly from a discussion of the income levels of families of each 
type than from figures for average size of families of all types com
hiDed at different income levels. (See p. 57 for a description of each 
family type.) 

Families of the types that included 5 or more members and in which 
a large proportion of the husbands were of middle age tendl'd to have 
somewhat higher incomes than those with fewer members, many of 
which included husbands under 30 or 60 or older. Families of type 7 
(seven or eight persons) and type 9 (mostly nine or more persons) 
stood at the top when the nine types were ranked by median family 
income in the Pennsylvania section. The median income of type-7 
families was $1,833; of type 9, $1,829. Type 8, with five or six persons. 
all 16 or older, held third place with a median income of $1,812, · 
Type-1 families (husband and wife only) had a much lower median 
than any other type; half of the group received less than $916 during 
the year. Small families with one or two children under 16 and none 
older also were low in the income ranking; those of type 2 (with one 
child under 16) were eighth, next to the low type-1 group; those of type 
3 (with two children under 16) ranked sixth. The larger families of 
type 6, with three or four children under 16 and none older, were in a 
middle position, ranking fifth among the nine types (table 28). 

Differences between these medians furnish a fairly accurate measure 
of differences in the distribution of income among families of each type, 
From 40 to 44 percent of the fami.lies of types 5, 7, 8, and 9 (the groups 
having highest median incomes) received $2,000 or more, compared 
~th 10 and 18 percent of tyl?~ 1 and type 2, respectively. Approx
~mately one-fo!ll'th of the fa~ilies of other types (3, 4, and 6) received 
mc.omes reaclung or exceedmg $2,000. 

Although m~ian incomes of families with five or more members 
ranked higher than those of smaller families, the larger families must 
han fa.red less well, since the differences in median incomes were not 
in proportion to the differences in family size. The average size of 
type-9 families, 9.96 persons, was nearly five times as great as that of 
type I, 2.03 persons; however, their median income was only twice as 
large. 
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TABLB 28.-INC'O'MB AND SIY.B OF FAMILY: Ptr~Jitagt dislribuliOfl of familitl by 
iMDme and rtl~f slalut, and mediart inrome and awragt si11t of relief and 'IWftrtlit/ 
Jamiliu, blf familv type,' Ptnmylmnia farm ttdi011,1 193.j-S6 

It.-m 

(White l'amilies that include a bosblllld and wi~. both natin-bllrnl 

Famlly type- Famlly·t~ com· 
binalioM 

t 4 8 8 
1 2 3 t & I 7 II I andandandand 

3 5 7 • 
---------~--1--l--1--l--1--1--------1---

Prf. P~. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prf. Prt. Prf. I Prf. Prf. Prf. 
AD l'amilies..................... IOO 100 IOO 100 ~~ 100 100 100 IOOj 100 1001 100 

R~lierfamiliM............... 3 1 3 3 3 7 4 4 5 2~' 1 5 II 
Nonrel.ief families........... 17 09 17 17 17 !13 96 96 15 1'1 17 15 15 

f-~~----·····------Tl~ 1 (1l 1 o o-o
11Tl (1\ -o-1 

.. ~ IJK'<)IDeS............ 17 09 96 17 96 D3 96 96 14 98 17 95 94 
1-- 1---1----

~$49!1.............. 16 1 2 4 1 . 2 1 4 3 5 al 1 3 
$.'00-S9!19............ 37 Zl 19 24 18 14 tt g 10 22 22 12 10 

::::!:::::::=::::::::: ~ ~~ ~ ~ ri i; ~ :: M . ~ ~~I i~ ~ 
S2.<»l-$2,0911......... 7 13 16 17 ~ 21 30 Zl 29 14 711 26 27 
$3,000 or onr........ 3 5 11 6 14 7 13 20 15 71 9 10 11 

Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
Medlan loco- •................ 1116 1; 255 1, !100 1, 3671,6!13 I, 500 1;8.'13 1,81 1,8291~368i1,46711, 711 1, 826 

No. No. No. No. No. No. NP. No. No. No.I No. No. No. 
AYI!nll!penoosperl'amilyl ••.• 2.03 3.00 4.01 3.54 6.48 6.45 7.36 6.26 11.96j 3.411,4.281 &:52 9.05 

' For d..-iption or family t}'JIO'l' ow Glossary, Family Type. For corresponding counts or families !1M 
tabk> 63 for r~lit>f lamlli..,. and table 68 lor nonl't'll~f. 

I For data for other farm aectioos IIHI table 69. 
I 0.50 Jll'lt't'Dt M W!oo. 
• R~lief and noDI't'llef families comb!'"-"'. Ml'dlans were computro on thl' 119Sll1Jlptlon (ruMtRDtlally 

IUpportro by available data) that all reliel familie• had incom"" below thl' ml'dian lor tbe ~otir~ sample. 
• Year-equivalent penoos in relief and nonrolief families. See Oloesary, YAar-equivRient Per.10n. 

That large families with low incomes had more difficulty than small 
ones in stretching their funds to provide for the needs of their members 
is evidenced by the data concerning the group that had received 
relief during the year. Almost 60 percent of this group in the Pennsyl
vania section were families of five or more persons, whereas such fam
ilies constituted 44 percent of the group that was sell-supporting. Ex
ceptions to this tendency occurred m the individual type groups. 
Thus, only 3 percent of the type-5 families (five or six members) in the 
Pennsylvania section had received relief-the same proportion as 
found in the smaller familie~; of type 3. The families of types 5, 6, 7, 
and 9 that received relief had more children under 16 than the non
relief; the average number of such members in the two groups of type-7 
families was 4.60 and 3.94, respectively (table 63). 

In the seven other farm sections, the income distributions for 
families of each type furni<>h similar evidence of the lower genera] 
income level of the small families at the end and at the beginning of the 
family life cycle than of the others. Families of type 1 ranked lowest in 
all seven sections, and type-2 families tended to rank next to the low
est. The ranks of the other types differed from one section to another; 
type 4 and type 6 were in the lower half of the distribution in most 
sections; the first four places usually were held by types 8 and 9 
combined, 7, 3, and 5 (table 69). (Types 8 and 9 were combined 
because the number of cases in each separate type was too small in 
all sections except Pennsylvania to warrant comparison of medians.) 
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T ABn 29.-cBlLDBE• tnrosa 11: Number a11d Jlerct!'llttlfle 1 distributiOfl of per~~MU 1 

vftder 16 y~.ara of age, by family type, reluf &tahu, and income, Pennsyltlan~ 
farm .UCUin,1 1935-S6 -

(White families tllllllnclode • husbUid Uld wile, both IJIICiw.borDJ 
-------------------.------------------------------------j 

IMler families.------·-·--------- 188 2 10 3 14 50 46 61 )!l;onrelief families ______________ 
1,575 1115 322 120 437 616 tal 9;5 

1\:..t Josoos ___________________ 
21 0 z 1 5 0 0 13 

Net incomes---------------- 3,564 1115 320 118 432 616 tlliiO tK2 

0-41111 .• ------------------ 85 14 8 5 4 11 13 30 
60(H1911_- --------------- 508 46 64 It - 110 115 121 83 
1.1100-1.499. -------------- 758 63 82 33 90 157 176 157 
1.500-1.11911_ ------------- 828 38 78 27 74 166 216 221 
2,1100-2.199.-------------- m 25 52 25 123 140 296 311 a.ooo or ewer ____________ 

403 II 36 w 61 47 108 132 

l'mltlot l'rrtftl ~ ~ ,Pa-:t": IPa-:;'/ Pa--.1 Pa-mtf 
AU families...-------·---------------- 100.0 5.2 8.8 25.8 21.1 

Relief families_.:---------------- 5.0 .1 .2 .1 .4 1.3 L2 L7 N'oarelief families ______________ 
85.0 i.1 &.6 3.2 11.6 16.4 H-7 25.4 

Net~-----"·-·---···---- .6 0 .1 (I) .1 0 0 .4 !l:et iD<:oJDa. _______________ 
114.4 5.1 8.5 3.2 IL5 16.4 :M.7 25.0 

H99 __ ----------------- 2.3 .4 .z .1 .1 .3 .4 .8 
500-9911.----------------- 13.5 L2 1.7 .5 2.1 2.6 I.! 2.2 
1.1100-1.4911. -------------- 20.1 1.6 2.1 .8 2.4 4.2 4.7 4.2 
1.500-1.999.------------- 22.0 1.0 2.1 .7 2.0 4.4 5.7 6.1 
2.1!00-2.199. -------------- 25.8 .7 1.4 .7 3.3 3.7 7.8 "&.2 J,00Q or over _____________ 

10.7 .2 LO .3 L6 L2 2..11 3.5 

1 ~'- 8ft' '-d 1111 die total number <1 per!IODS nnd..- 16 years <I..,..., in die analysi<; unit. 
t y..,-equinh-ol per!IODS. See Olos.ary, Year-<"Quivah-ot Person.. Families <I types 1 and 8, omitted 

hm Ibis table. do not inelode Yf'llr-equi.-alent persons under 16 years <1 age. 
I For data fer Olha- farm seaions - table 61. 
• For ~ption <I family types- Gb;sary, l'amily Type. 
• lUG pol1lODI • less. 

Number of Children Under 16 in Relation to Family Income 

The large families carried most of the responsibility for support 
of children under 16. In the Pennsylvania. farming section, families 
of types 5, 6, 7, and 9 (all with five or more members) were responsibl~ 
for the care of 83 percent of the aggregate number of children under 
16 years of age, although these type groups constituted only 42 percent 
of the famil.ies in the entire sample. Only 5 percent of the young 
children •·ere in the on~hild (type 2) families (table 29). . 

Part of the responsibility for the education and health of children 
has been assumed by the State, and such advantages tend to. be 
distributed equally. But there can be little doubt that there _were 
extreme differences in potential levels of living between the children in 
large and small familie.f'l, especially at lower-income levels. Twenty
one percent of all children under 16 in the Pennsylvania section were in 
families .-ith incomes of less than $1,000, including those receiving 
relief. Sevent~n percent were in families of types 5, 6, 7, and 9 (five 
or more members) having incomes below this level. · 

In each. of the seven other sections more than two-thirds of the 
&gg'r?gate number of children under 16 were in the large families of 
types 5, 6, 7, and 9. The proportion was somewhat below that noted 
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in Pennsylvania, \\-here there wt>re rt>latiVl'ly more families of these 
four types than in the otht>r sections (table 21 and 67). 

The proportion of children in large families with incoml'S of less 
than $1,000 was greatt>St in the five farm sections where the gent>ral 
income level was considerably below that of the Pennsylvania families. 
Iowa, the section havin~ the lowest median income, had the largest 
percentage of children m families in this lower-income group; in 
Illinois and Pennsylvania, where the median incomes were highest, the 
percentage was smallest, as is shown below: 

P~runl~ge of e\ildrt~t toM~r til 
tn familie> of /iot or more"""""' 

AU Jm:omtl untln-
tnooml $1.000 mclwJinf 
tlautJ reli•f 

Farm section: 
Pennsylvania_____________________________ 83 
Vennont--------------------------------- 81 Wisconsin. _____ ---------------- _____ ----. 77 Ohio_____________________________________ 76 

~ewJerseY------------------------------- 73 

t!~~~~==::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~ 
Illinow----------------------------------- 67 

17 
31 
21 
19 
23 
23 
35 
15 

In using these figures it is important to remember that the families 
studied were at a somewhat higher economic level than were all 
families in the community. The population groups that we.r:e ex
cluded, particularly the farm laborers and tenant operators who move 
from year to year, were likely to have low incomes. Had these fami
lies been included, the proportion of children in families with incoml'S 
of less than $1,000 probably would have been even greater than is 
indicated by data from this study. -

Family-Type Groups (Pennsylvania Nonrelief Families) 

Income Levels 

Family types similar with respect to number of persons per family 
and age of members (not husband or wife) at horne were grouped 
together in order to have a larger number of cases than the individual 
types would provide for the detailed analysis of income by family 
composition. Families of type 2 with one child under 16 were grouped 
with those of type 3 having two children of that age and no others. 
Types .( and 5, which were combined, were eimilar in that, by defini
tiofl, every family included one person 16 or older ot.her than husband 
and wilt>. Type-7 families included ~&t least one child under 16, but 
a large proportion had three or more. They, therefore, were grouped 
for analysis with fRIDilies of type 6 in which there were three or four 
children of this age. Families of types 8 and 9 were ">iruilar in that 
they were large; each might include persons 16 or older, other than 
the husband and wife, and none younger, though the majority of 
the type-9 tamilies had some membt-rs uncter 16. .Families ot type 1, 
husbanil ana wife only, were not grouped with any others. (Seep. 57 
for a description of the individual types.) 

These combinations provided five successively older type groups, 
as follows: Types 2 and 3, the youngest group, the median age of 
husbands beibg 37; types 6 and 7, median age of husbands 39; types 
8 and 9, median age of husbands 47; types 4 and 5, median age of 
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husbands 52; and type 1, the oldest, median age of husbands 59. 
The rank by median age of husbands of types 4 and 5 and types 8 
and 9 differed from one section to another, but the ranks of the other 
groups remained the same (tables 20 and 22). _ 

The general income level of families of types 8 and 9 was somewhat 
above that of the other type groups; median income, $1,891, was $124 
above that of types 6 and 7 which ranked second. Types 4 and!' 
had a middle income position among the five groups; the young f&ml
lies of types 2 and 3 xanked fourth, and type-1 families were lowest 
with a median of $934 (table 30). 

T ABLI: 30.-I'AMILY INCOMB AND AGB 01' HUSBAND: Median income offamiliu by 
age of ltwband, by family type, Pennsylvania farm section, 1935-36 

(White oonrelief families that include a husband and wife, both Dative-born] 

AU family Family Husband's liP group (years) &YJ*l typal 

All-----------·------·----- S1, 471 $934 
t:nder 31'-----·------------ 1,443 11,150 
30-39------------·----·---- 1, li98 II, 179 
----------------------- 1,667 1,250 
50-811 .. --- ------------···-- 1,427 986 
GO or old«--------------- 966 797 

I For data for otber fann sectioD!! see table 24. 
I MediiUI based on few« tban 30 but more tban 8 cases. 
I Median uot computed lor few« than 10 cases. 

Family Family Family 
types 2 types4 types 6 
&lld3 lllld6 and 7 

$1,385 $1,485 $1, '1fj1 
1,380 (1) 1,646 
1,500 1,400 1,756 
1, 417 1,686 1,840 
1,173 1,479 1, 712 
'8i5 1,228 (1) 

Family 
types a 
&lld9 

S1, 891 
(I) 

1,865 
2,009 
1,847 

11,833 

The differences in the general income levels of the five type groups 
6t'-em to be related primarily to family composition-age of husband 
and wife, and the number of other family members aged 16 or more, 
potential workers in the farm enterprises. Families of types 8 and 9, 
ranking first, had more members 16 or older than any of the other 
four groups. In general, husbands were at an economically favorable 
age level; two-thirds were in the middle-age range 4o-59-old enough 
to have gained experience and build up working capital but not too 
old to manage a sizable business. . In contrast, in families of type 1 
with the lowest median income, almost half of the husbands were 60 
or older; there were no members other than the husband and wife to 
help earn the farm income. The lack of older sons and daughters 
to share in the family business may explain, in part at least, the 
lower in<'ome of the small than of the large families of similar age. 
For example, for families \\ith husbands in the age range 4049, 
those of type 1 had a median income of $1,250; those of types 8 and 9, 
$2,009 (table 30). Families in the latter type group had an average 
of 2.68 members 16 or older in addition to the husband and wife
more than twice as many persons old enough to make substantial 
oontributions to family income as in the husband-wife families of 
type 1. . 

The type groups that ranked high with respect to median income 
•·ere those that also had high net returns from farming. Income from 
the farm busin£>ss, money and norunoney, accounted for 79 to 89 
pert'.,ent o~ tbe total net ~a.mily income of ea<'h group. Average (mean) 
~et fllnn mcome of fanuhes of types 8 and 9 was $1,829; that of fami
lies ?f type ~ •. $882. The three other groups were in the same inter
mec.hate positions \\"hen ranked by average net farm income as when 
ranked by median family income (table 31). 
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TABu 31.-sotrJK"ES or FAIIILT JXC'OIIII: A~ • emovlll ered ~ t of fol4l 
Jo,.ur inc:owt• rkn·l'f'd _,,.,,. •f'«iMd -•· 6r /offtilr llflH ered i~ Pnt~ 
Nraia for'lft wcfiOJl,l 1935--36 

(1rbite ~familial tbat IDdude. ~ lllld wife, botb -iw-bom) 

Net~---

' i Not__.,. 
:l'amlly ~ md illtome · Fom-

~I M~UJ<t ! ~!rooa 
... (dollars) l ilies Form- _,.,. 

I 
Total diaD ... iD <1'0111 I I'IJmi!lbod -· st.......tmd produrU 

li~· 

I l\-8. Dfol. I Ptl. ! ~- l PW. Dtl. I PW.j ~- Ptl. De'., Pd. 
AI tnJes---------------- 2.0~ L65t 100 1 Ll83 M '/Ill 48 .lit • :r.1 1e 

1=!===. '---

Famil;r lTPe L •••••• , 3&7 L 105 1 100 I 88Z .. 467 a 425 • Zll • 
Not kaos... .••. I '1-313 ...... '"-5113 ---8i· "-974 -··u· • 411 

····· 
·~ 

-···· Net iatomell...... :M6 I. 108 100 8tl6 461 425 Zll ...-. ________ r--;-
~I 

100 - Tl :II 7 243 'lO til 21 
Dl-M ..•..•• , 142 IfO SiQO 80 %15 211 375 51 148 • I.IVQ-I.f99 •••• 10 1.2:10 100 9:'6 ;g ln1 41 - 38 254 21 
l.<nl-1.9!111 .••• 46 1. 747 100 1. 21<9 74 747 a 542 31 4-'8 • 
~!.~::i :II 2.317 100 2.003 80 1.442 62 621 27 254 II 

10 ~.~ 100 3.01l0 8:1 2.2118 61 78:1 21 888 18 

TJTe:l!udl ........ ~~ L531 100 •• 2117 85 7SO ... 517 :II :r:M 15 

Ntr."-·-······ I •-435 L.f35 ---85- "-L%13 ------ • 7'!1[1 

····· 
•o ------~tt ...... ______ 355 1.537 100 LU 7Si ... 546 :r:M 15 

..-. -------· 18 I'll ·-----
,., ------ -a ------ 322 ------ ~ j····u :0~0-W~.- ----- 78 772 100 610 ;g I !IV 2111 411 S3 

l.CJ"0-1.499 .••• 101 •• 241 11'0 958 Tl 4:-l 38 414 3!1 284 21 
1.500-1.9!111 --- Tl 1.688 10ol 1.456 85 1132 ... 62t 37 ml It 
!.CJ"0-2.1198.--- 51 2. 374 100 2.005 84 l.h 55 f/fl'1 211 • 1e a.ooo or over •• 27 3.650 100 a. 5.'io3 '11 2.743 75 810 22 '11 I 

T:rPf!l' IIDd $ •••••••• ~ 1.731 100 Ll63 19 i76 46 liB7 34 3168 21 

Netlossos.. •••••• I -168 --im· -128 ------ -8'18 ···u· 5711 '"it" -40 ------
~el~----- $56 I, 7311 1.310 ;g 783 11/Q - :n 

I A 'ftlr¥S .., "'-'d 1111 tbe totalaumbor o1 rami~ II! ftth dass. A..,._ - lo.o!ws .., IDdirar.d bJ' • 
lllinO!! sipL Far dostril'tioll ol i,__ from tilr ~ftM SOW<.,._. Gioss8ry. JD<Om-. F11m1 Family. 

1 i'emPntai!ES.., ~ 011 U.. 1.o&ti family i.Mome 1<1r- datF. PerePn~ d&stribotioiiO have - '
eomiiUted I<Jr f-.i\W ia lillY riMs i.ll .-bi<-b lbe IIY.,._ i.Mome from IIIIT aourae w.s -u .... 

1 For d~ta f« oelwr farm"""'"',.-~.>:. 
• Rl'l.....,.nts- JDODO>J' i....-from fan~~ plus,.,.._ or miiRI!' ~ill 'nlue ol Jlft!ltad[ ...... 

lllld ..01'5 s;oR<t I<Jr !PW bocweeJl tbo ~~and eod ol tbo ftpor1 ,. ... 
•lndu-ies earnin!:9 o1 fa!!lilJ' membfts from oeruoatiom ocher tlw! _._ <r1 tbe famDJ' farm. lllld 

_,,... iaenm<' fTom sudl ...,.,.,.. _... •- mornstrom iDVEStiDI'IIts. pensioDS. aDd lfifw. F .. -
k ei families baring 11011farm iDco11W from eanli!IP lllld otJ>. lllOlOel. - tables 34 aDd 5L 
1o. I A...,._ based oa ~ lbu I- 'IllY pera!DI ....... 

~ . 
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Average nonfarm money income differed far less among_ the type 

groups than average income from farming and did not follow the same 
pattern when the groups were ranked. Families of types 8 and 9 no 
longer were highest; their nonfarm money income, averaging $250, 
was only $27 above that of families of type 1. 

The difference between the average total family income of families 
of tvpes 8 and 9 and those of type l, $974, was practically all, $947; 
a difference in net farm income. That the larger families must have 
had more profitable and probably more extensive farm enterprises 
than the smaller, older families of type l is indicated by their net 
money returns (adjusted) from this business-$1,027 compared with 
$457. Nonmoney returns were greater also. Families of the former 
types received an average of $802 in the form of housing for the year, 
food, fuel, and other products from their farms; families of the latter 
type, $425, a little more than half as much. The greater supplies of 
!ann-furnished food consumed by the large families accounts for much 
of the difference in nonmoney farm income; but the value of their 
housing was higher, also. (See p. 93 for a further discussion of income 
in kind received by families in the five type groups.) 

TABLE 32.-PEii CAPITA INCOME: Average t income received per person, by family 
type, Middle Atlantic, Nort~ Central, and New England farm sections, 1!JS5-36 

[White nonrelief families that include a husband and wifP, both native·bom) 

Family tyJll' No. New Pt-nn•yl- Ohio Michi· Wiscon- Dlinois Iowa Vermont 1ersey vaoia gan sin 
---------------------

AU ty(lt'~ _ ........... $432 $351 $352 $336 $313 $451 $28& $318 
------

L--- ---------- 618 &1..1 581 540 601 751 462 5.13 
2 and 3 .......... 540 443 354 365 394 461 297" 390 
4 and 6 .......... 440 405 356 ~16 336 480 296 348 
6 and 7 .......... 318 29() 2-'5 204 227 275 202 228 
Band 9 .......... 285 230 200 223 195 277 164 184 

I 

' A VPfa!II!S are based on the total number of year-equivalent persons in each t'lass. 

The lower returns from farming received by the families of type 1 
may have been due in part to a tendency to operate fewer acres; The 
median size of farms of operators 60 or older (the age of almost half 
the husbands in families of this type) was 35 acres as compared with 
59 for operators in the age range 4Q-59 (the age of two-thirds of the 
husbands in the families of types 8 and 9). Whether the older fam
ilies were owners or renters, they tended to live on smaller farms 
(table 27). It is not surprising, therefore, that the median incomes 
of both the owning and the renting families of type 1 were appreciably 
lower than the median incomes of similar tenure groups of types 8 
and 9, as is shown below: 

Media• mcome of-

Family-type group: Ooontr~ l<mtml 

8 and 9------------------------------ $1,914 $1, 839 
6 and 7------------------------------ 1, 788 1, 738 
4 and s______________________________ 1, 493 1, 454 
2 and 3------------------------------ 1, 306 1, 478 
~----------------------------------- 897 1,275 

The level of li\"ing that a family may attain with a given income 
depends not only on the size of the income but also on the size of the 
lamily. Since the number of persons to be maintained ranged from 
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an average of 2.03 in t~l families 11 to 9.03 in families of t~pes 8 
and 9, average income per capita gives a somewhat better picture of 
the relative well-being of families in the different type groups than 
does their rank by total family income. 

Although families of t.ype 1 received the lowest av~rage in<'ome per 
family, they hod the highe!lt avem!!e income per person. Tht>ir per 
capita income was more than twice as great as that of the larger 
families of types 8 and 9, $543 as compared with $230 (tahle 32). 

In using per capita income as evidence of differences in potential 
levels of living of the type groups, one mu!'lt bear in mind that t~uch 
figures take no account of the fact that many goods and services are 
consumed on a family rather than on an individual basis, and that 
age and sex of family members are factors in determining commmption 
requirements. Obviously, it. would not be necessary for a family of 
four to have twice as la~e an income as a family of two in order to 
have a similar level of livmg. There can be no doubt, however, that · 
the small average income per capita available to the largest familif's 
is evidence that their ec.onomic position was less favorable than tht>ir 
median total income might indicate. Many of the large families 
must have had difficulty in providing a living that would meet current 
standards of adequacy. 

Sources of Income 
Families of Type 1 

Husband and wife only; median age of husband, 59 years 

Nonrelief families of type 1, husband and wife only, in the Penn
sylvania section had a median income below that of the other tvpe 
groups but ranked first with respect to per capita. income. Total 
family income averaged $1,105, 80 percent of which was derived from 
the farm business and 20 percent from nonfarm earnings, investments, 
and the like. 

Net income from farming averaged $882, of which a little more than 
half, $457, was adjusted money income and a little less than half, 
$425, nonmonev income received in the form of occupancy of the 
farm dwelling, ·farm-furnisht-d food, fuel, and other products (table 
31). The low money returns (as compared with those of the other 
type &'fOUps) indicate that a larger proportion of the families in t.his 
than m the other type groups must have operated smallt-r or lt-ss 
productive farms. 

Fanus were owned by ~3 percent of these type-1 families, a larger 
proportion than in any of the other types except 4 and 5. These two 
groups ranking at the top with t·espect to farm ownership were also the 
two m which the median age of husband was highest. Types 2 and 
3 and types 6 and 7, younger than the other groups, had relatively 
fewt>r farm-owning families, 61 percent (table 33). 

Money receipts from sourc.es other than the operated farm averaged 
$223 for type-1 families; of this income, $154 was from earnings and 
the remainder from pensions, returns on nonfarm investments, and 
money gifts. No other family-type group had such low aYerage 
~nonfarm earnings. None had such high average nonfarm income 
from other sources or so large a proportion of families having such 
receipts-a reflection, perhaps, of the greater age of the type-1 group 
(table 34). 
· 11 Becaus<' the cla.!siflcation by family type .,.., bASed on year-equlval""t per90118, lyp&-1 families may 

IDclndtta child or o1ber person for fewer Ulan 71 weeks. See Olc.ossary, Family Type. 
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fABLII 33.--owsnro FAIIILIE8 1 BY FAIIILT TYPB Al!i'D INCOIIB: Number aflll 

percenta{le of familia of apeciji.ed typea operolint Dumed farma, by ifiC01rl8, 
Penn~ulvania and IUinoia farm aedions, 1935-S6 

(Wblte 110mclid familicll that include a huslmld and 11ife, both Dative-born) 

Families of specified types o11"JtiDg lllnDs • 
s- IUid ftlmUy-fncome 

d&lll ( dOJlara) 
AU 1 2and3 fend& 6and7 8&Ddl 

PltNNBfiVAJoo'U. ~Pd. No. Pd. No. Pt1. No.I Pd. No. Pd. No. Pd. 
AliiDoome d88lel .••••••• 74 305 83 216 61 646 83 255 G1 117 74 

,j= 
(I) (J) (I) (I) 0 0 (I) Nd los!leB .••••••••••• 6 (J) 1 1 ------

Net inoomu ••••••••• J.fll( 74 304 83 215 61 6t3 83 255 61 1G7 76 

&-4911_ ------------ 92 85 M 92 13 72 15 83 4 <t e (1)83 
500-9911 ... -------- 3M 80 12l\ 8i 51 G5 126 fi6 3l 31 
1,006-1,4119.------ 341 71 67 81 114 62 131 78 51 &6 28 78 
1,500-1,9119. ------ 285 '/0 36 78 46 60 104 ll4 84 60 36 G5 
2.006-2,9119----- •• 27'9 '/0 11 73 25 411 lUI 83 '/0 61 411 74 
a.ooo or o.oer ..•.. 133 74 6 liO 16 fill 61 ll4 12 73 211 78 

= 
ILUIIOIS 

AU IDoome d--------- 271 32 ,. 40 36 11 125 3!1 22 11 10 40 

=s 

, 
(I) (I) Net'-------·----- (I) 0 1 (I) 1 1 0 

-----Net 1Doo111811 •• ----- 1168 32 71 3l II 12i 3U 21 18 10 -
&-4911 ------------ 10 40· 5 0 (I) 3 (I) 1 (I) 1 (I) 
500-9911 ... -------- 48 33 :M 5 16 12 33 4 21 I (I) 
1,006-1,4119 ....... 62 26 17 13 22 26 36 4 10 2 ~ 1,500-1.9119 ....... 43 23 ' 4 ' 25 33 s 19 0 
2.006-2.1199 .. ----- 110 36 13 6 19 35 41 4 Ill 2 (I) 
3,000orover ..... 45 68 11 6 55 23 61 3 (I) 2 (I) 

• Fo.mt11es that owned any part of tbe opert\led fBI'm at any time dming tbe report year. 
• PettoentageS are basPd on tbe eorresponding number of families in each class (table 51). 
• Pert'elltages not eomputed for fewer than 10 cases. 

TABLB 3-l.-NONFARII IIONET INCOIII!f OTHER THAN IIARNINGS: I Pu~e of 
familiea lulllint aonfarm money income from aourcea other t.l&an eaminta, and 
arerage amount received, bu family type and income. PennaylMnia farm section,' 
1995--$6 

I White nonrelief families that IDcludl!l a hosbend and wire, both native-born) 

Famlly-tnMme elan 

(dollara) -Type Types Types Types I Types Type ITypesiTypes,Types Types 
1 2andl tand6 6and7 8andll 1 2and3!iand5•6andi8and8 

Per~llt Pereetat PerNIII Pn....U Pcrt%•t ~ Dtllllln nou.n Doll4n lJoiHft 
AD Income clasaea....... 3l. a 22.8 216.6 111.5 17.3 70 35 M 32 26 

Famtlies of ~Jli!Cified types hAving non- A -..nge' 110nfacm money ineome 
farm DlllDeJ' income o~ than otb<>r than Mrnings reoei\'ed by 
eatnings families of specified types 

N"t lo-. ...... ____ (') '"22:8' (') 
""iii~~- ---i7X • 2-'iO ------ 128 ----32-

------Net l.llcomea ........ 3l.! 36.4 '/0 35 G5 ..... ___________ 
339 27.8 22-2 .0 -------- 40 15 30 0 0 ---··------- 23.2 21.1 :lll.4 13.2 16.7 29 17 30 31 15 

I,IOH,499 ... - •• 39.8 18.1 :H.O 13.2 8.3 50 16 40 23 li 
IJ'0)-1.11911 ....... liO.O 31.8 23.4 17.8 14.8 197 34 42 17 8 
2.c:n.-2.m ....... 411.2 27.5 32.4 21.0 18.2 158 811 68 30 37 
a,wo or O>"fT ---- 40.0 17.0 tLO 40.0 12.4 173 77 26l !16 i6 
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Husbands contributed 84 percent of the nonfarm earnings, an 
average of $130 per family; wives' contributions av.-ragt>d $9; and 
income from roomers and boarders, $15 (table 51). Relativt>ly more 
of the husbands earned in type-1 families than those of the other type 
groups exct"pt 2 and 3. They must have bt't>n employed for shorter 
periods or at lower rates, however, since their anrage earnings per 
worker were lower, as is shown below: 

Por«Y14• 
of 

l!IR!Ib 
Family-type group: Hmitof 

1---------------------------- 31 2and 3----------------------- 32 
f and 5-----------· ----------- 29 
6and 1----------------------- 25 
8 and 9----------------------- 15 

Families of Types 2 and 3 

Arv• ..,;",. 
'IN' 

ltWJaftl 
$417 

560 
677 
522 
623 

I'PJffftlo" of 
ttottfar• ,., •• 

;..,. Mrird 
fro• ....... 

M 
91 
65 
75 
31 

Average size 3.46 persons; 1.45 children under 16; median age of husbands, 37 
years -

Families of types 2 and 3, with no children 16 or older, tended to 
be younger than those of other type groups; the median age of hus
bands was 37 years. Twenty-three percent of the husbands were 
under 30, a larger proportion than in any other type group. The 
average total family income of the nonrelief familes of types 2 and 3 
was $1,531, of which 85 percent was net returns from farm operation 
and 15 percent nonfarm earnings and other nonfarm receipts such as 
pensions, interest, and rents. 

The average net farm income of these families, $1,297, was more 
than $400 higher than that of families of type 1 but was below that 
for the other type groups. Net farm money income, adjusted for de
ferred sales, averaged $750; nonmoney income from farm-furnished 
housing, food, and other products, $547. Both averages were below 
those for the larger, older families of types 4 and 5, 6 and 7, and 8 
and 9. 

About three-fifths, 61 percent, of these families were owners. The 
median income of the owning families was somewhat lower than that 
of the renters, $1,306 as compared with $1,478. The owned farms 
may have been somewhat smaller than the rented as was true for all 
type groups combined (table 47). Some of these younger operators 
buying land may not have had the working capital for farming large 
tracts, since their funds may have been used for mortgage payments 
rather than for purchases of machinery and livestock. Non farm in
come of the two tenure groups may have differed, too; tabulations 
which would tell whether such differences existed are lacl..-ing. 

With no sons and daughters 16 or older to earn, husbands c-On
tributed 91 percent of the nonfarm earnings which averaged $199 per 
family (based on all families). Nonfarm earnings were but little more 
than one-eighth of the aggregate net family income of the group; but 
they were a larger proportion, 22 percent, of the total net money in
come. Since three-fifths of the families had no nonfarm earnings, an 
appreciable number must have had earnings amounting t.o.much more 
than one-fourth of the monl'y available for buying the goods and 
services that the farm does not provide for family living. 
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Families of Types 4 and 5 

A'·erage size 4.28 persons; 0.85 children under 16; 1.43 persons (other than hus
band and wife) 16 or older; median age of husbands, 52 years 

Families of types 4 and 5 occupied an intermediate income position 
among the type groups in this Pennsylvania section. Their median 
income of $1,485 was higher than that of the older families of type 1 
and of the younger families of types 2 and 3 with no children 16 or 
~lder. Ranking above them were types 6 and 7, which included 
fewer families with husbands aged 60 or older, and types 8 and 9, 
which also tended to be somewhat younger and, in addition, had more 
members 16 or older to contribute labor to the farm enterprise. · 

The more well-to-do families of types 4 and 5 tended to have more 
members 16 or older, other than husband and wife, than ~id those in 
the lower-income groups. For example, the average number of such 
members in families in the class $Q-$499 was 1.17; in the class $3,000 
-or over, 1.51 (table 64). . _ 

Average net family income was $1,731, 79 percent of which was 
-derived from the farm business, 21 from nonfarm sources. Net in-
-come from farming averaged $1,363; money income, adjusted- for de..:' 
ferred sales; accounted for 57 percent of this sum, or $776. Farm
furnished housing, food, iuel, and other products bad an average value 
-of $587, somewhat more than two-fifths of the net returns from farming. 

More than four-fifths, 83 percent, of these families owned their 
farms-the same proportion as of the older type-1 families. Average 
net income from farming received by the families of types 4 and 5 was 
half again as great as that received by those of type 1. With at least 
one person 16 or older other than husband and wife to help with the 
farm business, the former families may have been able to operate 
somewhat larger farms than the latter, or to save on expenditures for 
1abor. 

Nonfarm money income, averaging $368, was higher for families of 
types 4 and 5 than for any other type group; average earnings, $304, 
.also were higher; and average receipts from pensions, interest, gifts, 
and the like, $64, ranked second. Husbands contributed about two
thirds of the total earnings; sons, daughters, and others (not husband 
-or wife), about one-fourth. Contributions of wives and net receipts 
from roomers and boarders provided the remainder. The husbands 
·who had nonfarm employment had average earnings of $677, an 
amount larger than that of any other type group (table 36). Some 
may have been part-time farmers on small tracts near cities. 

Families of Types 6 and 7 

Average size 6.54 persons; 3.73 children under 16; 0.83 persons (other than hus
band and wife) 16 or older; median age of husbands, 39 years 

Families of types 6 and 7 had a median income of "$1,767-higher 
than that of any other type group sa\""e 8 and 9. This favorable income 
position is related to the age distribution of the families. Only 8 per
-eent. of the husbands were under 30 and but 2 percent, 60 or older· 
few were just beginning business and few had passed their prime. :fu 
!lone of the other groups were as many as 90 percent of the husbands 
m the age range 3Q-59. 
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Approximately two-thirds of the families of these two types had 
three or more children under 16 and no members 16 or older except 
the husband and wife (table 66). Many of the children in such fami
lies, however1 must have been in their early teens and able to help 
with the vanous tasks to be done on a farm. Among the families 
that had older sons and daughters at home, many had two or more 
such potential contributors to the farm business. On the whole, 
therefore, husbands and wives in this type group doubtless had more 
assistance from other family members than did husbands and wives 
in the younger families of types 2 and 3. Responsibilities for family 
maintenance must have been heavier in the former group, however, 
since families were larger. 

Sixty-one percent of the families of types 6 and 7 owned their farms. 
The median income of these owners was somewhat above that of the 
renters, $1,788 as compared with $1,738. This difference may reflect 
larger net receipts by the owners from farming, from nonfarm enter
prises, or from both sources. 

The farm business provided 89 percent of the aggregate net income 
of the families of types 6 and 7, an average of $1,690 per family. Of 

·this, adjusted farm money income accounted for $1,010; nonmoney 
income, $680. These families, therefore, had almost as high money 
returns from their farms as the higher-income families of types 8 and 9; 
but they had less income in kind (table 31). 

Net money income from nonfarm sources averaged $203. Earnings 
averaged $172, a smaller amount than in any other group except type 1. 
Husbands provided 75 percent of the aggregate earnings; wives, 3; 
sons and daughters, 20; and the family enterprise of keeping roomers 
and boarders, the balance (table 51). 

Families of Types 8 and 9 

Average size 9.03 persons; 4.23 children under 16; 2.68 persons (other than hue. 
band and wife) 16 or older; median age of husbands, 47 years 

Families of types 8 and 9 had a median income of $1,891, which 
was higher than the medians for the other type groups. Among the 
economic families of both of these types were some which included two 
married couples, an older husband and wife and a married son or 
daughter. The average number of persons 16 or older, in addition to 
husband and wife, was 2.68. Many of the families, therefore, must 
have had two men or a man and older boy to assume responsibility for 
the farm business. 

Net income from farming averaged $1,829 and provided 88 percent 
of total family income. Of this, $1,027 was adjusted money income; 
$802, nonmoney income. Farm-furnished food, with an average value 
of $512 per family, accounted for more than half of this income in 
kind; housing, for $270; fuel, ice, and other products, for $20. (See 
table 61 and p. 93 for a ftuther discussion of the nonmoney income 
received by the different family-type groups.) 

.Approximately three-fourths, 74 percent, of these families were full
or part-owners of the land they operated. The median income of the 
owners, $1,914, was appreciably higher than that of the renters, 
$1, 839. .As has been said, this difference may reflect differences not 
only in !eturns from farming but also in nonfarm income. 
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Xonfarm money income, averaging $250, constituted only 12 per
eent of aggregate net income of &he families of types 8 and 9, but it was 
one-fourth of their total adjusted money income (farm and nonfarm). 
With so many members 16 or older, it might be expect~ that nonfarm 
Mrnings of the families would have been considerably above those of 
the other types; however, the average per family, $225, was appreciably 
less than ihat for &he smaller families of types 4 and 5. Only 30 
percent of the families of the former types, as compared with 50 
percent of the latter, had such earnings. Relatively few, 15 percent, · 
of the husbands of families of types 8 and 9 had money receipts from 
nonf&l'lll f'llterprises. Sons, daughters, and others (not husband or 
wife) contributed a little more than one-third, 34 percent, of aggregate 
eami.ng9-a larger proportion than in any other type group. 

Intersectional C:O.parisons oltl.e Family-Type Groups (Nonrelief Families) 

Income levels 

Differences in the general income level of nonrelief families in the 
t>ight sections should be borne in mind in this intersectional comparison 
of the type groups (table 46). In the three sections nere median 
incomes of all nonrelief .families were comparatively high (lllinois, 
Pennsylvania, and New Jersey), the median income of each family-type 
group t.mded to be highec than that for the same family type in the 
other five sections. In Iowa, which ranked lowest in general income 
level, the median income of families in each type group was lower than 
that for the corresponding type in the other sections. In Michigan 
and Y ennont, medians for specific family types also tended to hold 
the lowt>r ranks; whereas those in Ohio and W .LSConsin occupied an 
intermNliate position. 

Familit>S of type 1, which ranked below the other four type groups 
~ith ~t to median income in the Pennsylvania section, also ranked 
low~t in the sevt>n other sections. Relativt>ly more of the husbands in 
falllilies of this type were 60 or older than in the other four groups in 
all sections ncept Illinois and Iowa, where the proportion in types 8 
and 9 1ras the same or larger. It may be assumed, therefore, that 
age and family size (lack of oldec sons and daughters to help with the 
f&l'lll enterprii;(>) were factors in determining the comparatively low
income lenl of the type-1 group. These small families suffered some 
disadvantage, also, with respect to nonmoney income from fa~ 
furnished food; insofar as the value placed on products c.onsumed by 
the family exCHded cash that would have been received from sales, 
the larger familit>S received more income from production of compar
able quantities of foodstuffs. Although median income of these two
person families was low, per capita inc.ome was above that of the other · 
four type ~ups in all ~tions (tables 32 and 35). 

The mN.ian income of families of types 8 and 9 was higher than tha$ 
of the other type groups in six of the eight sections, including Penn
sylvania; in X ew Jersey, it ranked fourth and in Ohio, third. Average 
size of family was greater in this th&n in any other type group. Doubt
less the J"t"latinly Ia~ number of older sons and daughters helped the 
families achieve thell' favorable income rank. But, bec.ause these 
families were so large, average per capita income 1ras below that of 
~ othH four type groups, except in Illinois and in Mic~aan, where 
'' 1ras a little greater than that of families of types 6 and 7. , 
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TABLa 35.-JNCOMB: Quartile• of family iru:ome, by family t~, Middk Atlantic. 
North Central, and New England farm rectiona, 19.1o-tJ6 

(Wblte non.,.lwf families that Include a busbend and •ire, both naeive-boro) . 
Pam'ly type 1 

No. 
Fim I Me-l Third quar- d. quar-
tile I8D tile 

First 1 111~ I Third 

tile tile 
qnar-~ dian quar-

NEW JERSEY PE:NNSYLYANIA 

$62-'j 
1
s1, oo. $1134 

1sl,434 •--·-··-------- $1,677 SAIO 
2 ani! 3 ...•••.. 1,042 1,625 2.500 9.>2 1,3><5 1,8f.9 
4 and 5 ..•.•... l,ro7 1,601 2. 571 11\l() 1,485 2.1"8 
I ao1 7 .••.•••• I, 290 1.8118 2. 4-46 I, 343 I, 767 2. 343 
Bandt ....... 1117 1,500 2.583 1, 34-4 1,891 2.625 

I 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS 

1. _____________ 
s;50 ls1. 145 ls1. 6"...'; $910 $1.283 $1,804 

2 and 3.. ...... 957 1.293 1.661 1.050 1,443 1.951 
4 and IL •••••. I, 0'25 1,372 1,838 1,238 I, 735 2. 414 
II and 7 ........ gllg 1.302 I. 719 1.112 1,466 2.016 
Band 11 •••••••• 150 I, 3811 1,1129 11,271 11,896 12,625 

1 For description or ramily ty~ S<'e Glossary, Family Type. 
• Median and quartiles based on 25 cases. 

First I Me-l Third quv- d. quar-
tile 1Bn tile 

Pir.t I M~ I Thi~ 
q~i,;"- dian q;JJ:"" 

OHIO MICHIGAN 

I I 

$714 S957 ,1,400 $601 S912 Sl, a.;• 
821 I, 171 1,497 823 I, 143 I, 521 
1172 1.360 I. 795 762 1.185 I.MJ: 

1. 007 1,400 1,892 944 1.194 1. 471 
m I, 325 1,990 969 1.450 2.15& 

IOWA VERMONT 

$571 $851 $1.154 $699 $988 $1,352 
648 982 1,364 875 1.171 1,521 
631 1,014 1, 506 917 1,304 I. 737 
782 1.(}19 1.411 '803 1,219 1.914 

11150 11,219 12,100 958 1,400 1, 875-

Families of types 2 and 3 had median incomes that ranked next to 
the lowest (fourth place) in all sections save New Jersey, where they 
ranked second. These were the younger families; the median age of 
husbands ranged from 37 to 42 years in the eight sections and was 
below that of the other type groups. There were no sons and 
dau~hters 16 or older to help with the farm work. The average size of 
family was about 3.5 persons-fewer than in any other group save type 1. 
It is not surprising, therefore, that per capita. income of these families 
was comparatively high, ranking second in all sections except Ohio 
where it was only slightly below that of types 4 and 5 which held 
second place. 

Families of types 4 and 5 and types 6 and 7 were less consistent than 
the other three groups in their ranking by median income. The latter 
group, types 6 and 7, ranked first or second in five of the sections; 
third in three. The former, types 4 and 5, ranked second in four sec
tions and third in four, including Pennsylvania. · Differences between 
the medians for the two groups were less than $100 in five sections and 
more than $200 in three. An appreciably greater proportion of the 
husbands in types 4 and 5 than in types 6 and 7 were aged 60 or more-
an age handicap; but families of the former group had more members 
16 or older to help with the farm enterprise. 

Differences in the ranking of the median incomes of the type groups 
· from one section to another have several possible explanations. In the 

sections in which the general income level of all families tended to be 
low, as in Iowa, income differences among the type groups tended to 
be comparatively small and, therefore, may have been affected by 
sampling fluctuations. The composition of the type groups differed 
somewhat among the sections; for example, there were relatively more 
of type-6 families and fewer of those of type 7 in some sections than 
in others. The proportion of older families in the groups differed also. 
Local attitudes toward limitation of family size, attitudes of older 
sons and daughters toward remaining on the farm, and opportunities 
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for them to find employment elsewhere doubtless helped to determine 
family c.omposition, especially in the more well-to-do half of the 
population. The large family with older children might be more 
characteristic of the upper-income group in some sections than in 
others. 

Sources of Income 

Families of Type 1 

Families of type 1 made less from their farms than did those in 
the other four type groups in all eight sections; they ranked lowest with 
respect to net farm income (money and nonmoney)-the same posi
tion they held when ranked by median family income. Average 
adjusted money income from farming was below that of the other type 
groups, as was income in kind used for family living. 

The relationship between adjusted money income and income in 
kind as components of total income of type-1 families differed among 
the sections. In Illinois, average adjusted money income was more 
than double the average value of farm-furnished housing, food, and 
other products; in Iowa, the latter was slightly greater, as is shown 
below: · 

Farm section: 
Illinois _________________________ _ 
Wisconsin ______________________ _ 
New Jersey _____________________ _ 
Ohio ___________________________ _ 
Michigan _______________________ _ 
Vermont _______________________ _ 
Pennsylvania ___________________ _ 
Iowa __________ --------- ___ ------

A•erage net farm intome of families of type 1 

Total 
$1,384 
1,095 
1,032 
1, 011 

957. 
950 
882 
877 

Adj!LBted 
monev 
$953 

607 
597 
552 
626 
526 
457 
431 

Nonmon•v 
$-131 
488 
435 
459 
331 
424 
425 
446 

The tendency for income in kind to exceed net money returns from 
farming at low-income levels has already been discussed. With the 
unusually low family income prevailing in Iowa during the year of the 
survey, due largely to drought, the greater importance of nonmoney 
farm receipts as a component of total income here than in the other 
sections is not surprising. 

Average nonfarm earnings of these two-person, type-1 families were 
below those of the other family-type groups in five of the sections; 
they ranked fourth in two and held first place in one. That type-1 
families l:€nded to earn less than the others may have been due to their 
composition-the greater age of the husbands and the lack of older 
sons and daughters to help earn. Intersectional differences in nonfarm 
earnings of all family types combined were considerable (table 12). 
In general, the sections m which average earnings of all families were 
rel~ttively high were those in which earnings of the different family
type groups were also high, but there were some exceptions. Average 
earnings of type-1 families in the eight sections ranged from $26 in 
Iowa to $155 m New Jersey (table 52). The kind of industry or of 
agriculture prevalent, as well as the number of workers employed, may 
~ave been related to these intersectional differences in average earn
mg-s of h~sbands; older men, of whom there were many in the type-1 
group, nught have been more acceptable for employment in some types 
of work than in others. 
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The proportion of husbands in these families that earned at non
farm undertakings ranged from 12 percent in Ohio to 31 percent in 
Pennsylvania. The ranking of the two-person families showed no 
consistency in this respect from one section to another (table 36). 

TABLB 36.-I'AIIILT I:ARNI:RII AND I:ARNINGII DOll NONFARM IIOURCII:II:I NumlJn 
and percentage ofluubortlh and numbn of toitu having earning• from eource1 
other thofl the operaud farm, al'flrage amount. earned, and percentage of total 
nonfarm earning• derived from htubonlh, toi~~U, and othtJTI, by family type, Mid
dle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm eection•, 1935-36 

(While Domel!ef families that Include a husband ud wife, both Dative-born] 

State 8Dd famlly-type I 
No. 

lriWRUIT 

Penous bavlnlf nonfarm A ver&l!8 I I!III'D- PerceoCa!!e 1 of nonfarm 
earnings inp per penoD earuinp derived from-

~~- 1----------------1~--------·~--~----~----
Husbands WIV111 = Wife ~~ Wives Otbenl 

N•• Ntrra- Prr- N•• ... ... cenl I llcr Dollar• Dollar~ P!rtrnt Pcfflflt Ptrttffl 

.All Q-pea. ··············-·· 
7111 UIO :10 44 839 3711 61.8 7.7 26.8 

····---·················- 199 33 17 14 838 437 fill. I 19.8 
------~i 

liBDd •--••••·-···••••· 140 30 21 8 1107 397 87.7 10.2 
4 and'--·····-········ 287 67 ·:JO 14 728 281 61.1 4.8 38.7 
8 8Dd 7 •••••••••••••••••• 1011 30 29 6 1.1n 276 71.9 2.8 24.7 

8 Uld "-·-·············· 60 10 17 a 1132 693 37.2 8.3 411.7 
= -- = 

PlbiXUL1'.t.IOA 

.All t)'Jiell •••••••••••••• ____ 2, 023 667 28 70 1187 270 72.7 ... 2 18.4 

1 .••••••••••••••••• ·-··- 367 114 81 13 417 2S7 84.1 6. D •••• 
2 ud •---·············· 366 116 a2 12 660 m 111. o 4. 8 ---M 
4 ud 5.................. &.'ill 193 29 32 677 307 66. 2 4. D 26. 8 
8 aDd 1--··············· 416 102 26 11 522 189 74.6 2. D 19. II 
8 ud 11.................. 226 33 16 2 623 t 153 61. 4 • 8 34 II 

===== = 
OHIO 

.AU t}'Jies ••••••••••••••••••• 
~--+----r---r----~----lr---·r----~---~----

818 160 :10 20 466 132 70.0 2.5 26.1 

1. ----- •••••••••••••••••• 
liBDd 3--······-·••••• 
4 aDd 5 •••••••••••••••••• 
II and 1--········-------

236 
117 
312 
106 

28 
31 
63 
31 

12 II M7 
26 2 262 
20 7 453 
29 1 6.'i1 

45 94.8 2.7 
• 545 86.8 11.6 .o 

153 58.4 2.2 36.0 
156 84.4 .2 14.0 

8 aDd "----··-------·-··l===l===l===l===l===l===i===l=~=l=~.,;, ~ 7 Ill 1 484 •:ao 36.8 .2 62.7 

147 19 27 4fi0 250 70.0 7.1 20.1 .All ~}'pes................... 784 
~--+----~---~----~----1~---~---~---~----l_______________________ 236 

2 8lld 3_______________ 152 

4 aDd 5.................. 296 
II and 7 ---············· 71 

39 
36 
67 
D 
8 

17 
24 
111 
13 
:10 

9 
7 

' 2 
0 

853 346 75.7 
525 281 89.5 
4114 148 68.7 
381 IJM 57.7 
407 26.11 8 8Dd "---------······· 30 F===l==~===p===F===r-===1=== 

"WIIIOOif1llf 

17.1 12.1 
9.3 .0 
3.3 24.6 
6.1 35.2 
.0 73.1 

= 

.All ~}'pes................... 783 lUI Ill 
-----1-----r----r----~-----r----~---~----lr----

18 248 358 67.2 15.1 13.2 

'-------················· 121 22 17 
2 and 3----·····-······ 178 34 19 

6 374 170 80.4 9.9 
------~i & 284 ml 70.8 26.9 

4 aDd~------------------ 247 36 15 8 122 282 52.3 20.1 22.0 
II aDd 7.................. 174 33 11 1 238 166 68.6 .8 27.9 
8 and ~~-----·······--·· 611 1 2 0 1966 37.8 .0 62.2 

=~ II 481 651 

:: 1:: ____ :~: 3 495 S."lO 
2 488 I 538 110.8 7. 7 . 5 
1 492 1640 52.8 1.11 44.8 
0 458 62.4 .0 33.8 
0 245 16.1 .0 84 .• 

= = 

ILLINOI8 

All t}'Jies ••••••••••• --------~_ata __ ~_n_•+---t'+----l----~-----1-----l~--
1------------------------ 3111 27 14 
2 and 3.................. 183 26 14 
4 and 6----·-··········· 317 48 16 
6 and'------··········· 118 14 12 
8 and "-------·········· 35 a =='2=1===,'==::~~;;;;;;;;;;;;;;!=,;;;~ 11. 

&!e footnotes at end ot table. 
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TABLE 36.-FAMlLY EARNERS AND EARNINGS FROM NONFARM SOURCES: 1 Number 

and per~entage of husbat'lds and number of wives having ear>~ings from 8ources 
other than the operated'jarm, average amounts earned, and percentage of total 
nonfarm earnings derived from husbands, wives, and olhers, by family t11pe, Mid
dle Atlantic, North Central, and New Englat'ldfarm sections, 1935-36-Continued 

[White nonrellef families that include a husband and wife, both native-hom) 

Persons having nonwm Average• earn- Percen~t of nonfarm 
earnings ings per person earnings derived from-

State and family-type • 
No. ~~:- 1----------~---1----~~---1---~-----.---

Husbands Wives Hus
band Wife ::~s Wives Others• 

-------1--1--...,......--1------------~-

Num- Num-
WWA ber 

Num
ber 

93 

Per· 
um• 

13 
ber DoUarB Dollar• Ptret'llt Ptrufll Percent 

All types................... 712 8 268 95 70. 3 :1.1 23. & 

L...................... 195 26 13 6 168 135 85.0 13.1 I .It 
2 and L................ 165 21 13 1 463 • 10 95. 1 • 1 • & 
hnd5 ....•.•.•.•.••.••. 215 20 9 2 216 138 41.6 .7 52.3-
6 and 7.................. 105 24 23 0 2.11 .••••.•• 78.0 • 0 19.lt 
8 and 9.................. 32 2 6 0 • 258 ..•...•. 26.1 .o 72.1 

VERMONT 

All types................... 513 145 28 24 348 314 67.2 10.1 15.S --------------1--
L------------·------·· 119 30 2/i 10 208 269 59.3 25.5 
2 and 3.................. 78 26 33 5 369 208 86.6 11.4 
4 and 5.·--·-····--····· 191 M 28 9 351 423 58.1 11.7 
6 and L................ 83 29 35 0 400 .••...•. 81.0 .o 
8 and •---···-·········· 42 6 14 0 233 •••••••. 44.2 .0 

······:o. 
25. g. 
8. g. 

47.1> 

' Earnings classified as "nonfarm" Include earnings from occupations other than operation of the famUy 
farm. See 0 lossary, Income, Farm Family: Money Income from Sources Other Than the Operated Farm. 

I For description of family types see Glossary, Family Type. 
I A veragee are based on tbe corresponding number of husbands and wives having nonfarm earnings (table-

61). 
• Percentages are based on the total nonfarm earnings in each class (table 51). They may not add t~ 

100 percent sinoe total nonfarm earnings include earnings not allocated to individual family .members, such 
as earnings from roomers and boarders. . 

• The percentage of total nonfarm earnings reoelved from persons under 16 years of age was negligible. 
See table 61. 

• Peroentsges are based on the total number of husbands in each class. This Is the same as the total num-
ber of families sinoe all families included in this study contained both husband and wife. 

I 0.050 percent or lPss. 
• A vel'8gl' based on fewer than 3 cases. 
I Earnings derived from persons who were members of the economic family fewer than 27 weeks. See

Glossary, Year-equivalent Person. 

Average nonfarm income other than earnings, such as pensions~ 
interest from investments, rents, and cash gifts, was consistently 
higher for families of type 1 than for those of types 2 and 3 or types: 
6 and 7, in which husbands were appreciably younger. When com
pared with the two other type groups in which the median age or 
husbands was usually 50 or more (types 4 and 5 and types 8 and 9)~ 
the positions of the three groups differed from one section to another. 
In all sections, however, income from this source was comparatively 
small for every type group; for type-1 families it ranged from aDJ 
average of $31 in Iowa to $103 in Ohio (table 58). 

Families of Types 2 and 3 

Families of types 2 and 3 ranked fourth among the five type groups 
11-ith respect to net farm income in all sections except New Jersey, 
where they ranked first. Their median family incomes also ranked 
fourth in these seven sections. Average value of farm-furnished ho~ 
ing, food, and other products was consistently lower than that of the 
other type groups in which families were larger, ranking just above the 
low average of the type-I families. In all sections except Iowa, aver-
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age adjusted money income from farming was greater than nonmoney 
farm income for family living, as is shown below: 

A..,.ag• Rd ~rm meomt of familltl of trpu f and S 
Ad.i11"1d 

Farm !!eetion: Tot41 ....,,.., Non"'"""' 
~ewJe~Y-------------------- $1,632 $1,043 $589 
Illinois________________________ 1, 510 1, 020 490 
Pennsylvania __________________ 1,297 750 547 
lVnreonmn _____________________ 1,275 753 522 
Vennont______________________ 1, 136 651 485 
Ohio __________________________ 1,091 574 517 
Michigan______________________ I, 081 705 376 
Iowa__________________________ 974 465 509 

Average nonfarm earnings of families of types 2 and 3 ranged 
from $62 in Iowa to $222 in New Jersey. Averages for this type 
group did not hold a consistent position in the eight sections when 
compared with averages for the four other groups; in five sections 
they ranked second or third and in three, fourth or fifth. 

Husbands provided from 87 to 95 percent of aggregate earnings of 
families of types 2 and 3 in seven sections. In Wisconsin, they were a 
somewhat smaller proportion, 71 percent; earnings of wives 'were an 
unusually large proportion, 27 percent, in this section (table 36). 
Contributions of husbands were consistently a larger share of the total 
family earnings in this type group than in those in which there were 
sons and daughters 16 or older who were potential earners (types 4 
and 5, 6 and 7, 8 and 9). 

Families of Types 4 and 5 

Families of types 4 and 5, which ranked second or third among the 
five type groups with respect to median family income, tended to have 
similar ranks when arrayed by net farm income. In Illinois, however, 
their rank by farm income was first and in New Jersey, fourth. Aver
~e value of farm-furnished housing, food, and other products was 
higher than for the smaller families of type 1 and types 2 and 3 in all 
sections, but was lower than that of the larger families of types 6 and 7 
and types 8 and 9. Average adjusted money income from farming 
was higher than income in kind used for family living in all sections 
except Iowa, where the two averages were about the same, as is 
shown below: 

Arorag• ,.., (arm inrom• of fenoiliu o[tupto 4 a11d 6 
Ad}UIItd 

Farm section: Tlltal monq Nonmonq 

Illinois_·----------------------- $1, 756 $1, 212 $544 
~ewJeneY-------------------- 1,436 832 604 lVisconsin _____________________ 1,408 849 559 
Pennsylvania __________________ 1,363 776 587 
Ohio __________________________ 1,252 700 552 
Vermont ______________________ 1,201 694 507 
Michigan______________________ 1, 127 730 397 
Iowa__________________________ 1, 125 562 563 

Average nonfarm earnings of the family-type groups followed no 
consistent pattern of ranking in the eight sections; those of types 4 
and 5 held each of the five possible ranks. In amount they ranged 
from a low of $34 in Wisconsin to a high of $304 in Pennsylvania. 
Contributions of husbands provided from about one-half to two-thirds 
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-of the aggregate earnings in seven of the sections; in Iowa. they were 
as little as 42 percent. Sons, daughters, and others not husband or 
wife had earnings amounting to more than half of the aggregate in 
Iowa; to as little as 22 percent in Wisconsin. 

Nonfarm money income other than earnings of families of types 4 
and 5 ranged from an average of $24 in Michigan to $82 in New 
Jersey, assuming no great importance as a component of total income 
in any section. One of the three older type groups-this group (types 
4 and 5), types 8 and 9, or type 1-held first place when the groups 
were ranked with respect to income of this sort; but the rank of the 
three groups differed from one section to another as has been noted. 

Families of Types 6 and 7 

Families of types 6 and 7 had a. higher average net farm income than 
those of type 1 and of types 2 and 3 in all sections except New Jersey. 
Their position compared with types 4 and 5 and types 8 and 9 was 
less consistent; in some sections they ranked above one or both of 
these two older groups and in some, below. Average income in 
kind, however, was above that of the type groups in which average 
size of family was smaller-types 1, 2 and 3, and 4 and 5-and was 
below that of the larger families of types 8 and 9, in all sections except 
I\ew Jersey. Average adjusted farm money income was also below 
that of types 8 and 9 in five sections. The difference in average 
adjusted money inc~me received in the eight sections was greater 
than in average nonmoney income, as is shown below: 

Ar>tr114" lid farm inromt of familia of tppu 
6 and 7 

Adjua- Non-
Farm section: Total ed monq mmur 

Pt>nnsylvania __________________ $1,690 $1,010 $680 
Illinois________________________ 1, 595 1, 015 580 
NewJersey ____________________ 1,521 838 683 
~·fficonsin _____________________ 1,361 753 608 
Ohio__________________________ 1, 325 725 600 
Vennont---------~------------ 1,272 704 568 
Michigan______________________ 1, 183 729 454 
10~~-------------------------- 1, 172 546 626 

Adjusted farm money income of families of types 6 and 7 was 
apprE"Ciably greater than average nonmoney income from farm
furnished products except in Iowa where the drought reduced money 
returns from farming to an unusually low level. .As in other family
type groups, the relative importance of these two COII'ponents of net 
farm income differed from one income class to another; income in 
kind t('nded to be the high('r of the two in the income classes below 
$1,000 but to be appreciably lower at the upper-:income levels in all 
Sl'<'tions (table 57). 

The proportion of husbands in families of types 6 and 7 that had 
nonfarm earnings ranged from a low of 12 percent in Illinois to a 
high_ of 35 p('rcent in \·ermont (table 36). In four sections, the pro
portion was higher than in the other type groups; in four, it held 
fourth or fifth place. The ranking of the type groups in this respect 
followed no well-defined pattern. Sons, daughters, and others not 
husbands or wives tended to contribute a smaller proportion of aggre
gate earnings in families of this type group than in the older families 
o_f types 8 ~d 9, and types 4 and 5, though two sections w-ere excep
tions to this patt-ern. 
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F-ilies af T ypn I ..ct 9 

The favorable income position of the group of families in typt'S 8 
and 9 has already been noted; their median income '\IO&s above t.hat 
of the other four groups in six of the eight sections (table 35). A..Yer
age net farm income also t.ended to be high, ranking first in five sec
tions, second in one, and third in two. Average value of farm
furnished housing, food, fuel, and other products was higher than for 
the other types, ex~pt. in New Jersey where types 6 and 7 ranked 
first. Such income in kind averaged more than $600 in all sections 
ex~pt Michigan, as is sho'\100 below: 

~ ... ,. ,__ fi/Jpailia f{tr~ ·-· Farm section: ne.r .::::;, :::;, 
Pennsylvania __________________ $1.829 $1,027 $802 

lllino•------------------------ 1, 739 1, 120 619 lW~nao _____________________ 1,532 844 688 

New JerseY-------------------- 1, 518 876 6-42 
Mie~--------------------- 1, 444 97-l 470 
Vennont---------------------- 1,395 697 69~ 
~~------------------------- 1,215 493 722 
Ohio-------------------------- 1,185 538 &47 

Sons, daughters, and others not husband or wife contributed a 
larger share of aggregate earnings than did husbands in the families 
of types 8 and 9 in all sections except Pennsylvania; in all other t.ype 
groups average contributions of husbands were appreciably greater. 

Food, Housing, Fuel, and Other Products Furnished the Family by 
the Farm (Eligible, Nonrelief Families) 

Food, housing, fuel, and other products furnished the f&mily by 
the farm usually make an important contribution to family mainte
nance, especially among low-income groups. When net family 
income is low, such income in kind from the (ann frequently furnishes 
more than one-half of the totaL 17 The importance of the nonmoney 
contributions of the fann as a eomponent of total net income is less 
among families in the higher-income classes, but even among such 
families it is not unusual to find about one-fourth of the total net 
income derived from these sources (table 12). Through their share 
in the production of such goods, the wife and older children may 
participate in providing a higher level of living than the family 
would have otherwise-an opportunity often lacking to members of 
the city f&m.ily who usually must sell their labor in order to make 
similarly substantial contributions. 

Total Non•oney lnconte for Family Livin!l (Pennsylvania fa•ilies) 

Somewhat more than one-third, 36 percent, of the total net family 
income of nonrelief fa01ilies studied in the Pennsyh·ania seetion 1nts 
derived from housing, food, fuel. and other products furnished by 
the farm. In the income class $5()()-$999 the ave~ae value of such 
farm oontributions to family living was $413; at the hi.gh~t level 
($3,000 or over) it .-as more than twice as great, $898. How-ever, 

P For~ fill e..-.Juatmr tile ditloftm ltemB fill_,.~ 1I!IN! for fllmily1i~.- o.,_.,. 
'- ,. ... Family: ,._ :s.,.._,- I-. :Ne&. .for a- delaiW di8eulricla fill ...._ ia 
price& .-1 for evaluaUoll at Jood, - p. ._ 
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the proportion of net family income from this source was much larger . 
in the lower than in the higher of these two income groups, 54 percent 
as compared with 23. (For a discussion of the relationship between 
nonmoney income used for family living, and other income components, 
see Sources of Income, p. 24.) 

·Of the total nonmoney income furnished by the farm for family 
living, averaging $594, 57 percent was derived from food, 40 from 
housing, and 3 from fuel, ice, and other products (table 61). 

TABLE 37.-PARII·PURNIBBED FOOD: Percentage' of familia havi11g food Aome
produud for family use, and average t quantity and tJall.Ul of auch food produced, 
by type of product, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England/arm 8ectiom, 
1935-36 

(White nonreiW families that Include a hnsband and wife, both native-born) 

Faml- Fami· ·l·- Faml· Faml· 
lies ·-j·- lies Iii'S Aver- lies Aver-ba,1ng having ha'ring A.v- hating Aver-

Ty~ of product farm- age age farm· age age !ann- age age farm- age age 
fur· q u an· valuel fur· q:~- valuet fur- quan- valuel fur- quan- valoel 

nished tity Dished nished tity nished tity 

food food food food 

•NEW lERSEY PENNSYLV A.NIA. OHIO MICHIGAN 

Pd. Dol. Pd. Dol. Ptl. Dol. Pd. Dti. 
Any food ••••••••• 88 ------ 317 100 ------~ 100 ------ 345 100 ------ 3)1 

"dillr •.•••••••• 74 1232 92 85 I 206 57 98 I 212 110 \Ill I 228 54 
C.n>am.. ••••••• 16 '8 12 35 I 14 16 88 • 47 52 32 IJJI 19 
Eggs ___ ---···· 88 1112 33 97 llJ6 26 99 '146 29 95 '129 27 
Poultry ••••••• 113 123 29 94 128 23 95 136 25 78 12! 19 
l'orlt ...• -·-··- 48 1281 61 77 I 500 101 85 1440 84 811 1221 26 
Other meat •.• R 129 7 41 1)93 'Z1 67 1156 2! 33 1100 12 Potatoee ______ 73 '21 11 96 ''ZT 21 117 '23 13 117 '2.'i 14. 
Other veg&-

tfll>lllll ....... 92 ------ 74 100 ------ 47 98 ------ 38 88 ------ 21 
Fruit ..••••••• 43 ------ 8 77 ------ 16 81 ------ 15 65 ------ 7 
Other 1 •••••.• I ............ (') 40 ------ 6 25 ------ 5 12 ----- 2 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS IOWA. VERMONT 

.lor food ••••••••• 100 ----- 288 100 ------ 357 100 d 367 100 ------ 259 -
Milk ----··--· 100 I 284 34 100 • 248 70 100 12M 64 98 • 326 72 
Cr<'&ID •••••••• 38 • 13 10 92 148 .68 98 I 67 77 39 112 111 
Eg,. __ --·-·--- liD '167 42 88 • 1811 33 97 IJ76 38 85 '12! 32 
Po•lltry .•••••. 94 136 31 98 168 44 94 157 33 68 •17 16 
Pork .......... 87 I 504 76 113 1637 83 88 I 419 66 45 1139 19 
Other mea& ... 45 I 1511 111 50 1148 21 49 1173 23 ;n 1112 12 
Potatoee ...... liD '36 27 88 '12 12 811 '15 14 97 '42 35 
Otbi'F v-

ta'·kll ....... 

1 

118 ------ 3& 97 ------ 22 96 ------ 37 96 ------ a 
P'ru!t. -······- '19 ------ 13 36 .............. 4. 811 .. .......... 14 28 ------ 4 
Other • ••••••• J8 ------ 1 2 ------ (') 6 ------ 1 48 ------ 7 

1 A'"~ and IM'f'li!Dt8!:t!B are "-! on the total num!w of families, regardless of wlu!tber they produced 
any food of the speeilled tvpe. 

1 ~ table 110 lor prices Used In evaluatloa. 
IGilllooa. 
• Dooea. 
I Bu-ds. 
I Pounds. 
' Blll>Mia. 
' lnclud'"' <'ft'8811, ..._, lin1l& 
1 to . .'iCiarlo&a. 

Food Fumished the Family by the Farm 

T~te production of food for home use in many instances assures the 
!amlly of a more adequate diet than might be purchased with money 
moome. Foods, suc;h as milk, butter, eggs, and yellow, green, and 
leafy l"egetables1 which the fann may supply, are the protective foods 
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of prime importance in providing a diet of high quality nutritionallv ~ 
~uch foods are relatively expensive, and, therefon>, frequently lacking 
in t.he diets of )ow-income urban groups. 'fhat diets of fann families 
tend to be of higher nutritional value than those of eity familit>s a~ 
comparable income levels is due largely to the former group's greater
use of the protective foods they produce. 

TABLII: 38.-I'ABM-FUBNISBED FOOD AND 8IZII 01' BO\JSEBOLD: AJJerage aiu of 
laouulwld3, a..eroge 110lue of farm-fumi3hed food, and percentage of total family 
income derilled from farm-fumi3hed food, by income, Middle Atlonlic, Nurtla. 
Cenlral, and Ne111 Ef'I{Jlond farm aecti01111, 1935-36 

(White nonrelief families that include a husband 8Dd wife, botb aative-bomJ 

Farm-for· Farm-for- Farm-for- Farm-for· 
Aver· Dished Dished Dished Dished 
age food Aver- food Aver· food Aver- food 
pel'· 

age age 8118 

Family -income elasll SODS per· per- per· 
(dollars) per Per· SODS f SODS f SODS Per-

bouse- Aver· ceo&- per Aver- cent· ~ Aver- cent· per Aver- CPDt• 

bold I Bftl age bouse- agel age .... -:; bouse-~· age 
v&lue 1';!. bold 1 value _of bold I bold ~~ value 0( 

ID· value in-· in-
leo mel mel me' come& 

NEW JERSEY PENNSYL- omo MICHIGAN VANIA 

No., Dol. Ptt. No. Dol. Ptt. No. Dol. Prt. No. Dol. Prt. 
All IDDOme classes......... 4. 48 317 18 5.06 339 20 4.12 34S 25 3.90 201 IS 

I=== 
Net losses ....••••••••• 4.90 360 (') &. 57 336 (') •a.oo 1406 (') 3.40 178 (') 
Net iocolllf'll •••••••••. 4.48 3U! 18 6.05 339 20 4.11 M5 25 3.90 201 IS 

Q-499 .............. 
r--a.u 1110 58 3.40 172 49 2.78 209 60 3.22 121 37 

li00-999 .... -.... -.. 3.83 245 32 4.11 242 32 a. s1 271 35 3.'5 173 23 
1. ll00-1, 499 ........ 4.18 295 24 4.63 303 24 4.18 350 28 4.18 214 17 
1. 500-1, 999 ........ 4.66 S50 20 6.49 373 22 4.56 404 23 4.27 243 u 
2, ll00-2. 999 ........ 5.27 372 15 8.06 434 18 5.13 450 Ill 4.87 263 11 
3.000orovK ...... 6.13 tit 10 &.32 480 12 6.00 465 11 4.43 256 T 

WISCONSL~ ILLINOIS IOWA VERMONT 

AU iooome dasseL ........ 4.93 288 20 4.17 357 20 4.05 387 33 uo I wj 19 

Net los9es ............. 4.87 248 (') 5.20 403 (') 3.88 370 (') "i"90" ""258" """"ii Net incomes _________ 4.93 288 20 4.17 357 20 4.05 367 32 

G-499 ......... - .... 3.58 206 85 3.56 265 70 3.62 277 80 4.56 156 40 
li00-999-........... t.61 233 30 3. 74 283 35 3.n S23 t2 4.28 197 25 
1, ll00-1, 499 ________ 4.87 273 22 4.1K 349 28 4.28 394 32 4. 70 256 21 
1, 500-1. 999 ........ 5.06 618 18 t.31 378 !2 4. 21 426 25 5. 57 315 18 
2. 00}-2, 999- ..... -- 5.49 3113 15 4.t2 390 18 4.75 503 21 5.54 334 14 
3,000or OVK ...... &.48 473 13 4.68 427 10 5.52 551 16 7.t2 t75 11 

1 Yeer-equiv•nt persons. Ineludes. in addition to family members, the following: Roomers and/or 
boardPrs, paid help for household or farm (if furnished both living quarters and food), tourists and trao
slents, and ovi!rnigbt lm"Sts. S... Glossary, Yeer-equivalt>ot Person. 

t A....nges are based on the number of families in 1'8Cb elass (tables 8 and 12t. 
1 Peramtages are based on the average total family income in each class (tables I and 12). 
• PerCPn~ not eompu!M when base is negative. 
1 Average based on few• tban 3 ~ 

The home-produced food supply of the Pennsylvania farm families, 
valued at $339 per family, accounted for one-fifth of the total net 
familv income and for nearly three-fifths of the nonmoney farm 
income for family living. All families produced some food for home 
use. All reported the use of farm-furnished vegetables other than 
potatoes; 97 pereent, eggs; 96 pereent, potatoes; and 94 percent, 
pou_ltry. Pork, the most important of the food products in tetms of 
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/mone~· Yalu(', awraged ~101 per family, or nearly one-third ~f the 
nonmone'\" income from all funu-furnished food. An avemge of 206 
a& lions of milk per famil"V with a value of $57 was used (table 37). For 
prices used in enluating farm-furnished food, see table 80. 

Gut>Sts, bor.ruers, and paid help living in the household, as w-ell as 
famil"V members, were furnished meals from the food produced for 
home use. Pennsylnnia households tended t{) be larger at high than 
at low familv-income le'\"els; those of families in the class $o-$499 
avern~ed 3.40 members, w-hile those of families with incomes of 
$3,000 or over avPraged 6.32. 'Ihe larger number of persons to be 
fed, then>fore, partly explains the greater average ,-alue of home-_ 
produced food u,;ed by the high-income group than by the low-, $480 
as compared \\-ith $172. This increase \\-ith income in value of food
almost threefold-was somewhat greater than the increase in the 
awrage number of hoa-.ehold members; size of househo]d, therefore, . 
is not the only e~-planation of differences among the income groups 
(table 38). 

In order to obtain needed cash, the low-income families doubtless 
sold food that might well have been used to better their diets. The 
more well-to-do could a1ford to adjust their sales and use of home
producoo food to family needs and wants and, therefore, had a higher 
per capita consumption. For example, the quantities of certain foods 
consumed during 'the year by households of families with- incomes 
of $3,000 or more and by those in the income class $Q-$499 were as 
follows: Milk, 46 gallons per person as compared with 23; pork, 
111 pounds per person as compared with 67; other meats, 61 pounds 
per person as compared with 17; poultry, 7 pounds per person as 
C{)mpared with 5 (table 62). 

The u...<:e of the food-expenditure unit 18 takes account of meals fur
nished t{) farm and household help as well as to family members, thus 
t>liminating differences due to household size. It also takes account 
of the age and actirity of household members and therefore of differ
ences in quantity and in value of food consumed by different 
indiriduals. 

The average value of farm-furnished food per meal per food
t>xpenditure unit increased as income rose. Among families in the 
$Q-$499 class it was $0.0456; among those with incomes of $3,000 or 
more, $0.0657. The average for all inc{)me classes combined was 
$0.0591 (table 39). This increase in value of home-produced food 
with each successively higher income level reflects the increase in 
quantitit>S of foods used, especially of meats and dairy products, which 
have a comparatively high money value. 

•• T tw lootl~~<ilture lfood-'<11iot) relatin~~ used &o repftSell& &be comparative value ol food CODSWDed 
by .-anous ~bold memben •-= 
M"m·"""" ar--ur family: l.'..a Other lll<'mllft'S ol bomehold: u.u. 

r~g s~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~;-;.~~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~ H 
Nurse for sil1.---------------------------- .I 

TIIIO lotal 1111mbft- ol f'Qtllnlrnl-fl""!!!!O mtals for -'l household III<'MM was computEd by mnltiplyin~ 
tlw -- Gl 1Dtal5 lurnlsbod bUD dunn~ tbf_ ~ hy lho> "'latin figure appropriiW' for his ~irity 
"'"'"· F.,.. u~. tho numhH d D>e:ils furntsbl'd a d>ild und<Y 6, l.O.S. "liS multiplied by (l.fi.obt~ 
a l"··.lU<C ot..,; .,.umu .. ot"P"fi<>D m.als: !<or hiS fatbft-. I.t..S was multiplied by 1.2, obt&inin~ a product 
cf I.\.4. Tlw mm of. tbr t1n1n-,; so obtau>ffli<X tbf .-an..us p<"rSODS u, wb<>m mrals were furnished &ells tbf 
t(O(aj .. lul\·airnl-pe ...... n _,... ror•Hid~ duril¥ tbf JHC- Tbf total .-al..., of bomo>-produeed food was 
tbrn d1n.~ bf t~ lotal "'<UI\ • ..,_nt-~ l!lf'alo; to obtain a .-allle-P"-1110>£i ~- Thus. for a fllmily 
()( ,"-.. ~- ba\1~ 4.:!'\11 f<!ui•U.nt~ .....US and •ith ho~ueed-food valufd Ill $330, tbe 
"'""" Gl suri> looo1 r- -.1 per lu001-xprDdituft Wli& would be to.iiL 
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TABLa ·a9.-TAt.tra OJ' PARM-PURNlSBED rooD rz• llaAt.: APer09• Niue 'fH!J' -~~~ 
'fH!J' fCHJd..ezpe?~diture unit of food home-produced frw family tm,l by famil'll ty-,. • 
and inrome, Middle Atlantic; North Central, and New England farm .ectiona, 
19:16-86 

(Wblte anllrt'llef famillell tbat IDdude a husband and wile. both native-born] 

FamDy tYJ'@ • and Income New Pennsyl- Ohio Michl- Wf5. Dlinoia Iowa Vl'f'o 
ew. (dollars) lent>y Vania ~an eonsia mont 

(U (2) (3) (4) (6) (0) (i) (8) (II) 

AD types •••••••••••••••••••• to.0598 so. 05!11 to.0744 so. 0448 to.0511 so. 0744 to.0820 so. 0461 

Net~--···-··--·---- .05841 .05841 l.llli50 .00~ .0500 0 01160 0 0"110 --··:045i 
Net illcomes ••• ----·- 0 Olill7 .05!11 .0744 .0448 .Oiill .7044 .0820 

0-4!111................ .0431 .04541 .0062 .00141 .0523 .0024 .0708 .0038 
5110-999 .... __________ .11543 .M36 .0091 .Ot-40 .0443 .0092 .11791 .0402 
1.1100-1,4!111........... .0637 .OSS9 .0760 .0456 .0511 .07.S3 .o-.s1 .0476 
1,51XH,II!III........... .0636 .0600 .07RO .0495 ,0.<;44 .0772 .0916 .04841 
2.1100-2.1199........... .O&ill .0045 .0791 .0499 .0554 .0748 .0904 .0506 
a.oooorover_________ .0680 ·.0057 .0667 .0504 .0651 .0181 .0872 .0591 

===== = 
Type 1.. ·······--·-········- .0040 .0677 .0892 .0512 .0585 .0893 .0996 .0531 

Nl't ~---------·------ .0550 •.12110 ------··· I .02.'i0 ------·-- ---······ .0820 -------·- • 
Net lneo11118---·-····--- .0042 .0676 .0892 .0514 .0585 .08911 .10110 .0632 --:-----------f---CH!III. ............... .0512 • 0480 • 0778 • 0036 • 05.'i3 • 0611 • 001 • 0085 600-9911.............. .0000 .01174 .01'19 .0518 .0.549 .lfl38 .OO.S1 .0487 

1,1100-1.4911........... .0718 .0725 .0928 .0669 .0596 .0948 .1142 .OfAl«< 
1.5110-1.11911........... .0644 .0763 .0943 .0576 .OfA1 .08il8 .l114 .0593 
2.0011-2.999........... .0062 .0731 .101i6 .0043 .05-'>0 .092.'i .101'6 .0600 
8,000«0't'lll'......... .11809 .0000 .1120 .0533 1.06110 .0993 .1003 ' 

==I== ==!===!=== 
.0831 .Ot-47 Types 2 and •-·------------- • 0677 .0641 • 0768 • 0476 .0611 • 0785 

1---1----1-------1---·1---1---
NPtlo!ses .•••• _________ .M33 1.0700 1.0400 1.01:110 1,05-o;o 1.o.sso 
Net Incomes............. .0674 .0641 .0772 .0475 .0611 .0788 

------1-----~-----CHilD................ .0380 .0494 .0525 .OOM 1.05110 .061P. .0681 I,!JI50 
500-9911 .. ------------ • 0532 • 0611 . 0606 • 0465 0 Ot-46 0 0738 • 0796 • 0383 
1,00(}-1,4911 ••• _______ • 0784 ,llf\19 .1»1.54 0 0477 0 0.">66 0 0810 0 01'93 • 0466 
1.5110-1.999........... .07M .01196 .09M .0476 .05.'i3 .1»123 .08% .0.<;00 
2,()00-2,999........... .0615 .0749 .0137 ,o.;.;a .0599 .1»106 .10110 .0500 
S,OIIOorover......... .0731 .0748 1,05110 .0566 .0820 .0727 1,060() I,IJ5,<;0 

===== == 
Typee•andl............... .0678 .0581 .0700 .0411 .0507 .06!13 .0758 .04311 

NPt loslel .... __________ .0656 .05117 ···:moo· I, 04110 ---.-0507· I. 07110 • 08110 ----.-0439 Net illcomee ____________ .0576 .0581 .0411 .0683 .0757 

~119. 0-------------- .0365 .0433 .0476 .0261 0 0599 • 01150 0 0000 .0075 
501H1911 .... ---------- .0528 .0463 • 0000 .0069 .0416 .Oii41 .0718 .0061 
1,()00-1,499. ---------- 0 0584 ,01\79 .05'14 .04-11 • 05112 .0616 .0747 .1»36 
1.5110-1.999.---------- .0600 .0602 .0745 .0473 .0537 .0757 .09~1 .041;7 
2.1l00-2.9911. ---------- .0585 .0681 • 08112 .0454 • 05li8 • 01fXJ .0918 .O.o14 a,ooo ex over _________ .0680 .0641 • 01133 • 05110 .0666 .0763 0 0800 .0660 

Ty}lNhDd7 ••••••••••••••• ~ .0537 __:_~ .0078 -~_:_~7 ~76 ~ 

Net losses.............. .04110 ......... I .07110 ......... I .0400 I .08110 I. lOCO 
Net incomes.---·------- .0563 .0537 .0604 .0078 .0463 .ooae .0673 .0092 

CHilli.--------------- •• 00110 .0383 ---_-MO!i· • 02911 .0426 1,()!100 .0500 .0233 
500-9911.------------- .04M .0428 .0058 .0093 .0515 .0610 .0064 
1.1l00-1.4911. ---------- .0027 .o.o;o.; ,0618 .0062 .Ot-42 • 0036 .0091 .0080 
1,5110-1.999.---------- .0574 .0517 .0648 .0487 .05112 .Of>46 .0774 .0443 
2.00()-2,999 .. --------- .0611 .05115 0 Of\43 .0414 .0611 .0680 .0666 .0447 
3,000 .w over ••••••••• .06111 .0656 .0617 I .0400 .0611 .0744 .0957 . 05110 

I= 
Types 8 and II •-------------- .0415 .0506 .0538 0 00211 .0428 .0512 .0574 .0431 

t For demption ofmPthod osed In oompntinc :!IIIli! GIOS98rJ', Food-expenditure Unit. Averages are based 
on the number of rami!~ In each class (tables 31 and 57l. 

1 For description of lamily types !lee 0106!111FJ', Family Type. 
1 "VPTSRe based on fewer than 3 Cla90S. 
• For Pennsylvania. aVPntre valne or !arm-furnished food per meal per lood-espendilnre nnlt for families 

oftypes 8 and 9 was a.• follows In the varioiiS lneome ci&'!Se!l: Net losses, $1l.IJ2.'i0; net illcomes ").0507; !9-1499 
to.0285; $500-19911, $0.04110; $1,001}-$1,499. 80.0438: ~1.5110-11.999, SO.O.SS.>; $2,00()-,2.\100, $0.11540; $3,000orover, 
$0.0554. Data are not sbown lor otbel' farm aecllona because of the small nnmber of C88118. 
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F--Fumished Food Used by Families ol Each Type Goup 
Households of large families tended to use more home-produced 

food than those of small families with comparable incomes in the 
Pennsylvania section. Thus, the large families of types 8 and 9 
usually ranked above the other four type groups when classified by 
average quantities of f&rnl-furnished milk, cream, eggs, potatoes, 
poultry, pork, and other meat used by household members; families 
of type 1 (husband and wife, their boarders and hired help) used 
smallel' quantities than the others. For some products, as eggs and 
potatoes, the ranks of the type groups were consistent with average 
family size-families of types 8 and 9, the largest, first; types 6 and 
7, second; 4 and 6;third; 2 and 3, fourth; and 1, fifth. For other 
foods, however, the pattern of ranking wasless regular for the three in-

• termediate type groups (tables 4:0 and 62}. In using these figures for 
quantities it must be remembered that number of household members to 
be fed might. be considerably greater thall number of family members. 
For example, some illlllilies of types 2 and 3 with f&rnllaborers living 
in the household were feeding as many persons as families of types 
6 and 7. 

. 

Tor.. 40.-AVJ:BAG• QUA!IITITIJI!S OJI' JI'ARII-JI'UBNISBED JI'OOD: APerage J quantitiu 
of •'P«ified food&. lwme-produad fur family uu, by familia uf type 1 arul typu 8 
Gad B,• by i~ PeAmylm,.ia fa"" aediora,1 19~6 

[Wbite Dollft:lief families tbat iDclude a husband lllld wife, both mtivH>cm] 

l'llllli)y type 1 Family types 8 and II -
hmf!y--ina>me clua -:;; -:;; 

(doi.lan) "' = 
.. 

:!1 e e.. a 
" a ~I~ a 

" ... • ; '3 ... lil :s ... .. !!:. lil :s ::: e t .Q 

::a e "' .. .Q 

:2 
.. 0 0 " .. " " 0 0 0 llil p., p., p., 0 llil p., p., p., 

Oel. Oel. Doz. No. Lb. Lb. Ba. o.l. Oel. Doz. No. Lb. Lh. Ba. 
.tJIIDcome ~--------- lot 8 85 21 ~ 90 17 343 2t 175 40 696 331 u 

Sot~------------- 3M :16 Jot 411 300 0 15 •221 •o 1'101 '15 it400 '300 '40 
Nel inoomeL--------- lal 7 85 21 m 90 17 1M 25 175 40 6ll8 332 u 

&-tto. ·---------- t6 • 59 If 185 3f 12 Ui6 11 126 20 0 271 « 
St•~-. ---------- .. 8 ?6 20 338 74 16 29t 23 1ft 32 502 157 42 1.01-...l.4to _________ lit 7 8$ 21 1!>2 89 17 298 20 152 31 570 211 3!1 
1.5o~I.!Mi. ________ ll28 ' 132 27 42'; 124 g 383 23 193 42 801 322 « 
2.•)~2.M. ------- 146 5 115 28 461 188 20 T.3 27 181 43 71!2 377 41 I,IMl « o...-_______ ltllf • JJO 25 t21 2ili 31 3f7 31 191 49 7011 508 41 

a •~- bL....:I 011 tbeDumberolfllmiliesmeadu:lass (table31),reprdjessolwbetber they prodtxed 
... l" ol 1M~ fond. 

• For Oo-«nptt<oD oA family typos,_ Glossary. l'amily Type. 
• Sooe &ahlo 112 lor da&a lor ot~ family lypas ar>d oUler lanD ~!~~dim& 

'·-- lJueod OllfeWW lbaD ~-
The av-erage value of home-produced food used by the families of 

each type group was in accord with figures for average household size 
and for av-erage quantities. Thns, families of types 8 and 9, the largest 
ranked above the other four type groups with respect to value of food 
ronsumed at each inrome levi!; those of types 6 and 7 ranked second· 
those of types • and 5, third; those of types 2 and 3, fourth; those of 
type 1, fifth. Th~ value of ~e f&rnl-furnished fotxl used by each type 
group was appro:nmatt>ly tWlce as great at the upper as at the lower 
end of the inrome dibtribution. For example, families of types 2 and 3 
(one or two children under 16} at the income level so-s-i99 provided 
their households with food from their farms valued at $189· those in 
the da.--s $3,000 or more, with food valued at $411 (table 4i). 

ess eo ' 
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TABLa .U.-I'ABJI-f'tnlJfiBBa:D ~D: AHrogt 1. tolu• of food· lOfM-<p1'odJU:ed /Of' 
family uu, brl family lflpl and irw:otrn~, Middle Atlantic, Nurtla Central, and N.u~ 
Efl{/landjarm aediOM, 1935--86 

(White IIODftliel fllmllieB &bat Include a busband 11114 wife, botb •tive-born) 

l'amily type and lnoome New PennsyJ. OIIJD Michl- Wi.'ICOD- IDinolll Iowa Ver· 
dasl (dollanl) l-F ....... pn aiD mou& 

AD \nllll •••••••••••••••••••. $318 S33ll 1346 S201 Pill •. $357 $367 S2W 

~ = 
Type 1 •••••••••••••••••. ., 214 151 :111 115 'lf11 1117 

Net..,__---------- 2112 I 306 

-------
192 ---··m:i· -----27.- 258 

Ne& IDcomes..--- 206 21t 152 2811 1117 

0-499-- ---·------ 163 135 2211 98 182 182 '¥¥1 n• 
liOQ-W!I_- ------- 189 :m 243 145 188 243 :l68 169 
1,(100-1,4911 _______ 217 228 286 166 203 284 333 218 
1,500-1,999 _______ :100 :161 2'¥1 181 246 287 319 25t 
2,(100-2,9911. ------ 246 284 366 224 :l68 311 371 ITt a.ooo• oft6 ___ 298 320 359 158 •aee ~ 458 ---------

~ = = 
Types 2 and •---------- 329 21M 3111 252 34t ,. 350 23:1 

Net lo!ses .••.•..•••. 465 1433 1235 1221 1237 1374 312 ------237 Net incomell ••••••••• 328 2911 320 202 252 34t 361 

o-4911.- ---------- 183 189 183 132 1218 271 278 I 147 

liOIHIIIII.- --·----- 249 232 243 188 188 299 329 179 
1,(100-1,4911 ••••••. 302 262 338 203 253 358 367 231 
1,500-1,999 ••••••. 339 840 426 219 280 358 392 262 
2,(100-2,9911. ------ 393 857 366 242 318 355 478 328 
a,ooo • over .•••. 387 ttl 1359 280 t22 357 I :169 1446 

= 
Types 411114 •----------- 333 830 aee 213 2111 aee 386 250 

Net lOII!M .•••••••••• 430 841 -----369- 1258 
---~-297-

I 362 430 ------250 Net IDcomeS.. •••••••• 329 830 213 :169 384 

o-4911.- ---------- 186 1911 177 138 276 306 286 177 
liOO-W!I •• ------- 278 241 299 176 236 270 840 186 1,(100-1,4911 _______ 306 311 346 227 276 843 383 246 
1,500-1,9911 ••••••• 360 339 410 264 321 397 475 290 2,(100-2,9911 _______ 34t 418 458 263 360 388 549 306 
a,ooo • over----- t36 421 626 248 462 429 449 389 

= = 
Types 111114 7----------- 430 406 422 :169 384 467 467 311 

Net lo!ses---------- 295 ----406- I 675 I :169 I 543 1872 ----··aia Net illoomee... •• ___ t84 421 :169 384 ~ 465 
o-4911 ___________ 

1262 260 -----329- 171 278 I 685 310 186 
IIOCHI!I9.- -------- 313 29& 238 272 843 401 247 
1,(100-1,4911 _______ 383 353 414 264 300 448 490 307 1,500-1,99!1 ______ 467 391 464 362 377 443 510 368 2,(100-2,9119. ______ 486 469 M7 348 424 508 652 366 
3,000 • over ••••• 464 58ll 479 I 348 601 842 763 626 

3851 
= = = = = 

Types Band 1•---------- 612 464 312 403 480 603 409 

1 A wrages an~ based on the number of rammea In each class (tebles 1111114 57). 
I Average based OD fewer than 3 C8MS. 
a The average value of food bome-produeed for family nae for Pennsylvania fammea of tYJ)l'8 8 and 9 was 

1111 follows In the various income elasses: Net losses, $296; net Incomes, $613; $0-$4911, $299; $500-$9119, $400; 
$1.1100-41,4911, $tal; $1,500-fl,999, $657; $2,0110-$2,999, $651; $3,000 or ov•, $6i&. Data an1 not abown tor 
other term sections bec:au8e of the IUIUill number of easea. 

Although more hom~produced food 'Of a higher average value was 
used by the large than by the small families, the individuals in the 
latter may have been better fed, if value of food from the farm may 
be assumed to propde eviden_ce on this point. The two-person 
families of type 1 ranked above the pther four type groups with 
respect to value of ~arm-furnished food _per food-expenditure u~t~· 
This was true for all mcome classes comb~~d and at four of the SIX 
income levels. The rank of the large families of types 8 and 9 was 
filth. or lowest, when combined income classes were compared and 
at all of the income levels save one. Differences between these two 
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type groups were considerable; foP example, at the income level 
$500-$999 the value of farm-furnished food per food-expenditure 
unit was $0.0674 for the type-1 families and $0.0400 for those of types 
8 and 9 (table 39). · 

Farm-Furnished Housing 

The average value of the year's occupancy of the farm dwelling was 
$237 in the Pennsylvania section. This . estimate of nonmoney in
come from use of the farm dwelling (whether on an owned or rented 
farm) was based upon replacement value, age, and rate of deprecia
tion. (For procedures followed see Glossary, Income, Farm Family: 
Occupancy of Farm Dwelling.) This value increased as income rose, 
from an average of $104 in the class $0-$499 to $400 at the level 
$3,000 or over--increases which probably reflect some improvement 
in the quality of housing (table 44). For example, in the class $500-
$999 only one-half of the families studied in Pennsylvania and Ohio 19 

reported a kitchen sink with drain, while at the level $2,000-$2,999 
nearly four-fifths had this convenience. The number of families 
\\<ithout an indoor water supply for either kitchen or bath dropped 
from 38 percent of those in the lower-income class to 16 percent of 
those in the higher. (See report on Family Housing and Facilities 
for further details on facilities provided farm families.) 

The ranking of the family-type groups with respect to value of 
farm-furnished housing at the different income levels did not follow 
a consistent pattern. For husband-wife families of type 1, as a group, 
the estimated value of occupancy of the farm dwelling for the year 
averaged $196 as compared with $270 for types 8 and 9; averages for 
the three other groups were between these two. It will be recalled 
that the median income of families of type 1 was considerably below 
those of the other types. The avera~e value of the group's housing 
reflects the large proportion of families with comparatively low in
comes. At the income levels" below $1,000, nonmoney income from 
housin~ of this type group ranked low; at the four higher-income 
levels 1t ranked first or second. Consistent patterns of valu·e of 
farm-furnished housing among the family-type groups can scarcely 
be expected. The farm usually is rented or bought largely on the 
basis of the desirability of the land, rather than on the basis of family 
needs for shelter. Doubtless many of the two-person families occu
pied houses larger than they needed or wanted, while many of the 
larger families were overcrowded. 

Farm-Furnished Fuel and Other Products 

The value of fuel, ice, wool, tobacco, and other miscellaneous prod
ucts (not food) that the farm provided for family living averaged 
only $18 in the Pennsylvania section. However, at least some non
money income from this source was reported by more than three
fourths of the families. Of those in the income class $0-$499, 68 
Pt;rce~t obtained fuel, ice, or other products from the farm; of those 
Wlth mcomes of $3,000 or over, 79 percent. The average value of 
these products was somewhat higher at income levels above $1,000 
than below (table 42). 

•• For a d~tai!OO IUIIIlysls_ofthe fae!Utles_provtded b-,r the farm dwellings, data for PeDDSylvauia fllnnhooses 
....., rombmed ,.-,th similar data obtaill£d for Ohio. (See Methodology, Combinations or Data from 
Commuwues, p. 228.) 
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TABLB 42.-I'A.Blii•I'UBNISBBD I'Uin., •ca, AND OTBIIR NONI'OOD PRODUCTS: Per
cmlage of familiea laalli"f Jarm-Jumiahtd fuel, ice, or other nonfood product•. 
and allf!rage llaliUJ reported,• by income, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New 
E"fland farm aectiOM, 1996-86 

(White IIOIIl8llef ftr.mlllee Uta& Include a hDllbtmd and Wife, boUt DIIUve-bom) 

FamUies Fa mUles l'amUies Families 
l'amfiy.fnoome c1aas bavlng Average baving AVfl'!lge baving AVI'rage baviog Avoorage 

(dollars,) speelfied value speci!h.d value IJJE!cilled value opecilled value 
products produc&a produc&a produc&a 

NEW 1ERSEY PENNSYL· OHIO MICHIGAN VANIA 

Percent Doll4rl Percent Dollarl Pereml Dollarl Percent DoUM• 
AU Income clll89ell ••••••. 411 'IT 77 18 75 33 53 20 

Net losses .•••••••••. 52 42 (') 7'7 40 (') 71 11311 (') 26 
Net Incomes.._ •••••• 411 26 18 33 13 20 ---

Cl-499 ..•••••••••• 54 'IT 68 14 68 27 48 20 
500-9911.- --·-···- 50 27 76 17 75 31 52 25 
1,006-1,499 ••••••. 51 24 77 18 77 32 50 30 
1,500-1,1199 .•••••. 51 31 711 :lO 78 36 53 33 
2,006-2,1199 .•••••• 44 24 711 18 72 37 67 37 
.8,000 or over ••••• 50 26 711 18 76 t2 78 37 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS IOWA VERMONT 

AU IDCDIIleclassea ••• _._ 73 53 .115 12 68 25 91 1 82 
= = = ==·= 

Net losses •••• ·-···· (I) 73 5 (') 12 50 14 -------8i" ---------
Net incomes ••••••••• 53 95 12 69 26 82 

Cl-499 .••••••••••• 77 50 92 12 68 22 78 50 
500-999 •••••••••• 63 38 93 13 70 23 89 71 
1,006-1,499 ••••••• 75 52 96 13 67 25 94 83 
1,500-1,999 ••••••• 74 till 97 12 74 28 94 102 
2,006-2,999 ••••••• 82 71 96 10 till 25 93 99 
8,000 or over ••••• 78 79 95 11 80 37 67 66 

t Includes nonfood products sucb as tobacco, cotton, wool, or feathers. Averages and percentages an 
based on tbe number of families in eacb class (table 51). 

1 Percentages not computed for fewer than 10 cases. 
1 Average based on fewer tban 3 cases. 

Intersectional Comparisons 

The value of housing, food, fuel, and other products furnished the 
family by the farm differed greatly from one section to another. 
Average nonmoney income from this source was lowest, $381, in 
Michigan and highest, $594, in Pennsylvania. This wide range in 
the value of such goods is a reflection of intersectional differences in 
farm housing, in programs of food production for family use, and in 
money income from farming, as is indicated by the differences among 
the eight sections in average value of nonmoney income from farm
furnished goods at a specific income level (table 43). 

At the income level $50o-$999, the value of farm-furnished housing, 
food and other products used for family living accounted for $460 
of the total income of families in the Iowa section, as contrasted with 
$329 in Michigan. In the former section, money income from farm
ing was low because of the drought; perhaps families intensified their 
_programs of food production for family use in order to conserve cash. 
However if the income in kind of each family in any section were 
unchang~d ove! a period of yea~, the relative importance. of such 
receipts at a gtven level of total mcome would be ~!~'eater m a bad 
crop year than in one when money income was plentiful. 
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TABLB 43.-FABII·FUBNU!RBD PRODUCTS EVALUATED AT LOCAL AJfD AT PI:NNSYL-' 
v .uru. PRJ CBS: Atrerage rwnmoney incoJM from farm--furnished product&, 'fJJ'ith food 
emluaWJ at ~ _ pricu and at prica med in the Penmy~nia farm ledion, 
Mid4U Allantu:, North Central, and New E11f!l4nd farm tectum~, 1995-68 . 

(White DDDJellef famllkw tbat iDdude a hwbeod aDd wife, both 1111ttve-bonl] 

Average DODIDODI!J' in-
come from farm.for.. 

N 01111U111eY tneome from tarm.fumlsbecl producCB, Dished products for all 
families, with food witb food evllloated lllloeal pri£e8 1 evalolllecl Ill price. 
used ID Peuosy}o 
vallia• 

State 

Total for AD fllm11ls 
families 

ioiocome Fuel, lee, Total J'ood 
cl&ll!l Total l'ood Housiog and other S500-tll99 products 

N- 1....wy . ••••••••••••••• f4liO $572 $317 $228 nr $531 $Z76 
PflllDiylvaaia •••••••••••••• tl3 - 6llt 339 zrT 18 6llt 339 
Obio .••.•• ·-----------·- -l2f 632 lH6 1M 33 647 300 
M icbi¥811 .••• ----·------·- 3211 381 2111 151 211 t13 233 
Wi8oonlio.._ ••••••••••••••• tt7 658 2ll8 217 63 631 3111 Dliooia •••••••• ____________ 'llfl7 613 357 1tt 12 655 39\J 
Iowa .. __ -·-········------· .eo liM 3117 H2 25 li66 -VenDOD& ••••• ________ 4111 610 2511 1811 82 tn1 27f 

• Prlees Weft hued oa farm fliDlOies' estimates of the IIDlOOill they would have psld had food of a similar 
quality beea porebuecl io mnllar quantity from a uelgbbor. See table 80 for pri£e8 for the varlooa farm 
8eeti<JOL 

I Money value of farm.fornlshed food wu adtostecl to Peonsylvaola urices ufoDows: J'or Peonsylvanfa 
·~ money value of Ute products tlpeCified io table 62 wu divided by the average quantity produced. 
The remltin« unit prices wen multiplied by the average quantities for eacb of tbe other 7 units. Qoao
tity dats were om avai!Jible for otber food from ganlea, fruit, and oth« food; heoce oo lldjostmeotwu 
made OD Ute value of theee products. 

Farm-furnished food which provided more than half of the income 
in kind used for family living in each section was the major source 
of these intersectional differences; but the value of housing differed 
considerably, also. For example, the average nonmoney income of, 
the Pennsylvania farm families was $213 higher than that of the 
Michigan families; the average value of farm-furnished food in the 
fonner section was $138 higher than in the latter; of housing, $86 
higher; and of fuel and other products, $11 lower (table 43). 

Such intersectional differences in the average value of farm-fur• 
nished food are accounted for in part by differences in the prices used 
in ita valuation. In each section prices were determined on the basis 
of "·hat the family would have paid if food of similar quality and 
quantity had been bought at the most likely place of purchase, in 
most cases from a neighboring fanner. Opportunities for local sales 
and costs of transportation to broader marketa helped determine the 
prices charged by the farm families. To obtain uniformity of prices 
used in the valuation of food throughout a section, farm families were 
uked to furnish records of what they paid when buying or charged 
when selling food products to neighbors. These prices were then 
averaged.• 

Prices so determined differed among the eight sections. Thus milk 
was valued at 3 centa per quart in Wisconsin; at 6 in Vermont, Michi
gan, a_nd Iowa; at 7 m Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois; and at 10 
cents m Xew Jersey (table 80). The price for determining value of 
fresh pork ranged from 12 centa per pound in Michigan to 20 cents 

• A - of 10 s-- aboft ar below dlls 6ftftllt - permitted.. See table 80, loomote L 
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in Pennsylvania. To eliminate the intersectional differences in non
money income that were due solely to such differences in prices used 
for valuation, the prices used in Pennsylvania were applied to food
quantity data from the other seven sectiOns. • Average value of farm
furnished food was increased in six sections and lowered in the seventh, 
New Jersey. Increases ranged from $15 in Ohio to $73 in Wisconsin 
(table 43). Despite this adjustment, differences in average income 
in kind from food persisted among the sections. 

Average quantities of specific foods used were much greater in 
some sections than in others. Thus, quantities of milk ranged from 
an average of 206 gallons per family in Pennsylvania to 326 inVer
mont; cream, from an average of 8 gallons in New Jersey to 67 in 
Iowa; pork, from 139 pounds in Vermont to 637 in Illinois; potatoes, 
from 12 bushels in Illinois to 42 in Vermont; eggs, from 112 dozen in 
New Jersey to 176 in Iowa. Type of farming, market demand, 
amount of money income, and local customs were among the factors 
bringing about these differences. 

The tendency for average value of farm-furnished food to be greater 
in the upper than in the lower-income groups, already· noted in Penn
sylvania, was found in the other seven sections. Average size of 
llousehold also increased with successively higher-income levels, but 
increases in quantities of food more than offset the larger number of 
persons to be fed. Average value of farm-furnished food per food
expenditure unit was appreciably greater among families with in
comes of $3,000 or more than among those in the class $Q--$499 in 
all sections-a pattern similar to that described in Pennsylvania 
(tables 38 and 39). · 

The family-type groups in the seven sections differed with respect 
to farm-furnished food much as they did in Pennsylvania. The 
average value of such food per family was less for the small families 
of type 1 than for the other EI"Oups; but "the average value per food
expenditure unit tended to be greater at comparable income levels. 
Average value of food received from the farm by the large families 
of types 6 and 7 was greater than that received by those of types 4 
and 5 and types 2 and 3, but the average value of such food per food
expenditure unit tended to be smaller. There were not enough fam
ilies of types 8 and 9 to analyze data by income level in any section 
except P(;'nnsylvania (tables 39 and 41). 
· Estimated value of a year's housing-the occupancy of the farm 
family dwelling during the report year-differed considerably from 
one section to another, ranging from an average of $142 in Iowa to 
$237 in Pennsylvania. Averages for New Jersey and W~consin were 
$228 and $217, respectively; for the other sections, less than $200. 
Within each section such nonmoney income from housing increased 
as income rose. At most income levels the values reported by the 
families in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Wisconsin were higher 
than in other sections; values reported by families in Michigan, Ohio, 
Iowa, and lllinois were relatively low or intermediate. Vermont val
ues were in an intermediate position at all levels except the lowest 
(table 44). 



FAlOLY INOOMB 99 

TA•LII 44.-PARII-FURNlSHED uousma: Allerofle l IIGlue of ouupancy of ,family 
· dweUing, by family type 1 and income, Middle Atlantic, North Centr~, and NeUJ 

England farm aectiona, l~S5-86 
[Wblte nonrellef famUies tbat include a husbaDcl &Del wife, both native-bom] . .. 

Fam- Fam· Fam· Fam- Fam- Fam~ Fam- Fam· 
Famlly-IDcome class ( dollan) All ily ily ily ily All ily ily ily ily 

types types types types types types types types typel 2and3 4and5 6aud7 typel 2aud3 4au46 6and7 

NEW JERSEY PENNSYLVANIA. 

.A.lllncome cla8EB •••••••••••• 1228 $207 $234 $242 $219 $237 $196 $236 $238 $2lill 

Fm = = = 
Net Iosee&. ---------~----- 238 151 239 202 264 145 1316 180 
Net incomes ••••••••••••• 228 208 234 243 217 237 196 234 239 256 

6-4119.--------------- 160 167 165 148 1232 104 w 113 113 130 
500-1199.-------------- 179 181 168 177 152 1M 157 163 142 159 1,006-1,4119 ____________ 

204 211 193 212 189 205 225 2111 199 198 1,500-1,9119 ___________ 
238 268 228 244 208 260 266 265 256 251 2.006-2,9119 ___________ 255 253 260 266 252 310 323 323 309 309 

a,ooo or over ••••••••.• 321 250 338 861 240 400 448 374 421 389 

omo MICHIGAN 

All Income classes ............ $1M $158 $161 $160 $142 $151 $152 $148 $155 $1M 

Net Joases ______ ~------ = = ~ 1166 -··m· 1180 -·-ioo· 1151 188 1270 130 ---·iu Net Incomes •• ~--------- •. 153 161 142 151 153 144 155 -6-499.---------------- 96 102 119 51 '""iiiif 
109 127 107 79 74 

500-1199.-------------- 122 135 103 114 131 . 133 124 136 123 
1,006-1,41111.--------- 148 147 IM 148 149 1-~9 178 162 152 157 
1,500-1,9119 ............ 179 211 236 165 133 174 166 157 180 202 
2,006-2,9119 ............ 207 261 287 185 178 188 221 151 203 191 
a,ooo or over .... ------ 262 392 1276 232 198 214 151 160 296 1189 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS 

All IDeo- cla8EB ............ $217 $222 1220 $216 $214 $144 $144 $135 $163 $112 

Net lo!!SeS ...•••••••••••.• 132 ------- 1126 
"'"216' 

1143 157 ----i44" 1267 I 80 190 
Nee incomes ............. 218 22:2 221 215 144 134 163 112 

1---
6-4911.---------------- 158 141 •112 211 172 91 93 109 73 181 
liOO-M. ------·----- 1i6 172 180 177 184 100 9S 105 107 99 1,006-1,499 __________ 201 245 210 185 191 liS 134 110 121 104 1,500-1.9119 ___________ 

252 272 262 239 241 156 190 1M 153 116 
2. ooo-2,9119. ----------- 282 274 321 281 238 182 158 171 210 128 
a.ooo or over--------- 3Ui 1491; 199 355 373 210 255 1M 231 127 

' 
IOWA VERMONT 

An ~ clasaes ............ $142 $136 $139 $151 $131 I $169 $158 $180 $170 $169 
= = I 192 = = Net"------------·---· 195 IM 192 1132 

Ne& incomes ••••••••••••• 1U 136 1.37 160 131 169 156 180 170 169 

~~~~~- ---~------------ , 103 81 98 116 92 94 168 70 113 
50(HI99_-- ------------ 114 115 125 114 103 133 138 114 124 139 1,000-1,4911. _________ 140 154 141 152 102 166 158 199 158 158 1.51 .... 1,9911 .. _________ 202 220 181 224 179 195 210 213 186 174 1.006-2,999 __________ 

247 273 231 238 267 239 234 264 259 206 a.ooo «over ________ 242 U7 172 201 306 290 ------ 1292 278 405 

t A--..- .,.. based on tbe number of ramiJies in each !'lass. An families (renters aud OWDelS) ucept 
tIn New Jeroey, 12 in PeDDSYIV&Dia, 1 in Ohio, I in Michigan, 2 in Iowa, and 3 in Vermont, that operated 
t~ farms ent~ly rent-ln!e had some OODmoDey income from housing. See Glossal-y, Income; Fllnll 
Family: 0eeup&ll{'y oc Farm Dwelling. 

1 The •wr&«e value of OI.'ICUJllliK'Y of famDy d1rell~ for Pennsylvauia families of types 8 and 91t'U as 
lollo...,. for tllo ftrious income eiasl;es: All income classes, $270; net losses, $3K; net incomes, S2il; $0-$49D. 
M: Sli00-$999, $166; $1,~1.499, $198; $1.~1,999, $279; $2,006-$2,999, $297; $3,000 or over, $384. For the 
a--.. value of OOClJI*DCJ of famUy dwelling for all families OC types 8 and U in other farm sectiona- &able 
61. 

•.A.--- based Ollie-. thalli-. 
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Difl'erences in nonmoney income from housing in the eight sec
tions seem to have reflected differences in a number of factors, among 
them number of rooms, provision of modern facilities (as running 
water and electricity), age of structures, and construction costs. 
For the study of family consumption some of the sections were com
bined, hence data. concerning the kind of housing that farms pro
vided are not available for each of the eight sections. The houses in 
Dlinois and Iowa, ranking lowest in average value of occupancy, 
tended to be smaller than those in the other sections and to rank 
below the others in proportion having running water and electricity, 
as is shown below: 

AHra~ 11u..w.r Peret'Titage of /armAtnllll Aa.m,_ 
Fann section: of rii01M Runni"ff water EleetriA:itU 

Vennont----------------------- ~35 67 44 
Pennsylvania-Ohio--------------- 8. 55 37 49 
New JerseY--------------------- 8. 11 56 78 Michigan-Wisconsin _____________ 8. 03 24 47 
Illinois-Iowa ____________________ 6. 76 17 16 

Since the Pennsylvania section, ranking first in nonmoney income 
from housing, was combined for the consumption study with the Ohi() 
section, rankin~ fifth, relationships between value of occupancy and 
quality of housmg cannot be clearly traced. In New Jersey, which 
ranked second with respect to nonmoney income from housing, the 
average size of dwelling was 8.11 rooms, or in intermediate rank; th& 
proportion having electricity ranked highest; and the proportion hav
mg running water was exceeded only by Vermont. 

The Vermont houses ranked first in size and in proportion having 
running water. That the average value of occupancy of these farm 
dwellings held an intermediate place among the eight sections may 
have been related to their age. Data from other studies indicate that. 
approximately three-fourths of the Vermont houses had been built 
50 or more years ago-a. larger proportion than in the other sections. 

The value of fuel, ice, and other miscellaneous products furnished 
by the farm ranged from an average of $12 in Illinois to $82 in Ver
mont. The proportion of families having nonmoney income from 
this source was approximately the same in the two sections-95 per
cent in the former and 91 percent in the latter. That the value of 
products was so much greater in Vermont is due to the large quantities 
of the family fuel supply obtained from woods and wood lots. 



SECTION 3. SUMMARY OF FAMILY-INCOME. 
DATA FOR WHITE OPERATORS' FAMILIES 
IN 20 FARM SECTIONS. 

Income Levels (Relief and Nonrelief Families) 

The amount of income a. farm family has determines in large part 
the level of living it achieves and its chances for financial security. 
The way national income from agriculture is divided-the number of 
farm families to be found in low, in high, and in intermediate inoome 
brackets-is therefore an important consideration in planning agricul
tural policies and programs since concern for human welfare motivates 
such plans. · 

Sources of net family income should be known, too-what propor
tion comes from farming and what from earnings of family members 
in nonfarm employment and from investments apart from the farm 
business. Part of the farm income is in cash but part is iQ. kind, as· 
from the occupancy of the farm home and from home-produced food 
and fuel. Facts as to the relative amounts of these two types of 
receipts tell much both to local and national groups attempting to 
solve agricultural problems and to families studying their own situa
tion. (See Glossary, Income, Farm Family, for definition of net 
famil,r income as used in this discussion.) 

This survey furnishes a rather detailed picture of the income levels 
of the families of nativ~white operators in 20 different farming sec
tions of the country; special studies of other fa.rm-groups, the share
croppers and Negroes, were made in the. Southeast. The limitation 
of the study to native-white families of operators serves also to limit 
somewhat the general applicability of the data, since evidence indi
cates that their incomes tended to be higher than those of the excluded 
population, such as farm laborers', foreign-hom, Negro, and one
persoa families.1 However, the data concerning the operators' 
families may be used for estimates of income levels of all families in 
these sections by adjustments based upon information concerning the 
excluded groups. . · 

General income levels of families of the farm operators studied in 
these :.!0 sections differed markedly, as would be expected from agri-

' A sample n-presentatl"" of aJl farm operators' lllmilies does not represent the entire farm population since 
1aborton and sbarecrop!"'rs are excluded. Moreover. the families or oprrators includpd in this study were a 
w~lt'd IUOup wilh rP>P"Ct to color, nativity, family composition, and number or months of residence 
on tbe farm. <See MPthodoloi!Y, The First or Record-card SamJlle, and Tbe Income Se.mple.) They thus 
""nstitult'd only • portion or tbe total group of operators' families from which data ror record eacds were 
obtam..t-wer than <10 percent in live 91!Ciions, from 30 to 50 pert'ent in SPVIln sections, and from 50 to 80 
Jl<'n't'nt in Pi~hlso-ctions. Aorordilll! to &\'ailsble evidPnce, the otber population groups such as the foreign
born, nonwhite. and broll:en familit's teod<>d to haw lower incomes than the white operator group studied. 
ln llwofttl.so-ctions in lbe 1\orthand We.r,supplementarysurveys indicate that the median income of the 
croup of op..>ntors' famu;.,sncludpd from the income study was from $100 to $300 less th!t.n tbe median income 
of thoso aatiSf);lll! the f'hl!ibility requirements. In "ach flllt'tion stud;..d in the Soutbeast, the income levels 
or Xetrn~ and sh.......,...,pper families were «>nsiderably below those or the families of wbite operators (table 
46). lo ~- ol tbeso IA<'ts, ttl. income data for the group studied cannot he taken as typical of the IDtal 
poop ol farm operat.Qn, much less of all families iD the farm population. 

101 
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eulturalstatisticsfrom other sources. Some of these difl'erences would 
persist year in and year out because of difl'erences in the fertility of 
the land and its suitability for crops that provide high cash returns; 
other difl'erences were due in part. to abnormal climatic conditions 
prevalent in certain sections- during the year covered by the family 
records. 

The median net income of these operators' families (relief and non
relief) was less than $1,000 in six sections (three in the Plains and 
Mountain region, one in the North Central, two in the Southeast); 
from $1,000 to $1,299 in eigh& sections (one in New England,. three 
in the North Central region, two in the Pacific, and two in the South
east); and it was $1,300 or more in six {three in the North Central 
region, two in the Pacific, and one in the Southeast). That three of 
the sections where the median value of net family income was less 
than $1,000 were in the Plains and Mountain region, and one in nearby 
Iowa is to be traced to the severe drought in many Central and 
Western States during the period studied. The data should not be 
used as a basis for comparison of agricultural opportunities in the 
sections studied (table 46). · 

Some of the operators' families in each of the 20 farming sections 
had incomes of less than $250; some, incomes of $2,000 or more. The 
proportion at this latter income level was, of course, smaller in the 
six sections in which median income was lowest than in the six in 
which ~t was highest, as is shown below: 

· Prr~ offatriiUu of..,... .,.ite flflnVW•• ( rfiN/ .U 
-ruwf)..,.;, intomu of-

General income level and farm section: . ,{®':;'~ 
Median income, lesa than $1,000: «iriRR rdie/ 

North Carolina (self-sufficing)_____________ 74 
Georgi•---------------·----------------- 74 
North Dakot&...------------------------'- 73 
1\ansas -------------------------------- 65 South Dakota-Montana-Colorado__________ 63 Iowa___________________________________ 56 

Median income, $1,000--$1,299: · · · 
SouthCarolina-.------------------------lVashington ____________________________ _ 

~u:~~~:==============~::::::::::::: 
Vennont-------------------------------
Ohio----------------------------------
lV~nsin------------------------------

Median income, $1,300 or over: 

48 
47 
45 
45 
44 
40 
37 
30 

#,(JOGIW-
1 
3 
5 
9 

13 
9 

17 
15 
11 
24 
16 
14 
13 
13 

California, central_______________________ 34 27 
California, BOuthem______________________ 34 34 
New JerseY----------------------------- 33 31 
Pe~ylvania--------------------------- 29 27 
lllinoW--------------------------------- 23 28 NortbCaroiina__________________________ 21 34 

Had all farm families been included in these distributions instead 
of the families of native-white operators only, the percentage with 
incomes under $1,000 would have been appreciably higher, with 
greater increases in some sections than in others. The number of 
farm families trying to stretch net incomes of less than $1,000 (cash 
and in kind) to cover many types of disbursements-outlays for family 
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needs, for installation of electricity and other modern conveniences, 
purchases of livestock and equipment for building up the farm enter
prise, and payments on & farm mortgage--presents strong evidence 
of the need for group action (local and Federal programs of education, 
of soil conservation, of farm credit, and the like) as well as careful 
management of resources by individual families if satisfactory levels 
of living and security are to be achieved by the lower-income farm 
groups. 

Data on sources of income are presented for the nonrelief operators 
only; information concerning the incomes of the families that had 
received relief was inadequate for such detailed analyses. The general 
income level of a group of nonrelief families is, of course, higher than 
that of relief and nonrelief families combined. Average (mean) 
income of a group may be higher than the median if incomes of some 
of the families are comparatively high. Since the 20 sections 
differed appreciably with respect to both the proportion of relief 
families and the distribution of families at upper-income levels, their 
positions changed somewhat when ranked by average income of 
nonrelief families rather than by median income of the relief and non
relief groups combined (table 45). However, of the sections in the 
first seven places when ranked by average income of nonrelief families, 
six were included in the top seven when ranked by median income of 
the combined groups, relief and nonrelief (p. 114). 

Sources of Income (Nonrelief Families) 
. . 

Sources of income of the nonrelief operators-their receipts in cash 
and in kind from farming and those in cash from nonfarm enter
prises-had many points of similarity in the 20 sections. Differences 
may be explained in large part by differences in local conditions. 
Since the data reflect sectional characteristics, they may be used as 
indicative of the general patterns of make-up of income of the larger 
population groups that include all operators' families in each section·. 
They also may be adapted for use in other .sections, comparable with 
respect to type of farming, climate, and other factors affecting the 
importance of each of these major income components. . . 

The general level of income in each section was determined pri
marily by net money receipts from farming. N onmoney farm income 
in the form of occupancy of the farm dwelling, and home-produced 
food, fuel, and other products used by the household was a substantial 
proportion of total net income in each section; but the sections were 
more Eimilar with respect to average receipts of this sort than average 
a.djusted money income (see table 45, footnote 3, for definition): 
For example, average nonmoney income in the 20 sections ranged 
from $321 to $668; average adjusted money income, from $82 to 
$1,381. Average net money income from nonfarm sources, the third 
~omponent of net. family income, was less than nonmoney income 
m all but two sections and therefore tended to play a less importa.nt 
role in the determination of general income level (table 45). 

The importance of adjusted net farm money income as a component 
of n.E'~ fa!ll~Y i?come .and a determinant of the general income level of 
!am!ltes as mdtcated m table 45. In general, the sections that were 
m the lower third when ranked by average income of nonrelief 
operators also were in the lower third when ranked by net money. 
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receipts from farming; those ranking high in the former respect also 
tended to rank high in the latter, as is shown below: 

Refit t1f farM mtf<rlt G«ordmr to ,._ tJf 
familiu of 111111relitJ ,.h;u apnalorl 

. Aum«•~ 

Farm eec~1o~:. . ''"""' incoiiN 
Ml881881J>PL---------------------- 1 
North Carolina___________________ 2 
California, southern_______________ 3 
California, central.--------------- 4 
Illinois __________ ---------------- 5 
NewJeneY---------------------- 6 
Pennsylvania ••• ----------------- 7 
South Carolina.------------------ 8 
Oregon.------------------------- 9 
Wisconsin ••• -------------------- 10 Washington ______________________ 11 

OhiO---------------------------- 12 Vennont ________________________ 13 

Michigan.----------------------- 14 
South Dakota-Montana-Colorado ••• 15 
Iowa.--------------------------- 16 
North Carolina (self-sufficing) ______ 17 1Cansas __________________________ 18 

CJeorgia ••• ---------------------- 19 North Dakota ____________________ 20 

Artra9t Rtl farm incmM 
M1111tJinCmM 

..elf"'" 1 
2 
5 
4 
3 
6 
7 

14 
15 

8 
10 
12 
11 

9 
13 
16 
20 
17 
18 
19 

N1111m~ 
fneom. 

9 
1 

20 
19 
10 
5 
4 
3 

14 
6 

18 
8 

11 
17 
16 

7 
2 

15 
13 
12 

Money income from sources other than the operated farm con
stituted less than 30 percent of total net family income in all sections 
except two, southern California and the self-sufficing section of 
North Carolina. In the former such income averaged $678 (almost 
$300 more than in any other section); in the latter, the average was 
much smaller, $307, but total farm income, especially money income, 
was very low. Earnings of family members were the major source 
of nonfarm money income. The degree to which cash income from 
farming may be supplemented by earnings from enterprises other 
than the home farm obviously depends on opportunities for such 
employment within each section. In every section, however, some 
families had considerable income from nonfarm earnings. • 

Income in kind-the value of occupancy of the farm dwelling, the 
home-produced food, fuel, tobacco, ice, and other products used by 
the household--was more than 30 percent of the aggregate income 
of the families of operators in all but five sections. Where circum
stances were unfavorable for cash income from farming, this non
money income was of primary importance; it was 66 percent of 
aggregate net income in the North Dakota section where the drought 
was severe, and 61 percent in the self-sufficing section of North 
Carolina where there is little production of commercial crops. In the 
two sections, central and southern California, in which income in 
kind constituted less than 20 percent of the total, money income from 
farming was comparatively high and that from nonfarm sources aver
aged more than in the other sections. 

Farm-furnished food for household use accounted for a larger 
part of nonmoney income than housing, fuel, and other products in 
all but two sections. The amount of nonmoney income from such 
food depended on quantities consumed and on the prices used in 
valuation of each product in the different localities. For example, 
prices used in computing the value of farm-furnished milk ranged 
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from 12 cents per gallon in Wisconsin to 48 cents~ North Car~lina; 
the price of fresh por.k, from 10 cents pe~ ~oun~ m Color9:do to 21 
cents in South Carolma (table 80). Vanat10ns m local pnce levels 
of products used for home consumption as well as of products sold 
thus appear in the computation of total family income. 

In order to eliminate intersectional differences in nonmoney income 
from farm-furnished foods, a uniform price was used in the valuation 
of the quantities of each type of foo~ in th.e 20 sec~ions. In some 
sections, the total value of food, usmg un1form pr1ces, was lower 
than the value based on local prices; in some, it was higher, as is 
shown below: 

A""llfTt Ml.u offarm-{amu\td 
food per ROnreluf familr 
baBetlon-

Uniform 
Farm section: prices • North Dakota ____________________ $490 

N?rt~ ~ar~lina (self-sufficing)______ 442 
MIBSlBSlppL- ------- -~------- ---- 407 
NorthCarolin&------------------- 405 
South Dakota-Montana-Colorado___ 392 
~rgia------------------------- 383 
Iowa---------------------------- 369 
SouthCarolina------------------- 353 Illinois __________________ -------- 353 
OhiO--------------~------------- 330 ]{ansas__________________________ 318 
lV~consin_______________________ 318 
Pennsylvania-------------------- 299 Oregon__________________________ 290 
Vermont---------------~-------- 254 
lVashington-------------~-------- 254 New Jersey______________________ 250 
Michigan __ ---------------------- 209 
California, centraL_______________ 187 
California, southern_______________ 85 

Localpricu 
$364 

504 
361 
525 
318 
393 
367 
453 
357 
345 
308 
288 
339 
347 
259 
213 
317 
201 
164 

95 

Dif!ermu • 
+$126 

-6Z 
+4& 

-12() 
+7-t 
-l(J 
+2 

..;,;.100 
. -4 
-15 
+10 
+30 
-40 
-57 
-5 

+41 
-67 
+8 

+23 
-10 

• Th- values were comput<'d ror Mch section by multiplying the average quantities or specified foods b;s 
the mt'dian of the a\·erll!'e prices u!!ed in the 20 sectiow. 

a Value based on uniform prices minus that based on local prices • 

• 
Intersectional differences in average value of farm-furnished food 

based on uniform prices in the 20 sections were less than differences 
in values based on local prices; the former averages ranged from $85 
to $490, the latter from $95 to $525. The high average values in 
some seetions were due in part to high local prices. That the sections 
difi'Pred appreciably with respect to quantities of food from the farm 
used by families is indicated by the values based on uniform prices. 
These quantity differences were associated with differences in returns 
from use of land for cash crops, in family size and thus in family 
needs, and in local attitudes toward programs of food production 
for home use. · 

The comparatively- high total value of farm-furnished food in the 
North Dakota sectiOn reflects consumption of exceptionally large 
quantities of foods that have relatively high money value-milk, 
cream, egzs, and meat. In the self-sufficing section of North Carolina, 
consumption of dairy products and garden produce exceeded that in 
most other sections; in the tobacco-growing section of the same State 
average quantities of home-produeed pork were high. Outstanding 
among the sections having & low average value of home-produced 
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food was the fruit-growing section of southern California where fanna 
tended to be small and highly s~ialized; many of these operators 
produced little hut the commercial crop of citrus fruit. 

TABLa 45.-tJOUBCJIS 01' I'AIIILT INCOII. IN • AXALT818 UJnT8 IN • 8TATW8: 
.Aaoerage • GIINnlnl attd ~age • fl/ lotalfamilv i- tkritled from qeajiMI 
eovn:a br familia of 111hile fa,.,. operalura, 19:J5-8(J 

(White -..eliel familieL\1 tbat IDdude • hmbaDd Uld wile, both aa&i"ftobom) 

Net rarm blcome 

Netmonq 

hmi- Total t.milJ' M OIIC!J', lid- IDeo me 
.ADIIlJBis IIDit - ..._ justed for l'um.fbr. from 

Total cban~in Dis bed 110111111'111 
crops •tared produeta 

_..... 
andU~ 
awekl 

Ne. Del. PrJ. Dol. PrJ. Dol. PrJ, IJIJI. PrJ. Dol. PrJ. 
Misloissippl. ···--···· 49& I, 117 100 1,000 90 I, !181 65 519 25 217 10 
North Carolina ..•••••••• 4.'i8 1,1188 100 1, T77 89 1,108 55 Mil 34 211 n 
California, 11011tbenl ••••• 1,116 1,1183 100 1,306 II& 98f liO 321 16 678 34 
C,..ifomia, mn&nl ... , ••• 2flU 1, 787 100 1,394 78 1,056 58 338. 19 3!13 2'1 
DliDois .•• ---·--------- 1143 1, 7441 100 1, Sill 91 1,078 62 &13 29 IM I 
N-leney .............. '1'91 I, 7UI 100 1,387 81 au; f8 572 33 329 II 
PeDD!Yiftllia. ••••••••••• 1,023 I, 6lif 100 1,383 8f 789 f8 &9f 36 271 16 
South C810liDL.--····- 1,048 1, 4.18 100 1, :2V6 8f 611 43 696 41 232 16 

0rf!!OD. ·-------------- 1,'188 1,430 100 1,0111 76 &89 42 492 34 3-W lll 

w locom!D. --·---------- '183 1,0 100 1.325 M 7117 64 5.58 40 83 • Wuhu.c-............. fNI 1.3!<41 100 1,048 76 699 liO 347 25 340 25 
Ohio .................... 81~ 1,358 100 1,165 86 6.13 47 632 39 194 14 
Vermont •••••••••••••••• &13 1,346 100 1,100 86 650 f8 510 38 186 14 
Mirhi,.ut ................ 784 1,3t0 100 1,086 88 704 67 381 31 155 Ul 
South Ddola-Moataaa-

Colondo .............. 8lll I, IV:. 100 1,056 88 613 &1 442 '¥1 138 12 
Iowa .................... na I, 101 100 1,033 M 41111 46 634. 411 ;o • North Caroll-. 1811· 

lllllleJna OOUDtife ...... 823 1,004 100 fNI 69 82 8 615 61 1Im 31 
x-.................. 598 194 100 8fi3 87 406 41 4S7 46 131 13 
O.Of!(ia. ................. 7:l3 955 100 828 87 334 35 494 52 127 13 
Nord~ DlllrotL .... - .. 11M 763 100 '102 12 IIlii 31 603 II& 61 8 

I A~ 11ft' 1M8l'd OD the total DDJDber of f8m01es ID eaeh cluL J'or clesaiptioll ol iDeome from the 
~Pft'illed IIOil!UOII- Oksar7, IDeome, Farm Family. 

1 Pen!elltlll!el are 1M8l'd on the avenn total family iDeome for Neb elass. 
I Net IDOD8Y IDeome from farm plus ~ or minus ~ Ill value oflivftltoell: owned and m~pa 

stlnd r..- 9ale betw""D the becimUDc Uld end ol &he nport year. See Olollsary, Crops Stored Uld Live-
Btoek Owned. Net Chan..,. • 

• IDeludes ..,.De ol fllmi]y memben from _,.pat;ODS otlll'r than operation of &he family farm. Uld 
_,. iDcome from IUdl DOD1um IIOiliUOII u net n&umll from iDftiSUDeDta, peDSioos. Uld gift!!. 

Incomes of the Family-Type Groups (Relief and Nonrelief Families) 

Large families tended to have higher incomes than small ones. In 
each of the 20 sections, the family-~ group having the highest 
median income was one in which families had five or more membel"9-
types 5, 6, 7, or 8 and 9 combined. (See pp. 57-59 for a description of 
the types.) The two-person, husband-wife, families of type 1 ranked 
lowest or next to lowest in 17 of the sections; in the other 3 they held 
an intermediate rank. The median income of the type group 
ranking highest was appreciably greater than that of the group 
ranking lowest in each section, as follows: 
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-ne Wghul n4 Me ,_,., t!Udiml imo1Joe ef tlte 8 fa•Ur-trpe rroopr, 

relief ,.,.d aonrelief familia , 

Fann section: Hi1hul Lrnred 
North Carolina ____ .:_ $2,031 (types 8 and 9). $1,021 (type 2). · 
California, southern... $2,000 (types 8 and 9).1 $1,250 (type 1). 
Illinois _____________ $1,875 (types 8 and 9).1 $1,275 (type 1). 
Pennsylvania _______ $1,837 (types 8 and 9). $918 (type 1). · 
California, centraL __ $1,812 (types 8 and 9).1 $1,094 (type 1). 
New Jersey _________ $1,800 (type 6). $1,034: (type 1). 
Ohio ______________ ;_ $1,530 (type 5). $951 (type 1). 
Oregon----~-------- $1,511 (types 8 and 9). $857 (type 1). 
Wisconsin __________ $1,469 (type 5). $1,145 (type 1). 
Vermont ___________ $1,375 (types 5, 8 and 9).• $972 (type 1). 
Michigan ___________ $1,375 (types 8 and 9). $908 (type 1). 
Washington ___ :_ .. ___ $1,281 (types 8 and 9). $852 (type 1) .. 
Mississ!Jlpi__ ___ . _____ $1,275 (types 8 and 9). $938 (type 2). 
South Carolina ______ $1,259 (types 8 and 9). $785 (type 1). 
Iowa _______________ $1,219 (types 8 and 9): $851 (type 1). 
South Dakota-Mon-

tana-Colorado ___ ,._ $1,000 (type 5). 
Kansas _____________ $927 (type 5). 

$62 (types 8 and 9) .• 
$569 (type 6). 

]· 

Georgia ____________ $869 (types 8 and 9). 
North Dakota _______ $833 (type 5). 

$560 (type 3). 
$515 (types 8 and 9). 

North Carolina (self-
sufficing)-----·--- $768 (type 5). 

1 Based on fewer th11:1 30 cases. 
• These 2 family-type groups had the same median income. 
• Based on more than 30 cases, but nearly ball of these are relief. 

$412 (type 2). 

No one family type held the same position in all 20 sections when 
the eight groups were ranked by median income; but some types were 
in one of the four higher ranks and some were in one of the four lower 
in a large majority of the sections. Families of type 2, with one child 
under 16 and none older, and families of type 6, with three or four 
-children of this age, were in one of the four lower ranks in 17 and .15 
sections, respectively. In contrast, families of type 5 were in one of 
the four upper ranks in all sections but 1; families of tyPe 7, of tn>eB 
8 and 9 combined, and of type 3 held upper ranks m 14 sections. 
"Tyye 4, with at least one person 16 or older other than husband or 
Wife, was the only type which seemed to show no definite tendency 
to be high or low; in 10 sections this type ranked second or third 
and in 10, fifth or sixth. · · · 

Age of husband and the family situafiion usual in certain stages 
of the family life cycle seem to have played an important role in 
-determining the general income level of a type group; but no single 
factor accounts for one group's income position in relation to that of 
the other types. Incomes of the families at the beginning and the 
end of the family life cycle, those in which the husband was under 
30 or was 60 or older, tended to be lower than those of families in 
intennediat.e age groups (pp. 65-66). The young families had no 
~hildren old enough to make appreciable contributions to the farm 
enterprise; they had had few years in which to build up herds and to 
accumulate equipment and other working capital for operating the 
business. In many of the families that were well past middle age, 
grown sons and daughters had left home. The husband may have 
lacked the strength needed for operating a sizable business. These 
'Sillall families also were in a less advantageous position than the large 
'9.-ith respect to nonmoney income from farm-furnished food; insofar 
as the value placed upon the produets they consumed exceeded cash 
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that would have been received from sales, the latter families had 
ruore income from production of given amounts of foodstuffs than 
the former. 

Families of type 1 and type 2, therefore, might be expected to have 
median incomes below those of the other type groups. In the former 
families, type 1, half or more of the husbands were 50 or older in all 
sections except North Dakota; in 12 sections, median age was 55 or 
more. Husbands under 30 constituted from 3 to 20 percent of the 
group. Families of type 2, with only one child, tended to be younger 
than the families with more children or those in which there were no 
members under 16. 

Many of the large families of types 8 and 9 included an older 
married couple and a married son or daughter, living together as one 
economic family. In the majority of the other families of these types 
there were unmarried sons and daughters 16 or older who doubtless 
carried considerable responsibility for the farm business, helping to 
reduce expenditures for hired labor and making it practicable to 
operate a farm larger than the husband alone might want to operate. 
Families of type 5 (five or six members) also had potential workers 
other than the husband and wife; in each, there was at least one such 
member 16 or older and in many some of the children under 16 
must have been in their teens, able to do some of the chores. 

Differences in the ranking of the median incomes of the family
type groups from one section to another are to be expected. In the 
sections in which the general income level of all families tended to be 
comparatively low, as in North Dakota and Georgia, income differ
ences among the types tended to be small and ranks therefore may 
have been appreciably affected by sampling fluctuations. The com
position of the type groups differed somewhat among the sections; 
differences in the median age of husbands of type-1 families have 
been noted. Whether the well-to-do older families were large (as 
types 5 ·or 8) or small (type 4) might depend somewhat upon local 
attitudes toward family size and upon opportunities for grown sons 
and daughters to earn away fro~p. home. 

The large families had higher average receipts of income in kind 
than the small in all sections-a difference due mostly to the greater 
value of the home-producoo foods used by the former groups. Fami
lies of types 8 and 9 combined, largest in average size, ranked highest 
with respect to average value of farm-furnished food in all sections 
but one (New Jersey), where types 6 and 7 combined stood first. 
This latter type group stood second in all other sections except one, 
where its rank was third. 

The two-person families of type 1 had smaller average nonmoney 
receipts from food than any other group. The two- and three
person fa~es of types 2 and .3 .• as a group, ranked next to the lowest 
m all sections but one. Families of types 4 and 5, larger in average 
size than tY{les 2 and 3 f!-nd smaller than types 6 and 7, occupied the 
middle position, rank 3, m 18 of the 20 sections. This ranking of the 
type groups was in part a reflection of income differences; families 
at upper-income lev~ls te!lded to .use more home-produced food than 
those of the same s1ze With low mcomes, and it has been seen that 
incomes of families of types 8 and 9 tended to be above those of type 1. 
But the number of mouths to be fed was an even stronger factor in 
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determining rank; at comparable income levels the five type groups 
tended to bold the same positions that they held when all income 
levels were combined. -

Individuals in the large families fared less well with respect to 
home-produced food than those in small families with fewer to share 
these products. When the five type groups were ranked according to 
average value of such food per food-expenditure unit, rankings were 
the reverse of those on the basis of value per family. Families of 
type 1 ranked highest while types 2 and 3, 4 and 5, 6 and 7, 8 and 9 
ranked successively lower. This is illustrated by data from Pennsyl
vania, as follows: 

Family-type group: 
1------------------------------------------------

Per food.apt11di
turc unit 

$0.0677 
2 and 3 ____ -------------------------------------- • 0641 
4 and S------------------------------------------
6 and 7 _____ -------------------------------------
8 and 9------------------------------------------

• 0581 
• 0537 
.0505 

Per 
familr 
$214 

294 
330 
405 
512 

The large families must have been under greater pressure than the 
small to obtain cash with which to provide for their other needs
clothing, medical care, transportation, education, and the many other 
goods and services that must be bought. They therefore may have 
felt that they could not afford to use cream, poultry, eggs, and other 
products of comparatively high market value in sufficiently large 
quantities to provide as much per person as did the small families. 
That the farm-home management plan of the family of seven or more 
memberS should differ from that of the family of two is obvious. But 
there is room for considerably more research than has yet been done 
in order to learn how best to adapt such plans to differences in family 
composition. 

Summary 

Agriculture, as well as industry and the other great enterprises of 
our national economy, faces the problem of raising the incomes of the 
lowest-paid groups engaged in production in order to provide an ade
quate level of living for all the Nation's families. For industry, this 
is largely a problem of increasing the money earnings of certain groups; 
for agriculture, a problem of increasing both money and nonmoney 
returns from farming and of obtaining a satisfactory balance between 
the two. 

The importance of income in kind from farm-furnished housing, 
food, fuel, and other products as a component of total family income-
especillllv for the low-income groups-stands out from the findings of 
tllis income survey. The part played by well-planned programs of 
food production and preservation for family use in providing family 
diets adequate for good nutrition is shown by analyses of consumption 
data. Such programs mean diverting land, labor, and other resources 
from production of crops for sale to production for household use. 
They entail, therefore, a fann-home management plan instead of two 
separate plans for the operator and the homemaker; they necessitate 
family rather than patriarchal planning and decisions. 

To achieve the best balance between the use of resources for these 
two purposes requires more joint farm-home management research 

863---40-8 
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than has been done heretofore. The problem cannot be solved on the 
basis of labor income received by the operator from production for 
sale versus that from production for family use. Instead, attention 
must be focused upon family well-being; there must be consideration 
of such matters as returns in good nutrition and vitality from home
production of. food, increased satisfactions from living in a. house 
improved through farm labor and perhaps farm materials, opportuni
ties for family members other than the operator to contribute to family 
income, the greater certainty of a market for products used by the 
family than for those sold year in and year out. The well-being of 
the farm family and not the money income alone must be the criterion 
for judgment of a management practice. 

But. the problem is not merely one of efficient plans for farm-home 
management. The data for income distribution point to the need 
for something more far-reaching than can be accomplished by the 
individual family; local, State, and national planning and action 
programs are needed also. For a farm family's income level is not 
determined solely by its skill in using its own resources; national 
programs and policies that affect agriculture play a part equalling or 
exceeding in importance that of family members. Farm families, 
. therefore, must look both to their own planning and production pro
grams and to group thought and action for the solution of problems 
of improving income from agriculture and thus raising the level of 
living of all farm groups. 
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Appendix B. Tables 
All money averages have been rounded to the nearest dollar. In tables giving-

the break-down of a total, it has been necessary in some cases to raise or lower· 
one of the rounded components by $1, in order to have the aum of the various 
items comprising the total agree with the total. In a few eases, therefore, dis-
crepancies of $1 may occur between averages as given on different tables. 

TABL. 46.-srz• 01' I'AMILT AND INCOM. 01' I'ABM I'AMILIES IN 33 ANALYSIS UNITS 
IN 20 BTATJ:s: A11erage aiu and median inctnne of f'elief and nonrelieffamiliea· 
combined, and median income of nonrelieffamiliea, 1936-88 

(Families tha& Include a husband and wife, boUiuUve-born •J 

Median In- Medlanfn. 
Aver- come of'- Aver- come of a-

age 8ll8 
per- Relief per- Relief 

• Item BODS and Non- Item IODI and Non-per 
DOD- ~lief per 

DOD- relief tam- relief fami· fam- relief faml-ilyl faml· lies 
ijyl 

faml· lies 
lies• lies • 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (II) (7) (8) 

lflnr DOL.t.KD-11'BlTK SOV'I'BEAS'f-WBITll 
OPIULUOB8 OPII.RATOR8 

Vermont---················ 
No. Dol. Dol. No. Dol. Dol. 
4.26 1,143 1,181 North Carolina ••••••••••••• 6.40 1,687 . 1,691 

South Carolina ••••••••••••• 6.27 1,035 1,153" 
IDDDLII I.TL.t.:NTIC AlfD Georgia •.•.••••••••••••••••• 4.69 708 794 

lfORTII t:alf'l'RI.L-WIDTII No~:S~~iiDa:·ieu:euiiio:· 4.118 1,091 1,202· 
OPIIRI.TOB8 --

ing counties ••••••••••••••• 1.41 811 91T 
New 1eney ••••••••••••••••• 4.08 1,371 1,468 
Pennsylvania. •••••••••••••• 4. 74 1,433 1,471 BollTIIIIAS'f-ln:GBO 
Ohio •••••••••••••••••••••••• 3.90 1,196 1,214 OPJJ:RI.TORII 
Michigan ••••••••••••••••••• a. 74 1,080 1,105 
Wisconsin •••••••••••••••••• 4.53 1,293 1,305 North Carolina ••••••••••••• 11.56 1,048 1,053 
Dlinols ••••• -----·-····· 8.90 1,603 1,619 South Carolina ••••••••••••• 8.81 598 607 
Iow•·--···--·-·······-·· &91 1136 986 Georgia .•••••••••••••••• - •• 11.20 490 533 

Mississippi. •••••••••••••••• 4.49 676 678" 
' PLAINS AlfD XOUN'I'Allf-

WlD'B OPIIBA'IOJ18 IOUTIIKAS'f-WBITlliiii.Allll-
CROPPIIB8 

North Dakota •••••••••••••• 4.11 .693 705 
Kansas ••• -·······--··--·-·· 4.38 732 867 North Carolina ••••••••••••• 5.23 1,023 1,038· 
South Dakota-:MODtana- South Carolina.. ••• ______ 6. 37 541 840-Colorado.·------------- U9 731 971 Georgia .•••••••••••••••••••• 6.32 544 683 

Mlssissippi ••••••••••••••••• 4. 72 673 808 
I'.I.CD10-11'BlTK OPII.RA'IOB8 

IOUTIIIIAS'f-"NIIGBO IIIL\Jm-
We.shingtoa. ••••••••••••••• &78 1,039 1,182 CIIOPPIIB8 
Orwon. -··············----- 3. 79 1,126 1,199 
California, central. •----·-· &57 1,379 1,429 North Carolina ••••••••••••• 11.61 797 803 
California, southern •••••••• 3.38 1,475 1,534 South Carolina ••••••••••••• 6. 81 423 438 Oregon, part-&ime. _________ an 1,462 1,562 Georgia .•••••••••••••••••••• 5.44 409 422 

Mississippi ••••••••••••••••• 4.17 410 422 

I Families of white operatml only were studied In all regions except the Southeast. Special lltndles of 
Negro families and familiea of sharecroppers were made in the Southeast. Because of the economic and 
social signillcanoo of these groupe in that l'<'gion, no justifiable comparison can be made between any group 
or combinations of groupe in the Southeast and white operators in other regions. See MetbodolOl!!Y for the 
counties iDcluded in the farm aee&iona studied (table 76) and for the nnmber of f8IIlilies In each sample 
(table 77). 

1 Year-eqnlvalent peraons. See GIOSIIBrJ', Year-equivalent Person. 
I Tb""" medians for the ~ligible families are higher than those for the entire population since the ellg!bUity 

requirements, based principally on ra<e, nativity, family composition, and conditions under which the 
farm was openoted, eliminated from the study many families of types that would usually be found In the 
lower income classea. The numericallmportanoo and composition of tbi8 ineligible aroup varied in the 
different sections. 

• Medians for relief and nonnlief famllles were eomputed on the IISSWDptlon (subetantlally supported 
by available data) that all relief families baa iDOOIIlell below the median for the entire sample. 



TAJit,J: 47.-T~NtrRII:, IIIZII:, AND VALUIII OJ' OPERATED FARMS! Number of owning and renting families, average number of acres in operaled 
farms, and n11ernge val1u of form land and buildings, by relief status and income, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm 
1ecliona, 1935-86 

(White larnllles that Include a husband and wife, both native-born) 

Families•- Average &rea ID farms operated by t- Average • value of farm land Average • vBin• or lamlly 
and buildings 1 dwelling 

State, roll.t stotn•. Rnll family· Famlllea Owning Owners• Income ch111 (dollan) Renting Allop- Rent,.rs• Farms of Farms of Farms ol Farms of all or all of (no land All farms All farms part or eratorsl owners renters owners renters 
farm I arm All BCrt'8 

Acres Acres not owned) 
owned owned 

(I) (2) (3) (4) (6) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (16) 

---------------------------------------
IIIIW IBR8B1' 

Nu:rnh«r Nt£mbtr Number A.cru A.cru A.crtl A.cru · A.crtl Dollars Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollarl 
Alllamlllos .................... 861 703 158 73 69 66 3 88 6,408 6,418 6,362 2, 366 ~.420 2,124 

= = = = = = = = = = = = = 
R•ll~flamlll"' ............. 70 66 16 41 32 29 8 76 3,182 2,957 4, 010 1,433 1, 416 1, 600 
N onrellef families .......... 791 648 143 76 73 70 3 90 6,693 6, 711 6,609 2,448 2,606 2,189 ------------------------------------------

Net. lo•••s .............. 21 18 8 97 105 102 8 52 7, 810 7, 767 8,067 2,533 2, 389 3, 400 
Not lneomos ........... 770 630 140 76 72 69 3 91 6,862 6,681 6,578 2,446 2,509 2,163 ------------------------------------------

0-219 ............... 21 18 3 59 65 64 1 28 4,600 4, 744 3,033 1, 795 1,900 1,167 
2511-499 ............. 50 43 7 42 39 37 2 61 3, 996 3,824 5,043 1, 744 1, 766 1,614 
&oo-749 ............. 62 46 16 61 60 55 6 66 4, 549 4, 725 4,043 1, 739 1, 834 1,468 
750-9119 ............ 73 61 12 60 54 51 3 91 6,099 5,178 4, 700 2,074 2,130 1, 702 
t,ono-1,249 ......... 90 75 16 66 65 63 2 75 6,042 6,160 6, 453 2, 31ft 2, 416 1, 813 
1,2r.o-1,499 ......... 90 76 14 65 60 60 (I) 91 5, 726 5, 583 6,500 2,0R9 2, OR6 2,107 
J,5oo-1,749 ......... 58 45 13 76 68 66 2 103 6,222 6, 298 5,962 2, 220 2,299 1,946 
1,?r.o-1,999 ......... 61 46 15 88 95 93 2 69 8,400 . 9,096 6,267 2,857 3,066 2,213 
2,00o-2,249 ......... 52 40 12 74 66 60 6 102 6,393 6,279 6, 775 2, 525 2,575 2, 358 
2,2fi0-2,499 .• - ...... 46 35 11 90 86 83 8 128 8,110 7, 744 9, 273 2,896 2, 946 2, 736 
2,r.oo-2,9DO ......... 62 81 11 81 76 72 4 105 7,475 7,337 8,l18 2, 752 2,802 2,518 
3,000-3,909 ......... 60 52 8 106 100 96 4 146 9,950 9, 298 14,188 3,476 3,351 4,288 
4,00o-4,999 ......... 32 80 2 109 113 105 8 '48 10,112 10,420 05,500 3,325 3, 430 OJ, 750 
8,000 or over ....... 18 12 I 127 119 116 3 '225 12,277 12,133 •14. 000 3,846 3,833 04,000 

= ======= ===:::;:::::; ===:;:=;=: ~~ = ;:::::=:=;;:::; ~ :;::::==r== = ---
Bee footnote~~ at end of table, 



TABLE 47.-TIINtJ'RII, BIZII1 AND VAt..tJ'II 01' OPIIBATIID I'ABMB: Number of owning and f'enting familie~, auerage ftumber of aeree in operated 
JarmB, and auerage ualue of farm land and buildingB, by reliefetatue and income, Middle Atlat~tic, NMth C•nlral, and New England farm 
eectione 1986-SB-Continued 1 [White tamU11111 that Include a buahlllld aad wile, bo&ll utJv•bom] 

Jl'amWee'- Averap area In farma operated h7 L.. A ver11e • value of form land A ver11e • nlue oflaml)J' 
and hulldlllaa r dWeilllll 

Btatolanllef statui, and famU:r• Famlllee OwniDI Owner~• oome ol- (doUarl) Rontln1 Allop· Farms of J'arm1of J'armaof J'armaof all or all of Renton• Allfarma Allfarma part of farm eraton• A or~~~ Aor~~~not (DO land OW Dill rea tara OWDifl rea &era 
farm Alla.ona owned owned ow lied) 

(1) (2) (8) ('.) (I) (0) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (111) 

------- ------- - ------- -
Plllfii11'LVAIII.t. 

Number Numblr NumhM' Aeru Aeru Aeru Aeru Aeru Doll or~ Doll or~ Doll or~ .Dollo" Dollllf'l DoDo" 
All famlllee •••••••••••••••••••• 2,0116 1, 636 660 as 64 as 1 71 7,424 8,960 II, 8IHl :1,4ll7 2,378 :1,698 - --===-==-= o-= ~ = ~ ~ == =-=-=-- -

Rell~f!BIIlllles .•••••••••••• 78 " 2ft 21 16 16 (I) 81 2,218 1,082 '· 737 
1,018 928 1,176 

Noorelle! IIUlllllee •••••••••• I,Oaa 1, 4119 634 au 66 64 1 73 7,811 7,1111 8,11118 :1,41!8 2,424 :1,6117 ----------------------------------------N~t losse1 .••••••••••••• 7 a I 78 78 78 0 170 1,607 .,81!0 17,800 1,987 2,0110 •1,860 
Net IDoo•nea ••••••••••• 1,018 1,m aaa 611 66 64 1 78 7,618 7,118 1,11112 1,4110 :1,4~6 :1,670 --------------------------- ---

0-:HO. -·-····· •••••• 18 14 4 88 87 37 0 42 4,706 a. 836 2,600 1,260 1,288 1,1211 
2~0400 ••••••••••••• 90 78 12 211 27 2ft ll 88 8,334 8,600 2,2illl 1,134 1,1K8 7M3 
ftli0-749 ••••••••••••• 196 11!0 46 83 80 80 (I) 41 4,202 8,966 4,001 1,1144 1, 62'd 1,816 
7110-W9 ..•.••••••••• 249 204 46 42 40 49 l 40 4,81!0 4, 780 6,260 1, 748 1, 778 1, 81111 
t,ooo-1,240 ••••••••• :1:18 175 63 Ill 47 47 (I) 62 0. OliO 6,802 8,891 1,01411 1,0~9 2. 1811 
1,2MJ-J,4119 ••••••••• 243 166 77 63 46 46 1 67 6, 370 6, 768 7. 6110 2, IH6 2,077 :1,418 
1,60()-1,749 .•••••••• :m 162 67 66 611 as 1 84 8,004 7,378 9,8:14 :1,1142 2, 5117 2,821 
1.7~o-l,llll9 ••••••••• 179 123 66 67 68 67 1 88 8, 627 7, 766 10,202 2, 792 2. 7211 2,1132 
2,11011-2,:149 ••••••••• 147 91 66 7& 74 72 ll 76 9, 744 1,108 10,779 8,062 2,91111 3, Hill 
2,251l-2,4Y9 ••••••••• 109 76 88 77 72 71 l 89 10,224 9, 6.17 11,678 8,041 8,007 3, 121 
2,6110-2,999 ••••••••• 140 112 28 79 76 71 ' 93 11,020 10, 4H6 18, 167 8, 636 8, 31!0 4,2711 
3,011()-3,9119 ••••••••• 131 96 86 97 94 91 8 106 13,244 12,014 14, 116 8,844 8,812 8,11:10 
4,0110-4,9110.- ·-·-··· 28 19 " 06 97 94 a 92 16,668 14,974 17,tas •• 71111 e. 01\8 4,3118 
a,ooo or over .•••••• llll 19 1 101 98 98 e ttM 16,306 16,428 118,000 6,5110 a. 6~1 •a.ooo 

=--=----=:a=-=====-~-=-==-=== ~---======--=----=-~~~~ 

.. .. .. .. 
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All famllfel ••• -----·-·····-··· ~ 1123 ~1===11=7=! 114 

36 
116 

16 1:17 11,189 8,080 
===== ====== 

II, 507 1,604 
I== I 

1,651 

605 
1,672 

1, 4118 

1, 206 
1,477 

RPliPrtRmflle~~ •••••••••••• 
Nonrellof famlliet .••••••••. 

NP.tl-... •...•...••••. 
Not incomet ••••••••••• 

211 
816 

2 
814 

13 
610 

2 
608 

7 
lJJ6 

0 
2Xl6 

68 
1111 

• :148 
119 

• 248 
116 

34 
101 

'158 
100 

2 
16 

99 
128 

2, 095 1,538 
6,177 6,289 

1---1 

3,129 847 
6,622 1,623 

• 00 ---------- • 12,960 '12, 960 ---- -- '1, 840 
~ m ~m ~rn- ~~ ~~ 

'1, 840 --·-----·· 
1,672 1,477 

0-249 - ·•••••••••••• 4 3 1 87 85 85 0 _, 92 •• 2-~ 4,167 • 4, 500 8.,0 884 '6117 
I, 4.~0 2-~99............. 83 29 4 77 74 60 14 98 3,951 3,923 4,150 1,00ol 1,011 

li00-749 .••••••••••• - 96 72 23 95 00 73 17 109 4, 573 4, 396 6, 126 1,12Xl 1,163 1187 
1,076 
1,404 
1,669 
1,898 
2,217 
1,892 

7fJ0--999 ··········-- 155 107 48 -98 93 80 13 108 5,124 6,015 5,369 1,410 1,560 
1,0011-1,249......... 139 96 43 106 100 90 10 119 5,329 6,067 5,913 1,466 1,493 
1,2-';f)-1,4!19......... 114 84 30 120 116 108 10 131 6,419 8,518 6,143 1,629 1,615 
1,50(H,749......... 93 fl8 25 130 128 108 20 135 6, 789 6, 343 8, 002 1, 776 1, 730 
1,7/j()-1,999......... 65 50 15 1'41 121 109 12 210 7, 608 6, 386 11,682 2, 009 1, 947 
2,001!-2,249......... 34 28 8 136 133 117 16 145 7, 919 7, 699 8, 634 1, 866 1, 859 
2.21i0-2,499......... 34 32 2 172 172 140 32 1158 9,724 9,751 19,300 2,525 2,446 
2,000-2,999. ·······- 27 24 3 148 148 128 22 147 8, 663 8, 963 6, 267 2, 318 2, 402 

'3,800 
1,646 

939 
11,750 

3,000-3,9119. •••••••• 14 11 3 243 259 212 47 184 13,447 14,262 10,460 2, 509 2, 937 
4,000-4,999......... 3 2 1 219 1229 1229 10 1200 14,250 113,5oo 115,750 3,ota 13,5ss 
5,000 or over....... 4 4 0 323 323 323 0 16,750 16,750 3,969 3, 969 

==~:=:::::z:::::== ==---- =========-=== 
HICDIO,UI 

.A.Illamlllea •••••••••••••••••••• 810 616 194 104 99 91 8 119 8,154 8,006 6,632 1,595 1,653 1,409 

Rell~rtBmllles. -·-·-·-····
Nonrellef families .••••••••• 

Not lossP.s .•.••••••••••• 
Net incomes ••••••••••• 

0-249 ..••••••••••••• 
250-499 ••••••••••••• 
500-749 .•••••••••••• 
750-999 ..•.••••••••• 
1,000-1,249 .•••••••. 
1,250-1,499 .•••••••• 
1,500-1,749 .•••••••• 
1,750-1,999 ••••••••• 
2,000-2,249 ••••••••• 
2,250-2,499 ••••••••• 
2,500-2,999 ••••••••• 
8,000-8,999 ••••••••• 
4,000-4,999 ••••••••• 
6,000 or over ••••••• 

See footnotes at end of table, 

26 
784 

5 
779 

9 
64 

122 
137 
131 
116 
61 
47 
24 
21 
24 

. 17 
3 
8 

=----==---- ======= 
15 

601 

8 
698 

9 
50 
91 
99 
86 
89 
49 
40 
21 
21 
21 
16 
3 
3 

11 
183 

2 
181 

58 
105 

132 
105 

44 
100 

128 
100 

44 
92 

127 
92 

0 
8 

1 
8 

77 
122 

D 138 
122 

3,535 
6,241 

6,880 
6,237 

8,133 
6,077 

7,133 
6,072 

4,082 
6,787. 

'6,500 
6, 700 

995 
1,615 

1,586 
1, 615 

905 
1,672 

2,110 
1,670 

1,118 
1,426 

DSOO 
1,433 

1
o
4 

o
79
o 9

7
o
6 

7
7
6
2 

14
4 

4
4
,2
5
18 4

4
,:11

20
8 

4 4 
1
1
, 21~ 1

1
,2

23
16
6 

••••.•. 
9
•
0
•
6
• 

96 • 26 • 4 • 90 • 16. • 
31 83 77 71 6 101 5, 065 4, 780 5, 900 1, 220 1, 284 1, 031 
38 87 77 76 1 115 6, 331 4, 853 6, 610 1, 53$ 1, 562 1, 472 
4/i 104 92 86 8 127 5, 927 ll, 424 6, 912 1, 527 1, 624 1, 3~8 
27 114 110 105 6 128 7, 313 7, 199 7, 689 1, 836 1, 858 1, 763 
12 11a 1o~ I 96 13 12s 6, 954 6, 937 1, o2s 1, 888 t, 8112 1, 912 
7 129 • ·~ ''0 13 166 8, 996 7, 045 6, 714 1, 8M 1, 811 2, 095 
8 130 127 111 16 153 7, 550 7, 595 7, 233 1, 932 1, 967 1, 687 
0 118 118 •r11 I 9 6, 21i2 6, 252 •••••••••• 1, 739 1, 739 ··••·----· 
3 169 166 1461 20 193 10, 145 9, 404 15,333 2, 520 2, 556 2, 271 
1 160 154 141 18 1251 9, 41i9 9, 519 D 8, 500 2,168 2, 209 OJ, 500 
0 220 • 220 193 27 ---~------ 12, 500 12, 500 ·········- 4, 792 4, 792 •••••••••• 
0 292 292 117 175 -·-···-··· 16,333 16,333 •••••••••• 1, 079 1, 079 -····=--

==o::==;:::;:::;=::::::=:;:::::;:::::~ ==;;:::;;=;::::~~::::::=:=:==:;::;::::;::::~~ 



T.uLm 4'7.-TIIINtiiUD, altlll, AND VALtliD OJ' OPIDt\ATilD J'Allt.ta: Number of owning and renting Jamili., auerage number of aer., in operol•d 
farm•, and auerage ualue of farm land and building•, b11 relief etatue and income, Middle Atlantic, Nt1rth Central, and New England form 
eectione, 19.:16-88-Continued 

[Wblte famlllol tb•t lnol11de 1 husband and wife, bo&b natlv•boru) · 

J'IIDUiol'- AVII'IIIt art~ In flrml operated bJ '- AVII'ICO 1 value ollarmlancJ 
and bulldiDKI I 

A Vll'llt I VBIIUI oiiiiDUJ 
dweWnl 

Btlltell'tlllol 1tatu1, and tamllJ· FIIDUiel Ownl111 Owner~ I noo11111 ol811 (dollan) Renting AIIOJ'I• Rentenl Farm• of all or all ol (no land AD larma J'lll'lll8of AlltarUII J'arm1ol J'armlol 
part of erat.on• ownen ranter a OW118fl f811tUI 
IIII'DI fiii'DI All111n11 Acrea ACI'N not owll8c1) 

owll8c1 owned 

(1) (I) (8) (., (G) (8) (7) (8) (9) (10) (U) (11) (18) (14) (16) - - - - - ---- - ---- -------
WIIOONIIN Dona, Number Numbar Numbar Acrll Acr11 Acru Acru Acrll Dollar~ Dollar~ Dolla11 Dolla11 Dolla, 

All ram!IIN •••••••••••••••••••• 79a 604 391 184 126 uo 8 148 10,082 10,311 ti,MO 2,267 2,'44 1,U62 
-==" ............,: -=-= ~ --==== ==--== ..,.._,.... ~ =-==== =-==== -===== =-===- -===- --==="" 

Roll•! fnmllloa .•••••••••••• 12 7 6 110 107 107 0 112 8, 781 9,411 7, IHNI 2, 271 1,321 a.~ 
Nonrelief llloiDIIIOI •••••••••• 788 487 286 134 126 120 6 149 10,031 10,324 9,a78 2,267 3,448 1, V6tl --.--

t1, 800 Netlo111101 .............. 8 I 1 102 1106 1106 IO 198 8,833 1 a, aoo I 8, 000 1,367 11, .00 
Net looowea ........... 780 49a 28a 134 126 1:all 6 149 10,038 10,331 9, 384 2, 271 3,460 1,9111 ---------- --------------- ------------

Q-249 -············· 8 8 2 128 118 116 0 1164 9,762 10,8M • e. aoo 2,126 2,260 11,7M 
~DO ............. 18 11 7 103 Ill! 84 0 131 7,174 7,623 8,489 1,303 1,433 1,100 
4110-749 ••••••••••••• 73 40 83 103 93 sa 8 114 7,618 7,a78 7,6114 1, 736 2, ()Mil 1,312 
741H1119 ............. I :all 69 61 108 103 97 6 116 7,846 7,969 'T, 702 1,847 2.000 1,839 

. 1,0110-1,249 ......... 143 84 au 124 111 101 10 144 8,935 8,934 8,93a 2,003 a. 046 1,V42 
1,2110-1,4D9 ••••••••• 1:all 70 M 134 124 121 8 141 e,9t2 9,604 10,342 2, lVI 2, 331 1,11114 
l,IIOo-1,749 ••••••••• 109 66 48 142 132 128 4 182 11,149 10,773 11,728 2, 633 a. 617 2,408 
1,7~Q-1,UY9 ......... 80 43 27 148 134 127 'T 174 11,429 11,440 11,407 2, 6011 2,806 2,4DI 
2,0110-2, :149 ••••••••• 27 26 2 149 164 140 8 • 220 13,407 13,944 • 8, 700 3,819 2, 7D8 t 3, IINI 
2,2110-2,499 ......... 81 27 4 162 164 1M 1 217 14,600 14, au 15,8D4 2, 062 8,019 2,600 
2,5Uo-2,UU9 ......... 24 20 4 177 166 161 6 233 13,379 13,704 11,740 8,396 3,628 2,2M 
a,ouo-a,vuo ......... 23 :ao 8 197 194 182 12 a:ao ·14,391 14,200 16,867 a. 613 8,630 1.1100 
4,oou-4,DD9 ......... 8 8 0 263 262 263 0 ........... 17,667 17,667 .............. 2, 333 2,3:13 ............... 
a,ooo or over ....... 1 1 0 I 204 • 204 1204 •o ................... • :ao, 000 I :all, 000 .................... • a. 000 • a. 000 ................... 

====-= ===-=-= = == = ~ =~ ---===-= =-=-

.,_ ,_ 
00 

... ... 
w .. 



ILLIIIOII 

All tamlllet .••••••••••••••••••• M7 174 11113 1111 178 122 118 1111 12,480 !11,1181 12,11211 I, 8118 I, Mil I,S" --- -== -== -== """""""' - - ~ ~ -=== ~ =-===== =-==-
R~ll•fl~miiiM ••.••••••••• 14 I II 36 38 38 0 8& &,:1:12 4,300 a, 612 800 1,418 743 
Noorollello.miiiOI ..•••••••• 1143 171 &72 193 179 122 67 201 12,7118 II, 762 18, 23& 1,404 1,&70 1,824 ---- ---------------- -------------------NAt I~ .•••••••••••• 8 8 I 806 4:16 201 226 I 3110 46,148 48,82& I 48,12& 1,810 1,flll3 ti,MO 

Net laoomet ••••••••••• 8311 3118 670 IY2 177 lllll 66 200 22,617 21,464 :13,166 1,402 1,6611 1,324 ---- ------------- ---- ---------------
0-2411 ·••••••••••••• 8 1 2 814 1()3 163 •o . •«o 12,467 16,000 II&, 700 967 II, ~10 I !In() 
2110-41111 .•••••••••••• 22 " 18 112 61 62 " -us II, 216 6,8:18 14,600 8114 1,!146 7110 
1100--749 •••••••••••• 60 16 84 136 II& 611 46 148 13,flll3 10,049 16,3Y3 8.14 7118 860 
7110--111111 .••••••••••• 00 32 64 136 II& 74 21 In& 1&, &H7 9,8&6 18,462 1,074 1, la6 1,042 
I ,000-1,249 ••••••••• 120 88 87 171 140 118 27 182 Ill, 8211 1&, &7& 20,789 I, 163 1,808 1,0113 
1,211!1-1,41111 ••••••••• 117 211 88 178 169 107 &2 181 18,370 14,618 19,606 1,141 1,0119 1,164 
1,11!1!1-1,749 ••••••••• 110 2& 86 188 162 12ft 26 198 22,202 18,600 :13,274 1,62& 1, 11!13 1,632 
1,76fl-l,llllll .•••••••• 76 18 67 21& 100 132 &8 223 2&,083 22,791 2&, 807 1, 47& 1,6118 1,447 
2,000-2,249 •••••••• 63 II 87 189 IM 120 8& 207 24,318 19,8211 26, 9:!6 1, 737 1,8H8 1,649 
2,211(}-2,41111 ••••••••• 46 16 80 214 198 166 42 222 28,876 27,720 28,702 1,878 2,020 1,1107 
2,(~10-2,111111 ••••••••• 64 28 41 249 228 146 82 :1112 82,964 82, 263 38,303 1,8:111 I, 1167 I, 7&1 

~ 
S,!NI0-3,111111 ••••••••• 49 2& 24 262 2:16 166 70 200 80,906 80,881 80,931 I, 774 I, 110 1,424 
4,0il0-4,91111 .•••••••• 11 6 8 808 221 186 86 871 88,461 29,640 80,6:18 2,682 8, 12& 2, 814 ' a,ooo or ovor ••••••• 17 Ja I «0 444 188 266 I 410 68,868 68,778 • 66, 2&0 2,214 2, 867 II, 140 

==-==-=-===-===-~ - ............... =====-=--- =-=-===- ............ - -IOW4 ~ 
All tamlllet •••••••••••••••••••• 748 831 897 164 160 128 22 163 8,897 8,488 9,819 1, 418 1,648 1,802 !;! -= ==-== --=== =-=-=== ~ ~ ~ ==-=-===a =-==-~ ~ ~ -=-= -==-Roll AI fa millet ••••••••••••• 86 11 2& 88 46 .. II 09 8, 768 8, 2.16 8,987 72& 800 692 8 Nonrellaf tamU1111 •••••••••• 7111 840 872 163 164 181 18 162 9,684 9,686 9,688 1,468 1,672 1,844 - - - - ----- - - ------- - - -- ~ Not Janet •••••••••• : ••• 16 • 8 280 li02 173 29 2&9 16,288 14,2118 10, 0&6 2, 066 II, 041 2,088 

Net lnoomoa ••••••••••• 690 832 804 160 163 180 23 160 9,664 9,689 9,641 1,440 1,662 1,8~7 ----- - - - - - - ---- --- -D-2411 ..•••••••••••• ~ 211 " 8 121 120 89 81 122 7, 283 7,467 0,9R2 870 876- 862 
21104119 ••••••••••••• 74 39 83 122 119 98 21 126 ¥.179 6,037 7,783 1, O'J9 1, 183 8KO 
6!10-749 ••••••••••••• 112 48 69 133 117 103 14 143 ,666 6,621 8,890 1, 0&0 1, 066 1,040 
760-999 .•••••••••••• 163 72 81 139 136 109 27 143 7, 778 6,066 8, 611 1,218 1, 2114 1,177 
1,0!10-1,249 ••••••••• 110 47 69 166 149 187 12 160 8,608 8,624 8,642 1, 2116 1,867 1, 236 
1,2/ID-1,499 ••••••••• 74 34 40 164 161 124 27 176 10, 62& 11,088 10,0:14 1,634 1,806 1,486 
1,6110-1,749 ••••••••• 40 26 20 106 166 134 22 180 11,114 10,621 11,787 1,0:19 1, 794 2,137 
1,76()-1,990 ••••••••• 26 l3 13 170 166 102 8 176 11, lOll 12,028 10,188 2, 273 2,489 2,077 
2,01l0-2,249 ••••••••• 16 8 8 213 186 176 9 241 14,671 10,412 18,930 2,141 1,0~8 2,344 
11,26()-2,499 ••••••••• 18 11 7 217 241 197 « 180 17,7211 20,2112 13,718 2, 283 11,600 1, 786 
II,&OD-2,099 ••••••••• 14 7 'I 263 220 196 26 286 19,978 2&, IR6 19,770 8, 221 8,800 2,643 
8,000-3,999 ••••••••• 21 14 'I 209 2117 2.12 66 828 19,861 20,964 17,626 2, 629 2, 767 li,071 
4,000-4,999 ••••••••• 8 8 0 271 271 219 62 17,667 17,607 2,300 2,300 
11,000 or over ••••••• 1 1 0 t 670 '670 1116() 1210 184,260 t 84,260 14,000 • 4,000 

~-.~ ==-===-==-.======-=--~-,-===-===----=---·--·--lee footnote• at GD!! ot table, """ """ c 



TABLE 47.--'l'ENURJ!I, SIZE, AND VAL'OID 01' OPI!IBATJ!lD I'ABMS: Number of 01Dning and renting families, averaJIIJ number of acres in operatetl 
farms, and average value of farm land and building•, by relief statUI and income, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm 
aections, 1986-86-Continued 

[White famWee that Include 11 h111hllnd and wire, both natlve-bom) 

FIIIIIIUeal- A ver111e area In fllml8 operated by L- Average e value of fann land A verqe • value of family 
and bWldlDIIB' dwelliDI 

Btate~ellel 1tatus, and family· Fa.mlllu Ownlllll Ownen• come cl818 (dollara) Rentfllll Allop. Renten• J'armaof all or all of (no land AU farms Farmaof Parma of AUfanD8 J'armsof 
part of farm eratonl A CHI Aeresnot ownad) ownera rentera owners • rentera 
!arm A.Uaorea owned ownad . 

(1) (2) (8) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) • (15) 

----------------------------------------
Vli:RIJ!ONT . Number Numbllf' Numbllf' Aeru Aeru Aero Aeru Aerll Dona, Dona, ])ollafl Dollafl Dona" Dollar~ 

All families •••••••••••••••••••• 642 471 71 177 176 172 8 196 6, 718 8, 700 8,837 1, 798 1,818 1,881 
= = = = = = = =a 

Relief ram 111M_ •••••••••••• 29 26 8 96 86 83 a 176 8, 084 2,974 4,000 876 sao 1,2N) 
l\lonrelief families •••••••••• 613 446 68 182 180 177 8 197 ~ ~ 6,962 ~ ~ ~ ------------------------Net losses .••••••••••••• 

Net Incomes ••••••••••• 613 445 68 182 180 177 3 197 6,917 6,910 6,962 1,848 1,874 ~ 
~249 ..••••••••••••• ---6- ---6- ---0- ---61- ---61- ---61- ---0- . ••••• iiiiii. ~ ----,;420 .... ._.soo· --m -----gw 

-····i:4:i3 26!HIIII ••••••••••••• 27 24 a 143 136 132 8 4,119 4, 071 1,008 962 
6()0-749 ••••••••••••• & 64 1 113 106 104 2 1143 4,388 4, 276 14,936 1, 291 1,300 I], 246 
76Q-9Y9 .••.••••••••• 90 74 16 166 160 146 6 186 6,413 6,336 6, 776 1,559 1,664 1, 6:i8 
l,ooo-1,249 .•••••••• 96 82 14 158 149 148 1 211 6,800 6,676 6,529 1,668 1,638 1, 760 
l,26o-l,499 ••••••••• 56 46 0 1110 185 182 a 216 7,470 7,346 8,111 1,11116 1,963 2, 1511 
1,aoo-1,749 ••••••••• 60 55 6 220 221 210 3 209 7,680 7,469 8,800 2,122 ll, 166 1,640 
1,75o-1,9Y9 ••••••••• 86 31 6 221 226 226 0 189 8, 747 8,9a9 7,660 2,297 1,458 1,300 
2,0()0-2,249 ••••••••• 26 24 2 278 279 274 6 1270 9, 777 9,842 19,000 2,269 2, 2'71 I 2, 260 
2,26o-2,499 ••••••••• 23 20 8 247 243 238 6 278 11,196 10,426 16,333 2, 774 2, 765 2,ila3 
2,6()0-2,1199- •••••••• 18 18 0 277 277 273 4 ...................... 12, 111 12, 111 ........................ 2,894 2,89<& ......................... 
S,ooo-3,999 ••••••••• 7 7 0 180 180 169 21 ........................ 7, 786 7, 786 ... ......................... 1,957 1,967 ..................... 
4,ll!XJ-..4,9Y9 .•••••••• 2 2 0 1326 1326 1326 IO ......................... 118,000 118,000 ......................... •a, 260 13,260 ....................... 
6,000 or over ••••••• 8 3 0 454 464 454 0 ---------- 31,667 31,887 ---------- II, 167 II, 167 ........................ 

• A family Is classed as an owning family lr It owned any part of the operated farm for 
any part of the year. A renting family rented all of the operated farm throughout the 
year. Owning families that operated part of t.heir farms rent free were as follows: 3 in 
New Jorsey, 2 in Pennsylvania, lin Ohio, 1 in Michigan, 31n Illinois, and 1 in Vermont. 
Renting families that operated all or part of their farms rent free were u follows: 7 in 
N•w Jersey, 16 In Pennsylvania, 4 In Ohio, 20 In Dllnols, 2 in Iowa, and 6 In Vr.rmont. 
1 family In Illinois and 1 in Iowa classed as owners lost their farms during the report 
year through mortgage foreclosure, but ountinued to live on the farms as tenants. 

a Averages are based on the number of families that reportad OD IICHII operated, acree 
owned, and acres remed. · 

• Includes tote! farm acreage regardless of the use of the laud, w.cludlng only timber 
grown for commercial aale and free public range. 

4 A veragea are based on the number of owning famllles that reported both total aena 
operated and acres owned. 

I Averages are based on the number of renting famllletJ that reported total acres rentad. 
o Averages are based on the number ot owners or renters that reported total value ol 

farm land and buildings, including family dwelling. 
'Includes value of family dwelling. 
• o. 50 or leas. 
• A verase based on fewer than 3 lliiSIIB, 

... 
• CIO .. 



TAIII.lll 4R.-rAMif,T INCOMII OR L088E8 rROM FARM AND NONrARM 80URC11l8: Number of familiel receiving net money and nonmonefl incom• 
,. ln11111'a frnm farm and from nonfarm 1ources, and average amount of income derived from specified 1ources, a bfl inco11WJ and by family 'liP'• 
Mitidle Atlantic, North Central, and New Rngland farm 1ections, 1935-S6 

AtBI:t>, fBmlly-tnmme 
~~-. IWd family type 

(1) 

••w n:RBa1' 

AU typal ••••••••••••••• 

Net IOII!ICS '········· Net lnoomes ••••••• 

.$240 .•••••••• 
$2110-$4 Q9- •••••• 
$i,00-$749 ••••••• 
$7/10-$999 .•••••• 
~1,000-$1,249 .••• 
1,2fi0~1,499 .••• 

e1,1100 1,749 •••• 
11,7110 ... 1,9119 •••• 

2,000--$2,249 •••• 
$2,2/i0--$2,409 •••• 
$2,fi00-$2,009 •••• 
$3,000--$3, 909 •••• 
$4,000--$4, 999 .••• 
$6,000 or over ••• 

TypB !. ........••.••... 
Types 2 Bnd 8 .••••••••• 
T 
T 
T 

ypes 4 and 6 .••••••••• 
YJ>M 6 and 7 •••••••••• 
ypes 8 and 9 •••••••••• 

FBm· 
11161 

(2) 

Numher 
791 

==== 
21 

770 ---
21 
60 
62 
78 
90 
DO 
68 
61 
62 
46 
62 
60 
82 
13 

199 
140 
287 
105 
60 

-
Total 
n~t 

money 
Income• 

(8) -
Number 

717 
= 

1 
716 ---

2 
29 
fiG 
68 
88 
90 
68 
61 
62 
46 
62 
80 
82 
18 

177 
180 
21i9 
98 
68 

[Wblte nonrellof famiU01 tbat Include a husband and wife, both natlve·born] 

Families havlnJI- -
Net money Income from ._ 

Net money 
Net losses !rom- Net Total 

Nonfarm source11 non· Total DOD• net 
money net money family 
lnoome money IOIIS88 In rome 

Farm Other from lo8861• Non· from or 
Any Earn· thBD farm • Farm fBrm farm I losses 

logs • earn· 
logs 10urceae 

(4) (ft) (6) \7) (8) (9) {10) (it) (12) (13) 

------------------------- -
Number Number Number Number Number Numbtr Number Numbtr Number Dollar• 

643 882 271 171 784 74 148 8 6 1, 716 
= = = = = = = = = 

1 4 2 2 20 20 20 1 1 -800 
642 878 269 169 764 &4 128 2 6 1, 779 --- - ---------

0 8 6 8 21 19 21 0 0 122 
21 18 14 6 60 21 29 0 0 889 
46 22 16 10 61 7 16 0 1 633 
86 29 22 13 71 4 17 0 1 873 
80 47 30 22 88 2 10 1 2 1,124 
80 48 86 18 DO 0 10 0 0 1,380 
66 24 18 8 88 0 a 0 0 1,621 
86 31 28 18 61 0 6 0 0 1, 871 
46 80 23 18 62 0 7 0 0 2,129 
44 21 17 g 46 0 2 1 0 2,368 
69 87 27 18 62 0 8 0 0 2, 716 
66 38 24 22 69 0 4 0 1 8, 390 
31 17 12 10 82 0 1 0 0 4,309 
13 8 4 5 13 0 0 0 0 6,322 

168 88 56 47 199 22 41 2 0 1,240 
122 62 37 2li 136 10 18 0 4 1, 892 
229 163 118 77 285 28 68 0. 2 1, 7P8 
86 61 42 17 104 7 19 0 0 2,029 
48 28 23 6 60 7 12 1 0 1,947 

A YWqe Income or 1ol8es ' 

Net money Income or !oases from-
Net 
DOD• 

Nonfarm IOUrCIIII money 
Income 

All or 
IOUlCIIII Farm, Other !oases 

All• Earn· than !rom 
lngs• earn· farm 

lngs 

{14) (1ft) (16) {17) (18) (Ill) - -----------
Dollar I Dollar• Dollars Dollars Dollan Dollarl 

1,107 778 829 274 67 809 
= = = = = -1,204 -1,886 182 178 17 804 

1,170 836 384 278 68 809 ---1------ ---
-255 -829 74 67 17 877 

18 -81 96 68 82 874 
221 131 90 66 34 412 
380 240 140 Ill 28 403 
696 448 147 107 62 8211 
834 532 802 270 81! M6 
988 736 253 268 46 638 

1,205 864 841 267 76 6fl6 
1,449 928 621 472 10 680 
1,598 1, 214 379 840 40 776 
2,018 1,361 684 646 109 701 
2, 5.'i3 1,909 644 6.'l3 111 837 
8, 356 2,670 786 637 149 9153 
6,418 4,658 780 678 82 004 

769 861 1108 166 64 471 
1,276 1,016 260 222 88 617 
1,158 796 862 283 82 640 
1, 311 803 608 466 42 -718 
1, 238 809 429 417 16 ,09 

=============================~=======-=========="====== = ==============a::.=======--======= ::::a::==:=~:~ a::==:===~ 
see footnote• at end ot tabla, 



TABLID 48.-J'AMILY INOOMID OR L0881DI J'BOM I'ABM AND NONJ'ARM IOUROIII! Number offamiliel receiving nel money and nonmoney income ~ 
or loaaee from farm and from nonfarm eourcee, and average amounl of income derived from epecified 1011rcet

1
l by income and 1111 Jamil11 111p•, ~ 

Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm eectione, 1836-36-Continued 

l'ltato, !llmlly-ln~ome 
ulau, and family t)' po 

(1) 

r&NNinVAIIt4 

All t;vpo1 ............... 

Not.losoos .......... 
Not luoom01 ........ 

t!l-$249 ........ 
~l/\CI-$4119.. ..... 

rw-$749 ....... 
.7110-$11110 ...... 
11,1100-$1 ,2-49 .... 
S1,l.'I0-$1,41JY., •• 
81,1KJ0-$1, 740 .... 
S1,7flii-S1,01J9 .... 
$2,0011-$2,240 .... 
$2,2W-$2,4119 .... 
$2.~1Hl-$2,11111J .... 
$:l,Oil0-$3,0111l .... 
$4 ,llllii-$4,YIIIl .... 
$6,000 or over ... 

TypeL ................ 
Typea 2 and 8 .......... 
Typea4 and 6 .......... 
Typea Band 7 .......... 
Typoa8wul9 .......... 

[White nourellet famUiol thot Include 1 hu1bllnd and will, botb natlve·born} 11:: 

FamUiel havlna-

Net monoy Income from a... 

Fsm• Net 
11181 Total Nonfarm eourou DOD• Total 

net money not 
money lnoome money 
lnoomel Farm Other lrom lo~~N• 

Any Earn· thBD farm• 
lnlll I 8RrD• 

Ina• 
(2) (8) (4) (&) (6) (7) (8) (9) - ------- ---- ------

Nllmh•r Number Numb•r Numb•r Number Number Number Number 
2,0:111 1,967 1, 788 1,162 888 G02 2,001 88 
-= - -= .......... = ~ -==-= =a== 

7 0 0 2 1 8 6 7 
2,018 1,967 1, 783 1, IGO 885 499 1,995 69 ---------

18 8 4 9 a a 1n 12 
00 76 39 &7 41 24 87 16 

lOft 181 138 127 lOft 41 193 14 
249 243 20ft 1M 128 GO 248 8 
2:18 2:13 199 143 108 GO 238 a 
243 239 211 164 119 67 240 4 
2~0 227 197 121 87 62 228 2 
179 178 169 87 62 43 178 1 
147 147 141 86 40 86 147 0 
109 109 104 66 38 30 108 0 
140 140 136 110 &4 42 140 0 
1:u 131 121! 71 38 &2 131 0 

:18 28 28 10 4 8 28 0 
20 20 19 I& 18 9 20 0 

867 367 308 248 1ft8 128 362 10 
HM 839 200 104 142 81 M4 17 
869 84ft ftl\8 427 328 175 6~1 14 
415 404 872 19ft 141 81 411 II • 226 212 1116 92 67 80 228 14 

======t ====::::: ====== ~ ~ =-=a:::c: =-=--== =====--

Avenp lneome otl- r 

I Net moneriD~ome or lo•n•trom-
Net money Nea I-• from- Net Total DOD• 

DOll• net Nonfarm 1ouron money 
money family lncom1 
IO!IOI Income AU 01 

Non- from or 
aour~• 

F01m C\ther 10811111 
Farm farm farm• loiHI AU• F. am- than from 

Jnpl IRrllo farm eouron• Jnp 
(10)' (11) (12) (18) (14) (10) (16) (17) (18) (19) ------1-- - ---- - ----

Number Number Numbtr Dollar1 Do/lore Dona, Don~, Dollar~ Dona, Dollar~ 
2118 8 22 1,88t 1,008 737 271 2'J2 GO 848 -== ~ =-=== =-== = -= - - ~ -7 1 1 -4119 -706 -724 19 16 :JIHI 
:as1 7 21 1,662 1,016 743 272 223 GO 847 r-:m 18 0 2 1113 -ISO Ill 14 47 :1112 
81 0 8 8112 138 49 !Ill 83 28 2~4 
81 0 2 8.14 260 110 149 123 1M 878 
44 0 8 872 448 248 1116 lft6 29 429 
39 2 0 1,128 672 840 232 212 20 M4 
32 2 a 1, 372 811 4117 314 373 42 IIIII 
32 0 1 1,fl20 OM 842 2lla 242 at 8118 
10 1 8 1, 869 1, IMI 013 248 2118 41 710 
II 2 0 2,118 1, 267 1,048 llll 1113 49 8111 a 0 1' 2,&46 1,620 1,106 824 247 77 A2& 
4 0 0 2, 723 1, 71\0 1,4.n 8113 244 110 Ott.l 
8 0 o. 3,401 2. 879 2,048 8;l4 2411 1111 1, O'J:I 
0 0 0 4,4~2 8,3MI 8.0~2 777 IIIII 711 1,11113 
1 0 0 7,2113 6,82:1 2,920 2, 002 2, 2110 622 1,431 

&8 2 a 1,106 868 433 2'.!3 164 70 4411 
88 0 2 1, e:ll 9113 1171 2:14 IIIII 38 8:111 
00 ' • 1, 781 1,093 723 31111 8114 114 11:!8 
43 1 4 1. 8118 I, 161 11411 llll8 172 82 74a 
31 1 8 2,079 I, 236 111!6 2110 2'..!6 :Ill 1144 === -====-====-~~~~~~ 

~ 

... 
C» ... ... 



All tJJ181 ••••••••••••••• 

Nllfl- ...•..... 
)l;etlocomee .•••••. 

to-t240 •••••••• 
t2~0 $4!111 .•••••• 
$hOO S749 .•••••• 
t71!0 ·~!Ill .. ····· ti,OfJO-tl,240 .••• 
tl ,2r.o "'I ,4!111 ..•• 
,1,611(1-fl,749 .••• 
.1,7/~·1,11!111 .••• 
$2,!~~J2,2411 •••• 
S2,2fl0-$'l.4!19 .••• 
$2,000-$2,11!111 •••• 
sa.~t>a.m ..•• 
$4,()()()-$4,1l1111 •••• 
f6,000 or over ••• 

Type 1. ......•••••••••• 
TypA112and 8 •••••••••• 
Typ811 4 and 6 •••••••••• 
TyJM!16 and 7 •••••••••• 
Typos 8 and U •••••••••• 

IIUCBIOAlf 

All t:vpee ••••••••••••••• 

Net IOM81L ••••••••• 
Net lnoomee ••••••• 

'" 

81~ 

2 
814 

4 
88 
96 

166 
139 
114 
93 
66 
84 
84 
27 
14 
8 • 236 

117 
812 
106 
46 

784 
= 

6 
770 

--
7110 

~ 
7110 ---

I 
21 
88 

1113 
139 
114 
98 
66 
84 
84 
27 
14 
8 
4 

220 
114 
810 
102 
44 

= 

766 

1 
766 ---

7113 434 24U 
= = === 0 I 0 

763 433 249 ---------
0 I I 

20 Ul 10 
84 88 22 

147 78 37 
128 00 89 
112 68 88 
88 611 82 
62 88 24 
82 21 16 
38 21 12 
26 20 18 
14 ll 7 
8 8 I 
4 4 2 

212 101 38 
110 611 36 
294 188 116 
96 63 41 
41 26 10 

= 
721 829 241 

= = 
1 2 2 

720 327 239 ---------

2114 818 26 tl3 
====== = = = 

I 2 2 2 
263 811 24 61 ------------

0 4 8 • 7 n 12 18 
18 94 7 11 
47 166 2 8 
80 139 0 11 
48 114 0 2 
38 93 0 & 
23 66 0 8 
8 34 0 2 

13 84 0 1 
13 27 0 1 
6 18 0 0 
a 8 0 0 
2 4 0 0 

74 236 16 24 
33 117 8 7 

109 309 2 18 
30 106 4 10 
~8 46 1 4 

= = 
131 776 28 68 

= = = 
1 4 4 4 

130 772 24 69 ------------

2 
---

0 
2 ---
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 

= 
0 

= 
0 
0 ---

.. 

8 1,369 787 194 130 
====== ~===== =-==== 

0 10-1,124 10-1,874 ••-1,876 •• I 
8 1, 366 794 600 194 

100 
131 

IOJ 
87 

11700 
671 

0 103 -88 -103 111 16 0 191 
1 379 61 2 69 40 24 318 
1 622 233 191 42 82 11 3K9 
0 884 424 338 88 63 85 4110 
0 1, 12.1 582 447 136 79 67 6311 
0 1, 373 767 606 161 84 67 818 
0 1, 621 9116 823 173 184 42 826 
0 t, 869 1, 187 898 291 211 79 682 
0 2,118 I, 340 1, 018 331 2111 60 769 
0 2, 367 1, 676 1, 269 317 224 98 791 
0 2, 751 1, 899 1, 283 616 493 123 1162 
1 8, 347 2, 398 1, 802 6116 6.~6 61 949 
0 4, 468 3, 115 2, 497 618 467 161 1, 363 
0 7, 623 8, 392 1, 729 4, 868 1, 876 8, 3.1() 1, 131 
0 1, 168 873 618 156 63 10&- 493 
0 1, 194 631 528 103 80 23 6113 
8 1, 466 879 666 214 166 69 687 ~ 
0 1, 691 911 846 266 226 40 680 ... 
0 1. 602 848 631 817 204 113 654 e 
8 1, 240 771 616 166 120 86 469 
=======~ 

] 

7 
-374 
1,260 

-698 
780 

-858 
626 

160 
155 

90 
121 

70 
84 

324 
470 

g 8 8 8 2 1 9 6 6 0 "'-$249......... 0 144 -106 -124 18 12 8 250 
$200-$409....... 8 408 190 107 83 59 24 218 84 67 60 85 26 11 61 7 14 0 

122 119 111 '42 27 17 121 8 11 0 
137 184 130 68 37 26 137 8 7 0 
131 131 127 50 39 16 131 0 4 0 
116 114 110 46 36 14 114 2 6 0 

61 50 611 24 18 10 60 2 6 0 
47 46 44 26 18 14 47 1 a 0 
24 24 23 14 10 6 24 0 1 0 
21 21 10 13 12 4 ' 21 0 2 0 
24 24 24 11 7 7 24 0 0 0 
17 17 17 8 7 4 17 0 0 0 
8 8 a 1 0 1 8 0 0 0 
8 3 8 2 1 1 8 0 0 0 

235 224 216 89 66 48 234 11 19 0 
162 147 141 65 46 27 160 5 11 0 
296 287 271 136 106 47 292 9 2ll 0 
71 69 66 26 21 8 70 2 a o· 
80 29 27 18 13 1 80 1 8 0 

$fJ(){)-$749....... 1 642 339 280 69 • 38 21 303 
$7GO-$Y09. •• •••• 0 881 491 421 70 47 23 890 
$1,000-$1,240.... 0 1,118 681 653 128 ll3 15 437 
$1,2fio-$1,41!9.... 2 1, 374 874 738 136 Ill 26 600 
$1,6110-$1,749.... 1 1, 614 964 782 182 154 • 27 650 
$1,750-$1,9!111.... 0 1, 866 1, 223 908 815 229 87 643 
$2,000-$2,240.... o 2, no 1, 420 rm 443 340 108 690 
$2,250·$2,499.... 0 2, 358 1, 546 1, 084 462 405 63 812 
$2,f.00-$2,9YO.... 0 2, 708 1, 862 1, 630 332 227 104 846 
$3,000-$3,999.... 0 8, 432 2, 658 2, 028 680 895 135 874 
$4,ooo-t4,999.... o 4, 810 a, 309 a, 281 28 o 28 1, oo1 
$5,000 or over... 0 6, 277 5, 508 4, 636 867 838 62 774 

Type 1................. 1 1, 086 672 543 129 78 52 414 
Types 2 and 8.......... 2 1, 249 790 622 168 139 29 460 
Typoa 4 and L........ 4 1, 287 789 629 160 135 24 498 
Typoa 8 and 7 •••••••••• 1 1, 307 802 878 124 83 41 606 
TypBIJ 8 and 0.......... 0 1, 781 1, 193 876 817 803 14 ·568 ====== ====== ~ =====. ====- ======-======= ===-:::1:11. ~ ====- ======== ======- =======- =====·====== ======.~ 

See footnotes at end of table, 



'fABLE 4S.-JI'AMILY INCOME OR LOSSii:S FROM lrABM AND NONJ'Ain.t SOURCIDS: Nu~~er o/ jamiiies rec~fling net money and noomoney incom• 
or lossee from farm and from nonfarm eourcea, and auerage amount of income deriued from •pecified IOUrce•,' by income and by famil'N I'Jip•, 
Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm •ections, J9S6~8-Continued 

(White nonrellet tam.UI011 that Include 11 husband and wUe, both natlve-bom] 

Families hBVIDK- Averallelnoome or Joe1111 ' 

Net money Income from t-
Net money 

Net money lnoome or loeae1 llom-
- Net 

State, famlly-lnoome Fam· Net !oases from- Net Total DOD• 
Total Nonfarm eouroee non- Total DOD- net Nonfarm 801f081 mooe:r clau, aud family type lll011 not money net money family lncoma 
money lnoome money lossea Income All or 

looome• Farm Other from 108S811• Non- from or 80Ul<'81 Farm Other Jo-
Any Earn- than tarm• Farm farm tarm• loaaee .All I Jlern- thaD from 

lnga • earn· eouroes• lnpl earn- farm 
lnlll lnp 

(1) (2) (3) (4.) (6) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (16) (18) (17) (18) (19) 

---------------------------"--- --------------
WlliOONBIN 

Number Number Number Number Number Number Number Number Number Number Numbn Dolltlr1 Dollar~ Dollar~ Della" Dallar1 Dalla" DoUnPI 
All types ••••••••••••••• 783 744 7'J9 202 173 168 7111 39 64 1 :J 1,408 832 749 83 66 28 678 

= = = = = = = = = = ~ 
Net I088ea .••••••••• 8 0 0 1 0 • 1 8 8 8 0 0 -138 -623 -633 10 0 10 386 
Net lnoom011 ....... 780 744 729 291 173 167 778 36 61 1 :J ~ 837 764 83 66 :18 677 

10--$249- ........ 8 0 0 1 1 1 8 8 8 '---o 0 140 -363 -448 86 82 :12 am 
$~50--$499 ....... 18 11 10 g 6 6 18 7 8 0 0 896 29 8 :16 22 • 8117 
$500--$740 ....... 78 69 66 24 11 18 73 14 18 0 0 640 100 149 60 86 14 441 
$760--$U09 ..• ---- 120 116 112 43 27 24 120 6 8 1 0 877 410 359 61 38 13 467 
$1,000-$1,249 .... 143 142 141 44 30 20 143 1 2 0 0 1,126 6ll 668 43 30 13 616 
$1,260--$1,499 .... 120 liD 116 37 24 20 120 1 4 0 0 1, 375 806 739 66 87 :19 670 
$1,600-$1,749 •••• 109 109 107 42 27 21 109 0 2 0 0 1,623 1,009 9ll 98 70 29 814 
$1,760--$1,999 .... 80 80 80 31 14 21 80 0 0 0 0 1,866 1,1M9 1,141 48 19 :19 676 
$2,000-$2,249 .••• 27 27 27 12 6 8 27 0 0 0 0 2,119 1,406 1,:109 196 123 73 714 
$ll,2li0-~.400 .••• 81 81 31 18 10 10 31 o· 0 0 0 2,372 1,657 1,4a3 2'J4 1:.!0 106 716 
$2.li00-$2, 999.--- 24 24 23 14 9 10 2a 0 1 0 1 2,669 1,819 1,432 3!17 276 111 1150 
$3,000--$a,WD •••• 23 23 23 12 6 7 22 0 0 0 1 8,3M7 2,367 2,2li0 117 93 32 l,O'JO 
$4 ,OIJ0-$4,UYD •••• 8 8 a 3 ll 2 3 0 0 0 0 4,207 8,629 8,4li0 179 86 94 6611 
$5,000 or over .•• 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 10 6, 069 104,163 103,441 10712 11712 110 11916 

Type!. ................ 128 119 115 611 31 88 128 9 13 1 0 1,213 710 692 118 80 38 1103 
Types 2 and 3 .......... 178 171 168 M 41 36 177 7 10 0 1 1.371 843 747 96 77 18 628 
Types 4 and 6 .......... 247 240 235 100 60 67 246 'T 12 0 1 1,479 903 832 71 84 88 678 
'l'ypes 6and 7 .......... 174 164 162 62 83 27 174 10 12 0 0 1,429 704 726 118 46 23 636 
Types I! and 9 .......... 66 60 49 17 8 10 66 6 7 0 0 1, 506 876 813 63 48 17 7111 

~==::;:;:::===========~1====== == ==:::;;;;;;;;~~~ 

... 
GD 
CIO .. 



ILLI!f018 I 
All t)'J!AI .• •••••••••••• 843 ~ ~ 334 :11111 176 799 ~ 311 8 44 I, 748 1, 202 1. 047 150 104 53 &14 

Not!~~......... 5 I 1 I 0 1 3 4 4 0 2 -1,294 -418 -568 l.o;() 0 lliO -878 
Net lnmtnllB. ••• • •• 11.1N 82ll 803 3:13 206 176 7116 15 34 6 42 1, 764 1, 212 1, 067 150 105 52 6fo3 --------- ----- ------------ --

tfl·t24Q ....... ~ II 0 1 1 0 3 3 3 0 0 1,,8 -271 -4:111 167 1f>7 0 42Q 
$21i0-$-lll!l ••••.• 22 18 17 8 6 4 Ill 4 5 0 3 409 !Hfi 124 42 31 10 243 
$1\11()-$749. ..•••• liO 47 42 24 14 11 46 3 8 0 4 647 :l.'l.1 2:10 ](),1 711 27 314 
SiMI-$11119. ..... 116 96 114 35 24 12 90 1 2 0 6 895 5.10 474 56 39 17 3116 
$1.1100-$1,249 ••• 120 118 115 43 25 24 115 2 6 0 5 1,127 677 607 70 411 25 41i0 
SI,2MI-SI,411iL.. 117 115 114 45 30 22 113 2 3 0 4 1,385 8.~9 767 72 48 24 546 
$1,liii()-$J,749.... 110 110 108 40 25 27 104 0 2 2 6 1,622 1,096 1,005 91 67 26 526 
Sl,71i0-$1,999 .••. 75 75 72 27 15 14 72 0 3 0 3 1,867 1,304 1,171 133 114 38 663 
$2,0011-$2,219.... 58 58 58 27 13 19 66 0 0 0 2 2,110 1,456 1,264 192 114 78 654 
S2.21i0-$2,499.... 46 46 45 18 14 7 45 0 1 1 1 2, 356 1, 673 1. 489 184 102 84 6143 
$2,(,(1()-$2,999.... 84 84 63 24 18 8 ' 63 0 1 0 1 2, 753 2, 055 1, 827 228 166 72 698 
$11,ooo-sa.999.... 49 49 48 21 a 1s 45 o 1 2 4 3, 403 2, s.12 2, 250 282 111 115 871 
$4,011()-$4,9119.... 11 11 11 8 6 ' 11 0 0 1 0 4, 380 3. 584 2, 819 766 717 139 71!6 
$5,000 or over... 17 17 16 12 7 5 14 0 0 0 3 6, 669 5, 359 3, 901 1, 458 944 51( J, 310 

Type 1..... ............ 200 106 1110 74 82 50 189 4 10 2 11 1, 510 1, 064 938 126 78 53 446 
'ryfl!'JI2and 3.......... 183 179 178 63 32 36 171 4 6 0 12 1,624 1,109 995 114 76 37 515 
Types 4and L........ 817 810 299 140 104 63 303 7 17 4 14 1, 951 1, 357 1,162 195 136 61 594 
Types fland 7.......... 118 116 114 43 26 24 111 2 4 0 7 1, 715 1,129 1, 009 120 88 32 51!6 
T)'pea8and9 .••••••••. 25 28 28 14 12 3 26 2 2 0 0 2,090 1,371 1,020 ·351 194 157 719 

IOWA 

All type~~ •••••••••••••.. 

Net losses"········ 
Net inc<•mes ••••••• 

---==---==---------======= 
651 627 222 ·154 100 656 60 83 11 54 1,103 581 511 70 50 28 522 

---==~---=---==---=---=--------==---
16 

696 
7 

644 
7 

620 
2 

220 
2 

162 
0 

100 
8 

650 
9 

51 
9 

74 
1 

10 
8 

46 
-891 
1,149 

-798 
613 

-790 
641 

-8 
72 

8 
51 

0 
24 

-93 
536 

SD-$249......... 22 9 8 2 2 0 19 13 14 0 3 154 -67 -74 7 - • 167 0 221 
$2r>0-$499....... 74 55 51 21 15 9 64 19 28 1 10 404 150 122 28 • 13 264 
$fi00-$749....... 112 107 102 .35 22 14 102 5 10 0 10 631 329 ' 293 36 22 15 302 
$750-$999. ••·••• 153 142 137 42 31 18 141 11 16 2 12 873 447 393 54 35 21 426 
Sl,OD0-$1,249.... 116 114 110 36 25 17- 113 1 4 1 3 1,116 539 460 79 61 • 21 677 
$1,250-$1,499.... 74 74 72 34 28 17 72 0 2 2 2 1, 373 733 617 116 85 36 ' 640 
Sl,600-$1,749.... 46 44 43 14 12 4 · 45 2 3 1 1 1, 610 798 709 89 82 11 812 
$1,760 ... 1,999.... 26 26 25 ·6 ' & 3' 26 0 1 1 0 1, 858 1, 041 960 81 75 6 817 

. $2,000-$2.249_... 16 16 16 3 2 2 15 0 0 1 1 2, 100 1, 388 1, 350 38 27 23 . 712 

iHgg:!H~g:::: ~1 ~t ~1 )_1! · · i'. · i ~ 8 g ~ f ~J~ k H~ H~ ~~ 
2a ~! di~ 

M.ooo-$4,999.... a a 3 2 1 1 ·3 o o o o 4, 590 2. 262 1, 926 336 144 192 2, 328 
$6,000 or over... 1 1 1 0 0 ·0 1 0 o 0 o 10 6, 964 10 5, 976 10 5, 976 10 o roo 10 o 10 988 

'l'ype 1.. ••••••••••••••• 195 172 167 __ 58 36 _ 29 180 23 28 1 15 933 477 421 56 26 31 456 
Types 2 and 3.......... 165 !52 147 . 38 30 15 146 13 17 6 19 1, 040 599 533 66 62 7 441 
Types 4 and 5.......... 215 201 194 ' 112 · .. ,.-;,51'" ·t> 44 202 14 21 1 13 1, 206 640 li59 81 48 33 --li66 
Types 6 and 7.......... 105 98 93 34 30 9 98 6 11 2j 7 1, 260 679 591 88 73 20 581 
Types Sand 9.......... 32 28 26 "I(} '""f·J•<J 1. a - ·32 4 6 ·2 o 1, 266 403 354 49 62 7 862 

Beefootnotesatendoftable. ====-=-~·~·---:----:---'= ======== 



TABL'BI 48 -IJ'AMILY INOOM'BI OR L081'1118 I'BOM I'AaM -ND JIONPARM IOURCIIII! Numb, offamiliet "ceillin(l ftel mone]l and ftonmoney iftcomt 
or losse~ from farm and from nonfarm eourC~te, end average amount of income derillellfrom epecijied 1ourcee,a ll11 income and ll]lfamilll tupe, 
Middle Atlantio, North Central, and New E111lafld Jar~ 1ectione, 1986-88-ContiDued 

(White aolll'llllaf tamUt• that Include a buabaad ud wife, bo&b aa&lv .. bona) 

J'amllioe havtq- A vero1elneo- or lo- ' 

Net moner lllooma from._ 
Net moner 

Net money llloo- or lo-~ 
Net ----

ltate, "'mlly-tnooma J'am• Net •-•rrom- Nea Total DODo 
Total Noafvm IOUfCIII DOh• Total DOD• net Nonfarm eourM monep ol-, ud ramu:v type Ul• net monoy not moooy family illooJM -money lnoome money 1olM!- lnoo- All 01 

laoome• J'arm Other rrom lo1881• Non- !rom or IOurCII J'arm Otbtr .,_ 
A or Earn· than farm• J'arm I arm tvm• 10110 AU• Earn- &haD rrom 

WIJII earn· tpa•• earn- ,.,... 
lop aoureaa• 

Ioiii 

(I) (J) (8) (4) (I) (8) (7) (8) (D) (10) (11) (12) (II) (14) (11) (16) (17) (11) (JD) - ---------- - ---- - - - - - - --------
\'&BIIOK'l' 

Numbtr Mlmbtr Mlmber Mlmber Number Number Mlmber Number Mlmb~r Number Mlm""r Doll are Doll a" Doll11r1 Doll a" Dollar~ DoUar1 Dolllln 
All t11J11 .•••••••••••••• 118 4MU 46U 111!4 206 164 11011 :14 44 ll a 1, 348 7Ul 801 188 147 40 ... - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -Net 101101 .••••••••• ····.;ia· .... ilili" •••• 469" ....... ····iii&" .... iii" """"Mi" ·····i'· ........ ...... j" ······a- ···i;348" ·····7ui· .....•. ···m· """i4f ••••• 40. ··-·· Netlooom•······· - - ---- ------- ---- - - ------- --------eo-e:Mo .••••••• a 8 8 I 1 I 4 2 2 0 1 1811 13t 14 40 ao 111 IIlii 

$2110-44119 ••••••• ll7 17 18 0 7 II 28 10 11 0 1 4311 108 117 811 :Ill 18 828 
tllll-f749 .•••••• 81 80 83 88 ll7 14 81 8 12 0 0 844 2117 178 19 ao • 177 

7ftll-,IKIO ..•••• DO 87 84 48 87 24 89 a II 0 1 aoa 4:.111 80<1 lUI 10 .. 470 
et,OOU-,1,1140 .••• U8 95 91 M 84 81 U8 1 1 0 0 1,100 6116 608 98 71 27 1108 
et,2MJ-- t,4u9 .••• 81 M a3 84 20 18 M 1 a 0 0 1,366 792 IIIII\ 108 18 211 178 
ll.ftllll-41 ,749 .••• 60 89 a7 89 114 24 60 1 a 0 0 1,81U IIW 768 1143 191 62 8'.10 
et,7fto-tt.uo9 •••• 811 86 84 18 17 8 86 0 a 1 0 1, 861l l,lftO 1173 177 1118 u 7111 
ea,ooo-$U4u .••• ll8 28 28 Ill 0 7 26 0 1 0 0 I,Ul 1,341 1,0117 :1111 IM8 76 m 
.2.:1Ml-42,4PII .••• 21 23 21 18 11 0 21 0 I 1 0 1,364 l, 513 1,1171 442 174 74 141 
e2,MJG-$2, 909 .••• 11 18 18 10 • ' 18 0 0 0 o. 2, Td6 1,907 1,8119 2118 271 27 II~ 
ea.uno-4a. 11119 •••• 7 7 a 8 8 8 II 0 ll 0 1 8,363 li,44U 1, 4ft4 9"-' llt\2 131 914 
... OIJ0-$4,11119 •••• ' ll 2 a ll 0 1 0 0 0 1 10 4, 378 ao a, 74u IO 11\19 102,7~0 102,7~0 100 ... ~ 
t~~,ooo or over ••• 8 8 8 8 ll 8 a 0 0 0 0 0,341 1,0:.12 ll, ·~~ ll, 170 1,007 1, 1118 1,819 

TYP9 !. .......•••••.•.. 110 113 111 68 41 47 117 • • 1 I 1, OliO 817 ~7 130 19 411 4111 
'l'ypnl liiiDd 8 •••••••••• 78 71 71 47 83 28 78 ·a 7 0 ll 1, 3:10 819 M~ IN4 142 411 1411 
Tyllfll 4 and 1 .••••••••• lUI 188 178 116 88 82 lUI I 15 1 0 1,4:.111 8118 Of oil 2:111 171 IIU Mil 
'l'y)>PR 6 IIDd 7 •••••••••• 83 76 71 WI 82 14 82 7 II 0 1 I, 41!11 8ao 11:10 118 Ill a 81\ll 
TyPIIIIIWd 0 .••••••••• 42 40 40 118 18 a •a I ll 0 0 1,4117 718 ew Iii 7a 17 774 

.. .. .. .. 



I - m,_,., fnmmP, FArm Jl'amlly. 
1 lnrhul .. only lamlllf'l having po.•ltin net lncomP from tho specillod 110111'00. 
a t-:ArnlnR!II d~lflPd u .. nonfArm" inrlud.- esrntn!ls rrom roomen. and hoarrlrn and rrom 

all rK'<'Ufl&linn• othnr than ot..,.atlon orthe family farm that did not involvP thP use of the 
fomlly'o work·AIA>ck, marhlnf'fy, or other farm equipment. Both ~~~trleuitural and non• 
!lll'riMollural Mrnlnll• are Included. l!r,e 010M81'y, Income, Farm Family: Money lnoome 
from """"""' Othnr Th&n the Opnral<!d Farm. 

• Famlllno whO!K' farm and other huslnMII expeoaeaaod IOBSeB exceeded farm and other 
monry lnN•me, thus rl'fl:uiUmtln 11 net mon('y loss. · 

• Famtllf'O whooe nonfarm bUBineBB expe081l8 and 108891 exoeeded groes earnings and other 
nonfarm money Income. 

• Not I arm non money JoMel occur when dooreaaes In livestock owned or In crops stored 
bntwN'n the b"-inntn~ and end of the report year exceed the following: Value of farm 
nroducto uoed hy the family and of housing furnished by the farm piUB lncre&9811 during 
lhe report year In oropa stored or in llveetock owned, 

r A ver!lll'es are based on the total number of famtll81! In each cl888 (oolumn :n. 'JI!ntrtes 
In this soctlon may be positive (lnoome) or negative (IOBSeB). A negative (lou) entry Is 
Indicated by a minuo sii!D. 

• The sum of the aver&~~esin columns 17 and 18 may not oqual the aveTB~~e In oolumn Ul, 
llnoo the latter figure Is net, alter deduction of business Josol'll. 8Pe Olosoary, Income, 
City and Village Family: Business Losses. Families having business looses were as 
follows: New Jersey, 6; Pennsylvania, 16; Ohio, 8; Michigan, 6; Wisconsin, 5; Illinois, 7; 
Iowa, 15; Vermont, 4. Avera.ge business looses were $2, $1, $3, $0.50 or Jess, $0.50 or Jess, 
$2, $3 1, respectively in the 8 analysis units. 

o These lamillflll distributed by amount of net l011ses were as follows: Net-lou rl888 $1-
$249, 7; .. 250-$4119, 6; $600-$749, 8; $750-$9119, ll; $1,250-$1,4119, 2; $1,61»-81,749, 1; $1,750-
$1,9119, 1.; . 

" A ver~e based on fewer than 3 cases. 
II These families distributed by amount of net Josoes were as follows: Net-1088 class 

$1-$249, .a; ~119, 6; $600-$749, 3; $1,0110-81,249, 2; $2,000 or over, I. 



7 

T ABLIII 40.-t.UnLY tNcoMIIl oB L08FIIIll raoM I'AaM AND NONrABM aonacl!ls, BY NIIT I'ARM JNCOMII: Numb" of Jamiliel "eeiving ,.,~ mMI•11 .,_. 
and non money income or lo11e8 from farm Gnd from nonjGrm source'.! and overage amount receJved from tac>.1ouree, by 1111 farm tncom•,1 ~ 
Middle Atlantic North CentrGl, Gnd New EnglGndfarm tectione, 19So-S8 

I • 

(Wblto noorellet temll101 that Include a huaband and wife, botb natlv•born) I( 

Stat.o and nat rvm lnoome 
a1ul (dollW'I) 

(1) 

••w ,. .. .., 
All Income ol01101 ••••••••••••• 

Not loJs81 ••••••••••••••••• 
Nat lnoom01 ••••••••••••••• 

Q-249 .•••••••••••••••••• 
2110-400 ••••••••••••••••• 
600-740 ••••••••••••••••• 
7110-9U9 ................. 
1,1HKI-1,249 ••••••••••••• 
1,260·1,41111 ••••••••••••• 
1,8011-1,740 ••••••••••••• 
1,760-1,9011 ............. 
2,01111-2,240 ••••••••••••. 
2,:1110-2,4VY ••••••••••••• 
2,61111-2,0119. ••••••••••·• 
3,0110-8,0110 .•••••••••••• 
4,0110·4,01111 .•••••••••••• 
6,0011 or ovar ........... 

ll'amll101 havln11-
I 

Aver&l8 lnoomt or lo11e1 • 

Net monof. lnooma Net non· Net money lol181 Net non. Toll\! Net money lnoome or loiiBI Net DODo 
FamU101 Total from- Total frODI- from- money 

net money net money net lam· lneome Income lo81el Jlyln· money from monoy from eome or orlo-
lnoome• Farm Nonterm term 11 lo-• Farm Nonterm tarm 1 lollea AU I arm Nonlllrm trom 

aour001 IOUfoel IOUfoel aouroea rarm• 

(2) (3) (4) (6) (8) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (18) (14) (16) - - ----------------------------------
Numbn Numbn Number Numbn Numbn Dolla11 Dolla11 Dolla11 Doll a,. Dollor• Number Number NUmbn NUmbtr 

791 717 843 8112 7114 74 148 8 8 1, 718 1,107 778 8311 609 
-==-= ~ -== -== = = = ====---== ==-=-== == = ==== - -41 17 1 24 40 24 40 1 1 830 -201 -1,0&1 lftO 631 

760 700 842 861 744 60 108 2 6 1, 7112 1,179 178 8111 813 ------------- -------48 23 8 80 48 20 40 0 0 803 426 -281 11117 877 
80 62 88 48 79 18 42 0 0 770 8114 -8 ' 400 378 
H8 77 70 42 82 8 13 0 1 1,100 843 170 473 4611 
96 91 H7 62 114 4 8 0 1 1,1611 614 838 278 64~ 
81 80 77 40 79 1 4 0 2 1,480 81!0 6~11 8~1 QOO 
74 73 78 29 74 1 1 1 0 1,609 808 742 1na 614 
M 64 64 :u 64 0 0 0 0 1, 81!1! 1. 2~7 Oft7 270 8111 
50 50 60 20 50 0 0 0 0 2,062 1, 2M!! 1,106 IH3 7114 
42 42 42 20 42 0 0 0 0 2, 300 1,6HO 1,'ll4 346 7:111 
39 au 89 14 30 0 0 1 0 2,674 1,M7 1,Ge2 206 717 
4IJ 40 40 16 40 0 0 0 0 2,016 2, 113 I, 1119 104 1103 
41 41 41 19 4IJ , '0.~ ., ,, () 0 1 8, 678 2, 702 11,648 164 878 
19 19 19 4 Ill ' 0 ..... 

' ::~ ....... ·' 0 0 .. 4~ 8,444 a. 301\ 411 1,1141 
9 9 II • II J 0 ·' ··141 0 0 8, 646 6, 702 ll,oillll 22"l 944 = ~~~~========:.====-======-===;;;::;;::===-~-=--

~ 

i 
~ ... 
liD ... .. 



PltNNIYI.'UIUA 

Alllnrom~ rl-.••••••••••••• 2.023 I, P~7 I, 7~3 I, 1~2 2.001 ft6 w 8 22 I, 854 1,0118 737 771 &18 
-=-=-==--:... ~~...:::1: -=..;a:=---= === --=·-- -==-=-=== ==== = ~= = = ~ ~""'='!~: 

Nrllc_. .•.•...•.•....•.• :Ill 21 0 2JI 2P g 30 1 1 8211 4M -&to 1,01141 373 
Nrllncx>mPI ............... 1.111111 I, 9~6 I, 733 I. 127 I, 1172 &7 2.'18 7 21 1, 6117 I, 017 ~AV 2bll 11.'>0 

------------ ------------------------
0 240 .................. 138 123 26 129 1:13 16 111 0 6 873 616 -Mil 7114 21111 
21111-41111 ................ 212 IWN IH 170 211 14 9!1 0 1 Mll4 6:1A 7 ~:Ill Mil 
11!111-7411 ................ 24~ 2~1 216 177 240 14 211 0 6 97h Mfl 21ll M~ 4~11 

7MHlllll 212 210 2117 liM 2119 2 6 0 a 1,079 ~H4 :lf\H 216 41lh 

I,OIMJ-1,~11::: ~::::::::: 211M 2/Ja 2112 113 :.107 6 8 2 I 1. 2H6 nn ~1111 1113 ftl4 

1,21111·1,41111 ............. 171 lflfl 1115 M4 1118 6 8 0 a 1, 4UH M4H 7211 122 MM 
I,MMJ-1,7411 ............. IMI 1110 1110 ;n IHI I I 2 0 1. 741 llfll 842 liD ?I« I 
1,7r~I-I,IHJII ............. lh4 a~a tr.a 61 lh2 1 I 1 2 I, 11M3 I, 217 1,1117 110 7flfl 
2,1MIO 2,24~ ............ ):14 1:14 1:14 62 1:1:1 0 0 2 1 2, 218 1,323 1, 222 101 """ 2,2/I0·2,41lll, •••••••••••• 7U 70 7V 211 711 0 0 0 0 2. 47A J, 616 1, 410 Ill& 900 

2,MMI-2,111111 ............. II~ IIA 116 M 116 0 0 0 0 2, 907 I, HllO I,OH3 2U7 1.017 
H,IMifl-ll,llllll ............. ION 111M HIM 48 IOH 0 0 0 0 a. ~a a 2, 4111 2, 2HM 178 I, om 
4,1MMI-4,111111 ............. 26 26 20 8 26 0 0 0 0 4,7a0 8,4W6 8, 2:17 2M 1, 236 
&,uoo or ow or ........... 10 10 10 6 10 0 0 0 0 6,946 6,3H4 4, 247 1,137 1, Ml ~ 

--= = -==== = ==-== = ~ = ==-= = =---= = ===-== 

~ 01110 

Alllnoomc eiRIIIOI •••••••••••••• 816 700 7~8 434 813 26 68 2 8 1,8611 787 1103 1114 1172 

-=-=== = ~ = = -=· =-== =-==--= = = -==== ==-== ==--====-= 
Nnt.lo~lll'l .•••••••••••••••• 7 6 0 6 7 3 7 0 0 8M 2.10 -1,238 1,4611 673 
Net looomel ............... 8011 7811 763 428 806 24 66 2 8 1, 3113 7UI 6011 1113 1172 !;1 ------------ --- ------- -

0-24~ ·••••••••••••••••• 
21 18 8 18 :It 8 18 0 0 711 3M6 -167 M2 826 8 

21~1-490 ••••••••••••••••• ~8 110 H6 40 87 8 22 0 1 740 891 211 8811 349 
1100·7411 ••••••••••••••••• 120 113 107 63 1111 7 13 0 1 774 8~9 206 1M 416 ~ 7nll-lll19 ................ 1118 162 161 81 103 1 2 0 0 9118 608 auo 118 4UO 
11 1Xl0·1, 249 .•••••••••••• 140 140 140 68 140 0 0 1 0 1, 317 744 1142 202 673 
l, :IJI0-1, 4119 ............. 100 100 09 M 100 0 1 0 0 1, 470 8111 706 109 fttl4 

1, 6110-1, 7411 •••••••••••• 80 80 80 42 80 0 0 1 0 1, 72JI 1,076 976 UMI 049 
1, 1no-1, IIllO ............. 62 112 112 36 62 0 0 0 0 2,1H2 1, 4112 1, 146 816 720 
II, IXIU-2, 2411 ............. 211 28 28 14 28 0 0 0 0 2, aao 1, &18 1, 310 lOll 812 
II, 2~0- 2, 411U.. ••••••••••• 19 lU 10 7 111 0 0 0 0 2,4au 1,Ma 1, 478 76 8H6 
II, II00-2, OIIU .•••••••••••• 16 16 10 D 16 0 0 0 0 2, 7HO 1, 728 1, 041 87 1,0111 
8, IXMI-8,111111 •••••••••••• D II g • 8 0 0 0 1 8, 7KI 2, 7~0 2,3811 8ft I 1,0111 
4, 0110-4, UUII ............. 8 8 8 8 8 0 0 0 0 3,203 8,004 8, 0116 818 1,801 
31 000 or ovor ••••••••••• 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 .................. ................ ............... .. ............ ............... 

----.-=.-== =-=-==-==-.=--=====-·==-====-====·-======-== ~.-======= ========-.========.~~~ 
1!100 footooteR o.t en() Of to.bJG, 



TABLII 49.-I'.UIILT INCOMII OB LOIII!III JI'ROM I'ARM AND NONJ'ARM IOVROIII, 81' NIIT J'AJIM INCOMII: NumbiPo./ familill "cttlllnf 1111 MMIIV 
and nonmoney income or Zot~llfrom farm and from nonfarm eourcee, and awraa• amount "cet111d from tach eourct, btl '"' fa,,. income,;l 
Middle .A.tlantio, North C•ntraZ, and N1111 England farm ""tione, 1986'-88-Contlnued 

(Wblk aolll'lltlf ramlll• &ha& laolude 1 hubaad aad wife, bo&b aa&l.,.boraJ 

J!'amlllee havlnt- AvtrlllhiOOIDI or ..,_ • 

JIILat.o and n~t farm lnoome Net DJon~y larorno No&nno· ~etmoneyl_, Net non• Net money lnoomt or r- Nelli-
ulua tdolloal'l) Jl'amlll•• Total nat from'- IDOQR)I Tot.ol net trom- DIOIIOY •rot.alnet fru- mnn•r 

IDlHIIDe DIOQOJ ro-• fRmlly bwome monoy 1ru1u lu-I from IDlH>DII orlo-IIIUODIIII Nonl'w'm rarw•• J!'arm Nonfarm farm 1 orlu- All Nonlllrm froiD J!'arm IOUrool IOWOII IOUrOOI Jarm 
IOUfllllll fum I 

ro (I) (8) (4) cal (0) (T) (8) (9) (10) (II) (I~ (13) (J4) (16) 

- - ------ - ------- ----------
MllliUOAH 

Numb" NumiHr NumiHr Numb" Numblr Numblr Numb" Numblr Numblr Dol/art Do/la" Dollar• DoiiMI Doll a" 
Alllnoome ol~ •••••••••••••• 7114 766 731 839 7711 :ill 118 0 II I, 340 771 IIIII Ill& 4111 - - - - - - - - - - - -N~t louee ................. 10 8 1 7 II • II 0 1 8:14 1111 -eu 177 .. 

1\jot lncomoe ••••••••••••••• 774 780 Tao 8:n 787 1M M 0 ' 1, 361 '"" 11112 1411 47l ---- ------------- -0-:H9 .................. 88 80 18 80 8ft 8 :.10 0 1 1101 40t 

-= 
441 111'7 

~011 ••••••••••••••••• 110 71 61 81 78 0 111 0 I 0116 8111 I'JO 11118 
6D0-74U .•••••••••••••••• "I 138 184 62 140 a. 7 0 1 7UN 4111 801 160 8:17 
781HIUU ....••••••••••••• 139 IH7 136 68 130 I 8 0 0 867 11114 471 VII 1118 
1, 0110-1, :HO ••••••••••••• 1~ 138 1~2 48 1~ 0 1 0 0 1, 3-.oi'J 742 6311 1W .,. 
1, :11111-1, 4110 ••••••••••••• 109 1011 108 80 107 1 1 0 • 1, 6011 11711 1147 1:1& 11<10 
I, 11110-1, 740 ••••••••••••• 82 60 60 18 61 I I 0 1 1, 71111 1, 0116 1118 168 7110 
1, 7611-1, ouu .•••••••••••• au llll 1111 7 29 1 1 0 0 1,006 1, :IHO I, 1118 137 771 
I, IMJ0-:1, 340 ••••••••••••• 10 16 16 0 10 0 0 0 0 I. 376 1,861 1, 3117 174 714 
a. 31lo-ll, 400 ••••••••••••• 14 14 14 6 14 0 0 0 0 1,3118 1,480 J,lltlll II tiiMI 
ll, 6txl-2, ouo ............. 17 17 17 ' 17 0 0 0 0 I. 778 1, IIK4 1.11~2 12 1114 
8, 0110-8, 000 .•••••••••••• 11 12 11 8 11 0 0 0 0 8,338 I. 3111 I, a~ 811 lltlt 
.. OD0-4, uuu .•••••••••••• 4 4 4 ll • 0 0 0 0 6,076 4, 207 8,M7 llftO IIIII 
II, ouo or over ........... ll a ll 1 ll 0 0 0 0 11,739 14,8114 14,7112 142 '8'.16 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -WIIOONII • 

.AIIluoome olauoe •••••••••••••• 788 744 Tall m 781 89 M 1 II 1,408 131 749 II 171 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -Net louoe ....•••••••••••••• II 6 0 7 8 4 II 0 1 8113 826 -aoa IIIII 2117 
Nut luoumae ••••••••••••••• 774 789 7a& :1116 778 86 46 1 1 1,4111 llall 764 74 6110 ------- ------- - ------

Q-340 •••••••••••••••••• 12 6 0 6 12 7 12 0 0 467 -12 -1121 808 41111 
2w-400 .•••••••••••••••• 118 18 18 14 38 8 10 0 6 6113 138 -:.Ill 167 4:14 
600-740 ................. 119 76 74 40 811 18 16 0 0 709 837 21.10 137 442 
76ti-IIUO ..••••••••••••••• 1118 118 117 46 128 a 0 1 0 9311 406 8117 1111 474 
l,OD0-1,:149 ••••••••••••• 148 l46 140 48 140 1 l 0 0 1.106 11117 . 1116 ---- 61 ~-

~ 
-~ ... .. ... .. 



1,2M-1,41111. •••••••••••• 110 Inti 1110 llll 110 I I 0 0 J, 420 -,.. -· IIIII W 171 
1,fillll-1,7411. •••••••••••• 103 103 103 36 103 0 0 0 0 1, 61!6 I, 048 llHO M 1138 
1,7~1,111111............. 81 81 81 32 81 0 0 0 0 1,11211 1, 231 1,1119 82 8118 
2.om-2.249............. ~ ~ ~ 1~ ~ g g g g ~~ u~ ~:= 1~~ ~ 
~:;:::::::=::::::::::::: 14 14 14 4 14 0 0 0 0 2,643 1, 743 I, 712 31 008 
3,00D-3,111111............... 24 24 24 13 23 0 0 0 1 8,442 2,452 2,;!6g 83 11110 
4 0!10-4,999 ••••••••••• a 2 :1 2 2 o o o o 't, 892 r t. ooo '3, 724 r 3M r 802 
6;000 or over........... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ····-····· ······-··· ····-·-··· .••••..••• ·••••••••• 

-~=======================:=================~=================================-====-
IU.IWOII 

Alllaoome o1-........ ...... 843 824 804 334 7119 19 38 8 44 1, 748 1, 312 1, 047 166 644 
~==-=====-===-======~=================~~~====:========-=======-== 

Net louee.. .••••••••••••••• 12 7 1 8 10 6 11 o 2 102 249 -576 825 -147 
Net lacoml!l............... 831 817 803 326 789 14 'n 8 42 1, 770 1,216 1, 071 146 664 

~249................... II 7 2 7 9 2 7 0 0 672 316 -104 420 268 
260--41111................. 32 28 28 18 21 4 s o a 8a6 669 120 m 267 
&IXJ-749................. 81 67 M 36 57 4 7 0 4 819 467 282 186 352 
7li(HIIJ9... •••••••••••••• 106 104 104 43 100 1 1 0 a 1, OlD 636 46o7~ 137 

4
111!3

2 1,~1,249. •••••••••••• 120 110 118 44 114 1 ll 0 8 1, 260 808 ' 134 " 
1,2M-1,499............. 126 123 123 63 119 ll ll 0 6 1, 499 947 820 127 662 
1,1100-1,749............. 100 100 100 31 97 0 0 1 8 1, 709 1,134 1,052 82 676 
1,7~1,999............. 70 7ll 7ll 20 76 0 0 1 4 1, 942 1, 327 1, 254 72 616 
2,~2,240. •••••••••••• 47 47 47 17 44 0 0 0 8 2, 334 1, 766 1, 668 187 679 
2,2M-2,4119............. 40 40 40 12 30 0 0 1 1 2, 420 1, 773 1, 702 71 866 
2,1100-2,999............. 62 52 62 12 60 0 0 0 ll 2, 806 2, 147 2, 020 I'D 740 
B,OOD-3,999............. 42 42 42 14 41 0 0 2 1 8, 484 2, 628 2, 398 130 958 
4,0!10-4,999. •••••••••••• U 9 9 6 9 0 0 I . 0 5,170 4, 117 8, 381 738 1, 062 
6,000 or over........... 10 10 10 ll 8 0 0 o ll 6, 880 6, 224 5, 135 89 1, 656 

-=-=======-==========================-============-=-==========================: ===============~ 
IOW4 

AU taooma ol88801 •••••••••••••• ' 712 661 627 222 658 60 88 11 M 1, 103 681 611 70 1122 ========= ==== =========== == =~ 
Net 101881 ••••••••••••••••••. 
Net lnoomea ••••••••••••••• · 

17 
606 

8 
643 

7 
620 

4 
218 

9 
640 

9 
61 

10 
73 

1 
10 

8 
46 

-734 
1,148 

-636 
611 

-721 
641 

86 
70 

-us 
637 ----------------------------------------

~249 .................... ; 87 22 18 17 33 16 24 0 4 858 127 -66 103 231 
200-4119................. 92 74 64 88 80 18 27 l 12 611 256 136 121 254 
1100-740................. 116 112 100 88 105 4 7 0 11 688 340 300 49 839 ?li(HIOO................. 147 136 135 39 188 12 1ll 0 9 018 447 401 46 471 
1,000-1,240 •• ••••••••••• 112 111 111 80 108 0 0 8 4 1, 170 683 636 48 637 
1,250-1,499............. 60 60 60 20 58 0 0 1 2 l, 445 826 757 69 619 
1,1100-1,749............. 41 au 30 8 41 2 2 1 o 1, 650 772 781 41 878 
1,700-1,999............. 27 27 27 7 26 0 0 2 1 1, 932 1,153 1, 081 72 779 

::~~:~~=::::::::::: ~~ , ~g - -~g : ~g g A ~ A ~: ~~~ ~: m u~ ~~ z~: 
2,500-2,9119............. 10 10 10 II 9 0 0 l 1 2, 761 1, 626 1, 690 27 l, 136 
8,00«HH,9119. •••••••••••• 21 21 21 9 20 0 0 0 l 3, 574 2, 184 2, 088 06 1, 300 
4,000--',999. ····••••···· ll 2 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 I 4, 784 I 1, 972 I 1, 684 I 288 I 2, 812 
6,000 or over........... l 1 1 · 0 1 0 0 o o 16,964 16,976 16,976 10 I Q88 ,... 

=====- =-====== =======- 1========, ' ' ,======:;:::;: ==== ======== ~.=-==-===:::~ w 
See tootnotu at ead of table. ,... 



TABLE 49.-FAMILY INCOME OR LOSSES FROM FARM AND NONFARM SOURCES1 BY NET ~ARM INCOME: Number of familiel 71Crill'ing 1lef mtmey .... 
and nonmoney income or losses from farm and from nonfarm sources, and auerage amourd receiued from each 1ource, by nef farm income,• ~ 
Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sections, J9S6-86-Continued . 

(Wblte nonreJier ramiUee tbat Include a b111band and wire, botb natlv8oborn) I( 

FamUiea havln!l- A vera11elneome or IOHH • 

State and net roum lneome Net money lnoome Net non- Net money 1011181 Net non- Net money lneome or 1011181 Netnou-
olau (dollars) I!' ami Ilea Total net !rom'- money Total net from- money Total not from- money. 

lnoome money )011!81 ramlly lnoome money rrom ~~· !rom Income or los,. Income• NonfRI'm farm •• Nonfarm rarm • or Iones AU Nonfarm rrom Farm sources Farm IOurCilll souroo1 .!farm 1ourcu rarm • 

(1) (2) (8) <'> (S) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (ta> - ---- ---------------------------------
VBRIIONT Numb•r Num~r Number Number Numb•r' Numb•r Number Numb•r Number Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollarl D~llarJ 

Alllnoome ol81181 .............. 618 4119 469 284 608. 24 44 2 6 1,:J46 791 606 1811 668 
= = = = = = ==-=""" === = == = ====-

Net lo881lS .................. ' • 1 ' 2 0 8 0 2 1,1170 1,810 18 1, 792 -140 
Net Incomes ............... 609 486 468 280 S06 24 41 2 3 1,343 783 tllO 173 860 ------------------- --- - ---0-240 .: ................ 16 12 4 12 16 8 11 0 0 607. 424 -120 1144 273 

2/i0-4119 ................. 48 86 30 31 46 18 18 0 2 733' 363 27 336 870 
60D-749 ................. 80 76 74 49 80 6 6 0 0 790 873 219 1M 417 
76o-9Y9 .•••••••••••••••• 89 88 87 49 88 1 2 0 l l, O'.l<l M6 417 )39 468 
1,000-1,249 ••••••••••••• 96 96 96 48 96 0 0 0 0 1, 2!!2 739 673 164 1143 
1,260-1,4119 ............. 63 62 60 82 63 l a 0 0 1,1142 tiOll 727 176 1140 
1,600-1,749 ............. 46 46 46 26 46 1 1 0 0 1, 724 1,023 ti03 120 701 
1,71i0-1,9Y9 ............. 28 28 28 g 28 0 0 1 0 1, 8117 1,203 1,161 42 6114 
2,000-2,24Y ............. 22 22 22 g 22 0 0 0 0 2,194 1,289 1,227 62 806 
2,2.'10-2,499 ............. 13 18 18 6 13 0 0 1 0 2,408 1, 480 1,402 78 9'J8 
2,500-2,9119 ••••••••••••• 14 14 14 6 14 0 0 0 0 2,911 2,133 1,989 144 778 
8,00o-8,YY9. ·-·-··-···· 4 4 4 3 4 0 0 0 0 3,3113 2. 0119 1,989 110 1,264 
4,ooo-4,9Y9 ............. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '"i8,"970" '"i6,"404' ... i ~ oii ·1··-; i; aso · .... i i; 666 6,000 or over ••••••••••• ll 2 2 ll 2 .() 0 0 0 

I Soe Glossary, Income, Farm Family: Farm Income, Net. 
a Only families having net positive income from the specified !HlurcP are Included. 
'See Olos•ary, Income, Farm Family: Farm Nonmonoy Income, Not. 
• Families whost~ !arm and other buslnes" expenses and los:!lls cxooeded farm aud otlwr 

money Income, thus re.•ulting In a net money loss. 

• Averages aro based on the number o!!amlllesln eeoh cla!!ll (column 2). Entries In thla 
section may be positive (Income) or IUlgatlve (losses). A neg11t1vo (!01111) entry llllndicatoll 
by a minU!l sign. 

' A vcrage based on fewer tb1111 8 cues, 

• Net nonmoney !arm losses occur when decrfll\ses In livestock owned or In crops stored 
bot ween tbe beginning and end or the report year exceed the following: Value or !arm 
products used by the family and of housing furnished by the f11rm plUB Increases durinB 
the report yoar In crops stored or In livestock owned. 

~ 



TABI.B 50.-oROfll! AND NET FARM IN~OME: Number of families recewtng gross farm money and nonmoney income from specified sources, 
avernge am.mmts received, average farm operating expenditurea, and average net farm income, by income,1 .Middle Atlantic, North Central, 
and NPw Bngland farm srctions, 1935-36 

[White nonrelief families that Include a hushend and wife, both native-born] 

Jl'amili~s having- A verRge • gross farm income 
Aver1111:e • net 

Gross farm money Income 
farm inoome I 

from-
Money inoome fr~m- Nonmoney lnoome from- Aver-

Netln- Rge • 
crease farm 

State and family-Income Faml· or de- Total 
Net In· operat-

cl1188 (dollars) lies crease money Prod- crease ing ex· 

Sale of A.A. A. in crops and non- Sale of A.A. A. uctsfur· or de- pend!-

farm bone- Other stored money• . All farm bene· Other All rushed crease tures Money 

prod· fits and sources a and sourees prod· fits and sources• sourceCJ by farm in crops (money) and non- Money• 
live- (net) stored money 

ucts rentals• stock ucts rentals • to faro- and ~ 
ilyl liv. 

stock T 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) ' (16) (17) 

---· ------------------------·------------------
NEW IERSEY 

Numher Numhtr Numhtr Numhtr .Numh~r Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollara DoUare Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollara Dollars 
Alllnoome clsases ........ 791 700 16 27 267 3,670 3,070 3,055 9 6 609 572 37 2,·292 1,387 778 

= = = == = = ---= = ---'-- = = 
Nnt lOASI'S .••••••••••• 21 21 0 0 8 2,497 1,893 1,893 0 0 604 640 -36 3,279 -782 -1,386 
Net Incomes .......... 770 769 16 27 259 3, 711 3,102 3,087 9 6 609 li70 39 2,266 1,445 838 ---------------------------- --------- ------

0-249 ............. 21 20 1 2 7 1, 738 1, 361 1,348 3 10 377 344 33 1,600 48 -329 
250-499 ........... 50 50 0 3 13 1,508 1,194 1,184 0 10 374 377 -a 1,276 293 -81 

li00-749. ---------- 62 62 2 3 17 1,658 1, 246 1,233 10 3 412 421 -9 1,116 643 131 

750-999. ---------· 73 73 2 1 2S 2,155 1,662 1,639 23 (10) 6 493 477 16 1,4·22 733 240 
1,000-1,249 ........ 90 90 2 1 28 i 2,959 2,430 2,423 1 629 524 6 1,982 977 448 
1,250-1,499 ........ 90 00 1 2 26 2,635 2,089 2,088 (10) 0 1 546 li23 23 1,557 1,078 532 
1,500-1, 749 ........ 58 58 0 1 17 3, 252 2,619 2,610 9 633 586 48 ,884 1,368 735 
1,750-1,999 ........ 61 61 1 2 21 4, 250 3,584 3, 573 7 4 666 652 14 2, 720 1,530 864 
2,000-2,249 •••••••• 52 52 a 0 22 3,838 3,158 3,105 53 0 6RO 593 87 2,230 1,608 928 
2,250-2,499 ........ 46 46 1 3 16 4,622 3,847 3,837 1 9 776 709 66 2,633 1,989 1,214 
2,500-2,999 .••••••• 62 62 1 4 19 4,572 3,871 3,846 16 9 701 657 44 2,510 2,062 I, 361 
3,000-3,999 .••••••• 60 60 2 4 23 6,242 5,405 5, 377 2 26 837 760 77 8,496 2, 746 1,909 

4,000-4,999 .. -·--·- 32 32 0 0 15 7,884 6,931 6,931 0 0 953 803 150 4,361 3, 523 2,570 
5,000 or over •••••• 13 13 0 1 7 16,071 15,167 16,156 0 11 904 667 237 10,509 5, 562 4,658 

== =====.=.=.=.=,=,=. ----:-
See footnotes at end of table. 



TABLm 50.-oaoss AND NmT FARM lNCOMm: Number of familiea receiving gro11 farm money and nonmoney incMM /rom epecifted ~1'CII, 
average amounts received, average farm operating ezpmditurea, apd average net farm income, by incom•,• Middl1 Atl~mtic, North C•nlral, 
and New England farm aections, 19S6-S6-Continued . , _ . . . , 

(White nomellef tamlllee thet IDclude 1 h111baud and wife, both ueth·•horu) 

I ·, 
l'amlllee hevlul- A verile • lfOIII farm l'uoome 

A ftr818 • net 
Groll farm money IDoome Money IDoome from- Noumauey IDeome from-

!arm luoome • · 
from- Aver-

Net In· aRe • 

State and ramlly-luoome - farm 
Faml· or d• Totai Netlu- opera'" .. 

ol081 (dollU'I) 1181 - money Prod- lll'll&l!8 logez. 
Bale of A.A. A. In crops and DOD• Bale of A.A. A. nctsrnr· or de- peodJ. 
farm bene- Other stored money• All rarm ben• Other AU nlsbed crease tures Money 
prod· ftts and aouroeal and aouroea prod· ftts and aouroea• sources byflum ID cropa (mo118:V) and DOD• MOIIBJI 

ucll reotalal live- ucll reo tala 1 (net) to ram. etored mcne,-
atock Dy I and 

live-
ltock' 

(1) (2) (8) (') (6) (6) (7) (8) (0) (10) . (11) (1ll) (13) (1-1) (16) (16) (17) 

-------------------------------------
PIINNin.v ,\lilA 

Number Number Number Number Number Dollarl Dollar• Dollar• Dollar• Dollar• Dollarl Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollar• Dollare Dollar• 
AU lnoome oleuee •••••••• 2,028 1,083 928 196 987 2,687 2,041 1,9M 70 17 646 694 6lJ 1,304 1, 31!3 737 

Net loll!l8! ..•••••••••• ' 
==-== = = = F==;i' = = = = = ---==== 

7 7 .. 1 6 1,231 936 793 133 296 663 -:167 1,669 -428 -724 
Net looomea .••••••••• 2,016 1,976 92-1 19-1 982 2,693 2,046 1,969 70 17 647 694 63 1,303 1,31l0 743 

--'-
11-249 ••••••••••••• 18 17 lJ 8 8 1,142 860 821 lJ6 18 282 301 -19 1,040 lOll -180 
2110-499. ·········- 90 89 16 8 28 873 619 602 14 8 2M 288 -M 670 803 49 
1100-749 ••••••••••• 196 186 66 11 76 1,014 639 611 ~ .. 376 376 (10) 629 486 110 
71i0-999 .• ••••••••• 249 240 101 21 98 1,412 983 928 47 8 429 448 -14 736 877 248 
1,01Ml-1,249 .••••••• 238 234 113 20 106 1, 797 1,243 1,182 66 6 664 •618 38 903 894 240 
l,lJII0-1,499 .••••••• 243 237 117 38 123 2,011 1,450 1,370 68 22 661 635 :16 963 1,068 497 
1.500-1,749 •••••••• 229 226 121 19 122 2,4115 1,810 1, 727 73 10 686 661 34 1,168 1,327 642 
J,7110-1,900 .••••••• 179 177 74 15 89 2,993 2,283 2, 201 70 12 710 657 63 1,370 1,623 913 
e-000-2,249 ........ 147 146 70 16 90 8,614 ll, 763 2,662 89 12 861 731 130 1, 707 1,1107 1,048 

,2110-2,400 .. •••••• 109 108 60 10 66 8,880 3,055 2,950 91 14 825 766 69 1,869 2,021 1,196 
2,500-2,900 •••••••• 140 138 81 17 83 •• 743 8, 780 8,633 130 17 963 793 170 2,323 2,420 1,467 
.3,000-3,900 ........ 131 131 74 13 80 6,668 4,646 4,441 141 64 1,022 866 166 2, 601 8,067 2,0411 
4,1l00-4,991L •••••• 28 28 18 8 16 7,461 6,368 6,180 169 19 1,093 976 118 3,286 -1,176 3,0Mll 
6.000 or o var ...... 20 20 11 5 9 9,367 7,936 7,620 120 296 1,431 1,005 426 6,016 4,361 2, 11'.!0 

== = ·=·:::;::;;;;::=:: = ==-::::;::;;:::,=.~.=:== =·===-= = == 

= CID 
w .. 



01110 

AD IDoome ol81108 •••••••• 8111 11011 320 81 838 1, 7118 1,184 1,116 1!0 19 572 632 40 IIIII 1,18& 11118 
=-=== = ====== = = = = ---------= = = = = 

NPt'--··········· J 2 1 1 ·2 II 2, 9.~9 II 2, :aJ9 111,709 1140() 11100 11750 11710 1140 114,084 11-1,126 11-1,87ft 
Net looomee •••••••••• 814 M7 318 80 334 I, 762 1,181 1,113 49 19 671 &31 40 681 1,171 600 

0.249. •••••••••••• 4 4 I 2 2 6111 3:.8 274 20 34 191 286 -96 431 88 -103 
2fl(H00 ••••••••••• 33 33 8 1 16 621 303 295 7 1 318 337 -19 301 820 2 
~749 ••••••••••• 96 94 21 8 33 941 652 &36 If 2 389 370 19 361 680 191 
7fiiHIIMI ••••••••••• 1M 153 811 11 56 1,177 717 688 24 6 460 456 4 381 - 796 336 
1,0011-1,249_ ••••••• 139 138 61 7 54 1,3!18 859 826 31 2 639 606 33 412 9!!6 447 
1,250-1,4119 •••••••• 114 114 118 12 66 I, 732 1,116 ••. 0.118 48 10 616 660 56 610 1,222 606 
l,MKl-1,749 •••••••• 93 92 44 8 32 2, 140 1, 616 1,453 66 7 625 599 26 692 1,448 823 
1.7~1.llllll •••••••• 66 84 32 10 30 2,346 1,663 1,546 55 62 682 848 34 767 1, 578 8!16 
2,0011-2,249 •••••••• 34 38 18 6 13 2, 562 1, 793 1,6118 107 28 769 651 118 775 1, 787 1,018 
2,250-2,4119 •••••••• 34 34 23 a 17 3,306 2,515 2,296 163 66 791 697 94 1,266 2,050 I, 259 
2,500-2,1100 •••••••• 27 27 16 a 11 3,136 2,284 2,118 121 45 862 745 107 1.001 2,135 1,263 
8,1100-3,1100_ ••••••• 14 14 10 8 10 4, 667 3, 718 3,434 152 132 949 724 226 1,916 2, 751 l,llll2 
4,000-4,999 •••••••• a 8 2 0 3 6,374 4,021 3,846 176 0 1,353 935 418 1,5:<4 3,.R50 2,497 

, 6,000 or over •••••• 4 4 2 1 4 5,801 4,670 4,020 150 500 1,131 804 327 2,941 2,_860 t,m 

i ====== = = = = --:-- = = = = --,-= = 
IIICIIIO.Ur 

All looome ol81108 •••••••• 784 788 238 49 333 1, 748 1,279 1,230 38 11 469 381 88 663 1,085 818 
= = = = = = = = = = ---= ---= = = ~ 

N~fiOISNI_ ••••••••• ·- 5 5 1 1 8 1,545 , 1,221 1,163 18 40 824 350 -26 2,079 -534 -858 
t;l Net loromOI •••••••••• 779 778 236 48 330 1, 749 ' 1,279 1,230 38 '11 470 381 89 854 1,095 626 - ------------~--- -------------------------

0.249_ •••••••••••• g g a 0 1 9.~5 705 673 32 0 250 244 6 829 126 -124 g 
2~99 ••••••••••• 64 64 11 4 19 773 555 539 11 6 218 251 -3a 448 325 107 1!:: li00-749 ••••••••••• 122 122 25 7 45 994 691 667 17 7 303 296 7 411 583 280 751HJ!J9 ___________ 

137 ' 137 31 4 48 1,238 848 824 24 (10) 390 358 32 427 811 421 li':l 
l,OOD-1,249 •••••••• 131 130 32 'I 47 1,440 1,008 971 23 14 437 377 60 4115 990 553 
1,250-1,499 •••••••• 116 116 43 8 60 1,913 1, 413 1,356 42 15 500 429 71 "675 1, 238 738 1,500-1,749 ________ 

61 61 . 10 6 84 2,410 1, 760 1, 694 52 14 65_0 442 208 978 1,432 782 
1,750-1,999 •••••••• 47 47 t7 8 26 2,600 1,957 1,8!18 52 7 843 462 181 1,049 1, 551 0011 
·2,000-2,249 •••••••• 24 24 12 0 15 2, 774 2.084 2,002 82 0 690 497 193 1,107 1,667 977 
2,~2,499 •••••••• 21 21 13 4 14 '3,128 2,316 2,145 109 62 1112 456 356 1,232 1,.896 1,084 
2,1100-2,999 •• -. -· •• 24 24 13 3 16 '3,416 2,570 2,427 92 Iii e46 509 337 1,040 2,376 1,530 
3,000-3,999 •••••••• 17 17 12 3 13 4,632 3, 768 3,623 120 15 874 488 386 1, 730 2,002 2,0211 4,()()()-4,999 ________ 

3 ' 3 2 0 1 6,669 4,668 4, 468 200 0 1,001 884 117 1,387 4,282 3,281 
5,000 or over •••••• , 3 3 2 0 1 7, 741 6,967 6, 667 300 0 774 391 383 2,331 6,410 4,636 

==-=== - ., - = ======--;--==~==-=== 
E!ee footnoteB at end of table, 

"""' ~ C1t 



TABLIII. oo:-GR088 AND NIIIT J!'ARM lNCOMIII: Number of familie• receiving groll farm monty and flonmtmey income Jrom lptcified 1011TIJII, 
a11erage amounts receirJed, a11erage farm operating expenditure11, and a11erage net farm income, by income,1 Middle Atlantic, NMIII C•nlra,, 
and New England farm sections, l/IS6-S8-Continued 

[White nonrelto! 18mtlt11 LboL Include a husband and wile, both uatlve-borttl 

Famllt1111 havlnc- A vcraae I Cr<llll farm lowmo 

A v"'""" 1 nAt 
Orou farm money luomno !arm lnco11141' 

from- Molli'J looomo !rom- Noumoo~y lnoome !rom- Avor-
Net ID· a"". -------OfOIIIIO farm 

Btato ami fnrntly-lnoome Farnl· or <I"" Total Net in- OJIOfBI• 
olau (dutlar1) Ilea or.aae 

h10Dt1Y Prod· creue InK llll• 
8alo of A.A. A. In crop& and non· Bale o! A.A. A. uctolur· or d .. po11di• 

farm bone· Othor aLorod money• All farm bono- Other All uloh•d oreMfl tor•• Mon"y 
prod· ftt• nod IOUrOOII and lOUr OBI prod• fttlaml IOUret!aJ 10Drct41 by farm In crops (mon•y) IDd DOD• Mon"'' 
UCLI rental•' llv•· uoLI rentall• (not) to lam- atorod ,money 

a took on•l . lly. Uvo• 
IInck r 

(I) (2) (S) <•> (ft) (0) (1) (8) (0) (10) (II) (12) (13) (14) (18) (Ill) (17) 

---------------------------------------------
WIICONIIN Nttmbor NIJ.mhor Nu.mhor Nttmbor Nu.mbor Doll an Dollaro Doll an Dollaro Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollorl Dolla" Dollo" Doll•" 

Alllncomo oll\811!1 ........ 7H3 7H3 408 100 ~42 ~. 330 I, 763 1,11!!3 67 13 678 068 II 1,014 1,a~o 7411 
-= _, - - --~ -=== ~ - -== - =-=-_. -==-

Nttt lo11Mf11L • ........... 3 8 2 I 0 I, 301 076 M3 00 a a 38ft 8H3 0 I, 1109 -148 -~t:t 
Nul-lnoumol" ......... 780 780 461 09 24~ a, 343 1, 706 1, 68ft 67 Ia 877 630 18 ),012 1, a:u 7114 ---------- ---------------------------i~ ---· ---

0-24D ............ 8 8 a 1 1 I, 870 I, 3711 I, 3:11 40 6 64111 4110 43 1, H:l4 nn -4411 
21tii--4U9 ........... 18 18 7 2 0 1, ~110 842 HIIO an 7 307 3110 -:13 s:to 370 3 
ftllll--740 ........... 73 78 34 H 22 I, 44ft 1,004 U4H 311 20 441 446 -n 8M ftiKI 1411 
7ftii-11\IU .......... ):1(1 tan ou 13 2a I, ft72 1, 111ft 1,0•111 40 10 407 44H IU 74~ M'.!U 31111 
I,IKIII-1,240 ....... 143 14a 70 17 46 1,811!1 I, :J4K 1, 2H2 M I~ 61ft 4116 HI 7HO 1,\JII:l 'lfiM 
I,~I•U"I,411\1 ....... ]:1(1 1:1() 07 13 as a. ~:13 1,nr.a I, ft\11 ft7 0 Mil M~ 8 1114 I,:Jfl\1 7:111 
l,fiiiU-1,74\1 ....... IUU )IIU 711 14 3H 2,1\IIU a,IIHft 2,11117 no g 1114 H\17 7 I, 1,_ I, .~26 911 
1,7MI I,V\1\1 ....... Kll Kll M Ia 26 2,87H ». :.1112 2,UIIH ti3 Ill 11711 Htll 16 I,IIHI • 1,817 1,141 
2,111111--2,24\1" ....... ~7 27 :Ill 8 9 a. 177 2, 411:1 a, :1r.o Ill 2 714 flY~ 2:l 1. an4 I,V:I:t 1,:111\1 
2,1011-2,411\1 ....... 81 31 ll'l 3 12 a, 8112 3,11K7 ll, Uftl! IIH 10 716 11\IU 25 I,M4 2,148 I, 4:1:1 
2.r.1111- 2.11110 ........ 24 24 21 3 u a, 1~11 2,H70 2. 7~11 I :I~ I~ ~n11 77~ 76 1,444. ll, '11<1 I, ~:t~ 
a,111111 "a.1111u ........ ~a ~:I ~I 8 18 A, 2~U 4, 211Y a,un 177 AU 1,0:111 MUa 1:17 I, u~Q a, :no 2, ~1\U 
4,111111-4,UIIU ....... 3 3 a I 2 6,678 6,010 ~-"11 1\lo 4 11118 1\f'll 17 2, ~·Ill 4, II" 3, 41\U 
f,,UtHI or n Vl'f _ •• ~ •. I I I 0 0 II A, IIIlA II 4,117U 114,5W II Mil uu II 0111 II UIU Ill) 111,1:1" 114, anr 113,-141 

ft.~~~:s~~--~.~.:a.~.~ ... ~ .. := .... ~;-_,.~-=l=u..,_-=:::: ~ -"" ~-~ ~~-- ,__,___ 

w 
QD 
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ff.l,fNOfl 

- 17~'- 469 
2.021 , __ 87 A II i nronte ria""''" ......... 114~ 1141 423 2, 700 2.1~ 48 M4 513 31 I, 1011 1,591 1,047 

= :=:::z--= = = 
SPIIn. .... ----------- .~ 5 3 2 5 I,M26 2, 702 2, 4R2 60 IM -876 572 -1,448 3,270 -1,444 -~ 
Net inrom('.!' ................ ll.lS 14.16 420 170 464 2. 705 2,153 2. 019 87 47 552 512 40 I, 096 1,609 1,057 

------------------ ---------------------------
0-249 ------------ 3 3 0 0 I I, 249 Jol20 H20 0 0 429 420 9 I, 2.~8 -9 -438 
2.'o!l-4!111 .•••••••••• 22 22 2 6 12 1,0:12 ~ 7R9 744 7 38 243 31\1 -118 61\5 31\7 124 
Fo<WI-74~ ..•••.•••• - .~ 49 20 6 24 1,2R9 971\ 921 44 10 314 373 -Sill 74.~ 544 2.'10 
7-'"111\111 116 !Ill 44 21 47 I, 528 l,!f>:J 1,0R2 fi-1 28 31\5 409 -44 liM II 839 474 

J.(l(W\),249 ------- llJI 120 M 18 58 I, 938 1,4~8 1,396 1\R 24 41\0 41\9 -Ill II!! I 1,01\7 1\417 
1,2Fo<H,41111 ..•••••. 117 117 55 18 76 2, 235 1,689 I, 597 68 24 546 493 5.1 922 I, 313 71\7 

l,r.llll-1,749 -----·· 110 110 58 17 60 2,.SIO 1,984 1, 879 72 33 526 533 -7 9711 I, 5.11 1,005 
1,7~1.91111 .••••.•• 75 74 46 22 38 2,834 ,;2. 271 2, 096 103 72 1\63 500 3 I, 100 I, 734 I, 171 
2,IHI0-2.249 .••••••• .~8 58 2.~ 12 35 2,974 2,320 2.177 86 57 654 51\0 104 1, 0-S& 1, 918 1, 264 
2,2.'>1l-2,4119 .••••. -- 46 46 22 9 24 3, 29.i 2,612 2 .• ~2 00 20 68.1 578 105 1,123 2,172 1,489 

2,5(1(1-2,11119-- ------ 64 64 49 13 44 3,995 iJ,297 3,0.i4 171 72 698 615 83 I, 470 2. 52.S I, 827 
3,1100-3,11!111 ........ 49 49 23 15 28 4,629 .a, 758 3, 558 116 84 871 647 224 I, 5118 3,121 2.200 
4,0110-4,9119.------- II II 6 5 4 6,800 6,004 5,1\39 211 254 796 669 127 3,185 3,615 2,819 
6,000 or over----·- 17 17 10 8 13 9, 762 8, 452 7,~50 . 322 :180 1,310 6;J4 676 4, 551 5. 211 3, 901 "'1 = = ----==-= ------== = = = = = = > 

IOW.t. :s: 
Alllnoomo cla.••M•s •••••••• 712 711 530 77 447 1,884 1,362 I, 188 159 15 522 534 -12 851 1,033 611 ~ = --= = = ---= = :::::!::::=:-- = = = = = === = 

NPt loASOR •••••••••••• 16 16 10 2 12 2,186 2, 279 2,134 140 5 -93 579 -672 3,069 -883 -790 
Net incomes ••••••.••. 696 695 620 75 435 1,877 1,3-11 1,167 159 15 536 533 3 800 1,077 541 1-4 

------------------------------ --------- ~ 
0--249.------------ 22 22 10 0 15 771 . 500 485 65 0 221 367 -146 624 I-.7 -74 0 
250-499.---------- 74 74 46 3 46 887 633 549 81 3 254 404 -ISO 511 376 122 0 
500-749.---------- 112 112 84 16 68 1, 114 ' 812 684 113 15 302 425 -12.1 519 595 293 :s: 
750-999.---------- 153 153 116 12 105 1,382 956 814 134 8 426 487 -61 563 819 393 t::l I,IJOU-1, ~49 ________ 

116 116 89 11 65 1,695 "1,ll8 957 150 11 577 538 39 658 1,037 460 
1,2,';()-1 ,409 ________ 74 74 57 8 42 2,098 1;458 I, 239 199 20 640 590 50 841 1, 257 617 
l,fi'lil-1,749. ------- 46 45 37 9 32 2,428 1,616 1,405 184 27 812 647 165 907 I, 521 709 
I, 750-1,9\Jil •••••••• 26 26 24 2 13 2, 686 1,869 I, 581 274 14 817 669 148 909 1, 777 960 
2,000-2,249 ________ 16 16 13 3 ll 3, 261 2, 549 2, 300 227 22 712 747 -35 1,199 2,062 1,300 

. 2,250-2,4P9 •••••••• 18 18 15 2 13 4,854 ,4,044 a, 778 252 14 810 742 68 281\0 2,004 1,194 
2,500-2,999 ________ 14 14 10 1 11 .4, 517 3,443 3, 203 219 21 1, 07-1 848 226 I, 935 2, 582 1, 508 
3,0110-3,999.------- 21 21 15 6 14 5, 749 4,380 3,963 378 39 1, 369 841 528 2,311 3,438 2,069 
4,000-4,9119 •••••••• 3 3 3 2 3 6,303 3,975 2,995 1\03 417 2,328 695 1. 633 2,049 4,254 1,926 
5,000 or over------ 1 1 1 0 0 "11, 954 II 10,966 II 9, 716 Ill, 250 110 11988 11988 uo 114,990 118,964 II 5,976 

==.-----=:..=-·=·==·=-..===~---=c:=.=.======.~·~:==;;;:::::a 

Sec footnotes at end of table. 
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TABLm .. 50.-oaoss AND NBIT FARM INcoMm: Number of familieB receiving groB8 farm money and nonmoney income from rpeeiji.etl """"'• 
average amountB received, average farm operating ezpenditurea, and average net farm income, by ineome,1 Middle Atlanlic, Nortlt Cenlral, 
and New England farm eectioAB, 1936-36-Continued 

{Wblte uourellef famlllee tbat IDOlude a hUJband and wife, both 1111tJve-hom) 

Famlllee havlnc- AverapiiJ'OIII farm lnoome 

Averap • net 
Orou tarm money lnoome Money lnoome from-

from·- Nonmoaey lnoome from- Aver-
farm iJliiOIJhll 

Nellu· age• 
orease farm 

State and lunJIJy.Jnooma Faml· or de- Total Net In- operat.-
ol1111 (dollul'll) llee orease money Prod· orease IDR8Z• 

BRie of A.A. A. In oropa IIDd DOD• Bale of A.A. A. uet~lur· or de- pend!-
farm bene- Other stored mone:v• .All farm bene- Other All I nlsbed crease &ores Money 
prod· llband BOor-• and BODrceB prod· lite and BOurceB• sources; by farm In cropa (DIODP)') and DOD· Money' 
uotl rautala • 

live- ucts reutRIB • (net) to lam- stored DID"":V 
stock lly • aud 

live-
ltock 7 

(1) (2) (8) (4) (6) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (J3) (14) (16) (16) (17) - ---1----~ ------ . . ---------1-------------
VBRIIOIIT Number Numb"!' Number Number Number DoUar1 Dollarl Dollllrl DoUarl Dollar1 DoUar1 boUar1 DoUarl Dollar~ DoUG•• DoUa•• 

Alllnooma ol88881 •••••••• 618 610 21 80 429 2,418 1,868 1,835 a 18 555 510 45 1,263 1,UIO Gill 
= ==-=== = == ===-=== = = ==-== ===-== = =- = = !==-=" 

Net lossea •••••••••••• ---------
Net luoomea •••••••••• 613 610 21 80 429 2, 413 1,868 1,835 6 18 556 510 45 1,263 1,UIO 606 ---- --------------------- -----;; c.-24!1 ..••••••••••• 6 6 0 0 3 629 677 677 0 0 52 318 -166 483 14d 

25!l-4D9 ••••••••••• 27 27 0 3 26 1,060 734 729 0 6 326 314 12 667 3113 67 
li00-749 .•••••••••• 66 64 1 10 48 1, 299 922 903 • 15 377 3!i6 21 744 M6 178 
71i0-999 .•••••••••• 90 90 4 22 73 1,621 1,151 1,126 4 21 470 • 434 36 847 774 3114 
1,0110-1,249 ••••••.• 96 95 6 11 74 1.004 1,401 1,376 9 16 503 472 31 893 1, 011 WI 
1,26(}-1,499 .••••••• 55 M 1 7 47 2, 627 1,954 I, 947 (10) 7 573 562 11 1, 2!l8 l, 2/i9 686 
1,600-1,749 •••••••• 60 60 8 12 M 2, 742 2, 122 2, 082 6 36 620 675 46 1, 3116 l, 376 766 
1,71i0-1,999 .••••••• 36 36' 8 6 32 3,436 2, 720 2, 660 16 44 716 672 43 1, 747 1,686 973 
2,00(}-2,249 •••••••• 26 26 ll 2 22 3,91i8 3.185 3, 178 6 I" 773 616 168 2,098 1,860 1,087 
2,260·2,499 .•••.••• 23 23 0 6 21 3,826 -2,985 2, 989 0 16 841 656 185 1,914 1,912 1,071 
2,600-2,999 .••••••• 18 18 1 2 18 6, 522 4,693 4, 6!l2 4 7 829 774 55 3,084 2,438 1,609 
8,000-3,D99 •••••••• 7 7 0 I 7 4.322 8, 408 3, 404 0 • 914 630 284 I, 954 2, 368 1,454 
4,000-4,999 .••••••• I 2 0 0 2 no, 332 us, 703 us, 703 no no 11629 ll8f10 11-ZII II 7, 704 lll,P!28 

.. _ 
6,000 or over •••••• a a 1 0 8 8,H77 7, 668 7,631 27 0 1,319 1,~1 38 •• 708 4,171 2,862 

... 
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1 In ti~IIIU: tlntR In rolumn:s 3, 8, 7, 8, 0, 12, 14, 16, o.nd t71t should be remembered that the 
method of handling purchases or sales of livestoCk and resultant changes in value of live· 
stock owned may have introduced data from transactions which customarily are not classi· 
tied under these income headings. See Glossaty, Income, Farm Family: Crops Stored 
and Livestock Owned. 

' Includes all money payments (except loans) received from the Government under the 
agricultural-recovery program. . 

' Tpis includes net income from work ott the operated fBrm. that involved both the labor 
of farm family members and the use of the family's work-stock, machinery, or other 
farm equipment. ,,. :. 

I Averages are based on the number of famille~. in each class (column 2). 
• See Glossary, Income, Farm Family: Farm Inoome, Gross. Does not Include the value 

or products used in payment of share rent (table!li6). Had value of products used In pay." 
ment of share rent been included, the gross farm income would be as follows: New Jerse¥! 

$3,771; Pennsylvania, $2,8117; Ohio, $1,910; Michigan, $1,91i0; Wisconsin, $2,001; Illinois, 
$3,652; Iowa, $2,158; Vermont, $2,537. ., 

• Includes the value of housing, food, fuel,ice, and other products furnished by tho farm 
for fa_mlly use. See Glossary, Income, Farm Family: Farm-furnished Products Used by 
Family, and Occupancy of Farm Dwelling; 

' A net decrease Is indicated by a minus sign. 
'Entries in this section may be positive (income) or negative (losses). A negative (loss) 

entry Is indicated by a minus sign. See Qlossary, Income, Farm Family: Farm In-
come, Net. l 

• Net farm money income is obtained by deducting farm operating expenditures rom 
gross money income from farming. 

10 $0.50 or Jess. 
u Average based on fewer than 8 cases. 

TABLE 51.-souRCES oF NONFARM M'o~EY EAR~INos: "umber of families re~eiving net m~ney earnin_gs firom sources other than the operated 
farm, and average net money earmngs recetved from each source, by famdy type and wcome, Mtddle-Atlanttc, North Central, and New 
England farm sections, 1935-·36 :... _ 

[White nonrelief families that include a husband and wife, both native-born) 
~ ,. 

Families having net nonfarm money earnlni!s from>- Average a net nonfarm money earnings per family from-

Individual earners Indl vidual earners 
Other Room- Other 

State, family type, and Fami· Room- work work 
income class lies Any Others 16 or Others under ers not at· Others 16or Others under ers not at· and source older 16 and tribut· All older 16 board· tribnt· 

II us- board· able to sources All II us· Wife able to Any band Wife 
ers' ind!· band ers lndi· 

Fe· Fe· vi duals Male Fe· Male Fe· (net) vi duals Male male Male male male male 

(1) (2) (8) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17) (18) (19) (20) (21) (22) 
--------------------------------------------------

NEW 1ERSEY 
No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 

All types •••..•••..••...•• 791 271 238 160 44 48 41 3 1 46 10 274 261 1611 21 40 31 (I) (I) 11 2 
= = ------= = ---= --- = --= ----- = -- ---

Net losses ......••.... 21 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 173 173 178 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Net Incomes ...•.•... 770 269 236 158 44 48 41 3 1 46 10 278 264 170 22 40 82 (I) (1) 12 2 -----------------------------------------------------

$0-$400 ........•.. 71 19 15 8 5 0 8 1 0 6 0 62 58 22 28 0 3 (1) 0 9 0 
$500-$99!L ....... 135 87 30 22 8 4 0 0 0 9 1 86 70 51 13 6 0 0 0 16 (1) 
$1,000-$1,499 .... -· 180 65 55 33 12 8 15 2 1 14 4 189 175 102 16 13 43 1 (') 12 2 
$1,500--$1,999 ..... - 119 41 37 25 6 9 4 0 0 .5 1 238 '229 153 82 2ll 15 0 0 8 1 
$2,Q00-$2,999 ...... 160 67 61 42 9 19 15 0 0 10 8 462 442 250 25 102 65 0 0 16 4 

·- $3,000 or over ..... 105 40 38 ll8 4 .. 4 0 0 2 1 583 575 432 20 77 46 0 0 5 3 
TYf,lll L .................. 199 56 44 38 14 ----,--- --,---- 16 0 155 136 105 31 ----"''-- ------ ·--(1)"' 

l _____ 19 0 
Tms 2 and 3 ............ 140 37 34 30 8 

..... i. -·-·o- 5 1 222 218 195 23 ""55' -·-54- 0 4 (I) 
TyRPS 4 and 5 ...........• 287 113 98 57 H 211 .26 1 1 20 8 283 268 145 14 (1) (I) 12 3 
Types 6 aud 7.. .......... 105 42 41 30 5 10 8 1 0 1 0 466 463 335 13 76 38 1 0 3 0 
Types 8 and 9. _ ..... ---- 60 28 21 10 3 9 7 0 0 4 1 417 397 155 35 118 89 0 0 12 8 

'= =~::;;:::;::::::=,~:==;::;:::~ I======= ~ -,=1 ,=.=,:=, 1=1=1~ 
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TABLE 51.-souacms OP NONFARM MONEY BAlt~JNG\! Number of families hceiving net money eornings /rom sources othe1' than lh• operated 
farm, and average net m()ney earnings received frt~m·:wach source, by family Cype and incom., Middie Atlantit, North Ccnlral, and Ne111 
England farm sections, 1985-88-Contin~~dl . ; . i ' ·. ~·. , ·. : .. 

(White J!Onrell~ ramtft111 that Include a h1111band an4 wire, both natlve:boi'D] • . \ 

Famllloa having_ ziet nobf~rm·mone:v earDIDp from t- ~·· Average i net uonfBrm moue:v iamlnp per family lrom-.. l",t 

Illlllvldual oaruen Individual earners 
Other Other 

State, family type, and Faml· RooiD· work I Room- work 
lnoome olass lloa AD)' l . Othen16 or Others under en not Rt- ., Others 18or Othenunder era DOt at• 

source 
Bus~ 

older 18 and trlbut· All older 111 and trtbua-
Any Wife board· able to souroes AU Bus- W!le board- able to 

band ere • lndl· band ere lndl· 
Male Fe· Male Fe· vlduala Male Fe- Mala Fe· (Det) Ylduala 

male male male male --
(1) .(2) (8) (4, (a) (6) (7) (8) ·(9) (10) (11) (12) ('18) (14) (15) (18) (17) (18) (19) (20) (fl) (22) -------------·- ------- ------------- ------

PBNNIYLVANIA ! ... _,, ... 
Dol. i 

: 
No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No.· No. No . Dol. Dol.· Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. .Dol. Dol. 

All typos ................. . 2,028 838 703 M7 70 112 .. 70 3 3 205 .8 222 211 162 tl 22 18 (') (') 10 1 
= I= = = = = = --· = = = = = = = = = =-=oo= =-

Net losses ............ T . 1 0 0 0 . 0 0 . 0 0 1· . 0 15 0 o. 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 
Net Incomes ••••••••• 2,016 835 703 M7 70 . 112 TO 3 3' 204 . 8 223 212 1112 9 23 18 (') (') 10 1 r-o -110~499 ........... 108 46 37 88 8 2 2 0 0 11 0 M' 48 41 a II • 0 7 0 

$500-$1199.. .•••••• 444 231 194 167 17 24 9 1 1 65 ~ 148 134 112 6 12 4 r> (') 14 ~·> $1,000~1.499.. •••• 481 227 199 169 19 26 18 1 0 47 243 235 194 T 15 ltl ') 0 • •) 
$1,1i00~1,999 ..•••• 408 149 121 93 . 14 22 11 0 1 40 II 226 212 162 16 28 16 0 (') Ill I 
$2,000~2,999 ..•. -- 3116 127 107 65 14 29 20 1 1 29 1 215 208 142 9 31 26 (•) (') 7 (') 
sa.ooo or over ••••• 179 55 46 30 3 9 10 0 0 12 2 468 468 843 13 54 48 0 0 7 8 

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = =-== - =--'l'ypo ! ................... 867 168 120 114 18 I} 53 1 154 139 130 9 (') 15 (') 
!---

Net losses ............ 1 0 0 0 0 ............ ............ ------- ---.-i· 0 Q •o •o •o •o .............. ............ .............. ""(•)"" •o •o 
Net Incomes ____ ----· 866 158 120 114 13 ------- ------ ------- 63 1 154 139 . 130 ·9 ---·--- ............ ------- 16 (I) ----------------------------------------------

$Q-$41l9 ------···· ~9 23 18 17 2 ------- ------ ---·--- ------ 7 0 41 37 34 3 ............. ............. .............. 
"'(•)'" 

4 0 
$500-$YIJ\l .. __ .... 142 72 53 61 4 ............ ------ ------- I} 27 0 119 117 93 4 ------- ........... ------- 22 0 
$1,011()-$1,499 -··· M3 36 30 2M 4 ------- ------ ------- ------ 7 1 2118 2110 1K8 12 ............ ------ ............. -·---- 8 (I) 
$1,6011-$1,999_ --·-- 46 19 13 I~ 3 ----·-- ............ ------- ------ 9 0 261 227 100 37 .. ........... -··-· ------- ............ 34 0 
$2,1KKI-$~,999 ----· !ltl 7 4 4 0 ------- ------ ------- ........ 3 0 104 101 101 0 ------- -·---- ------- .......... 3 0 
$~,000 or over •.• __ 10 2 2 2 0 ·------ ------ ------- ------ 0 0 525 525 5~& 0 ------- ------ --·---- ------ 0 0 

= = = --= = = = --= == = = = = = = = = = = 

... 
QD, 

"" .. 



142 1111 II& 

~f't Jn~""!t 1 II II 0 
~t·tim•HfOt'fl ....... ,. 3M, 142 1111 116 

12 ------ ------

II------ ------
12 ----- ------

0 
I 

0 

0 
0 

81 

0 
31 

0 
I 

IIIII 1111 181 10 ------- -·---- (') 0 

•o •o •o •o _______ ---·-- •o •o 
IIIII 191 181 10 ------- ------ (') 0 

8 

•o 
8 

(') 

•o 
(') 

t 
:,:,4:.u --~=- --:lfl-11 _s_i_ --ab- --~- -::-::_:_:_ -::-::-:: --o-, --g- ---~- ---g- --~-:~- --~-U- --,-~~- --~- -::-::_:_--: -::-:-::-: -<.-> 0- --g- ---~f- ---g 
fi,IWKI $1,41111 ----- 1114 411 42 41 & -·--·-- •••••• 0 0 12 0 2111! 200 2l;() 10 .•••••• -·-·-- 0 0 8 0 
$1,!.WI $1,11\1\1 ·-·-- 77 31 26 113 4 --·-·· -·-·-- 0 0 7 0 1117 100 !116 24 -····-- .••••. 0 0 7 0 
fl,IMHJ·$~,11911 ----- 61 12 II II 0 -·-·-- •••••. 0 0 1 I 2XO 273 273 0 ••••••. .••••. 0 0 6 1 
t:l,IMIOorovor..... 27 6 3 8 0 ·-----· ------ 0 0 2 0 20 17 17 0 ------------- 0 0 3 0 

... =~"~-=-~=================== 
o Type~~ 4 Rnd ft .••• _------- _ru_M~ ___ a_:l!! ___ 2H<_, _1113 ___ a_2 ___ 12 ___ 43 ____ -~ __ s1 _____ a_o• ___ 20_1 ___ 1_1111 ___ 15 ___ 44 ___ a_a ___ <•_> ___ <•_>· ____ 12 ____ 1 

Nrt.lo"'OO>S ..••••••••. 
Nrt lnronwa .• _ ••.••. 

110-$400 ·---·---
$f>IKHIIII9 --····· 
$1,0!KI $1,4\111 .••••• 
$l,l",JI0-$1,\IIlll .••••• 
$2,1KI0--$~,11119 ---·· 
$:l,IKIO or over .•.•• 

Types 6 llDd 7.. •••••••••• 

Nrt. lo••M ........... . 
Net lnconms .••••••••• 

$11-$100 - ••••••••. 
$hll0 $11110 -------
.I,OU0-$1,4\lll .••••• 
$1,1\\111-$1,111111 .••••• 
$2,0110-$2,11110.----
f:I,II!IO or ovor -----

8 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 0 
61\fi 327 2HO 193 32 72 43 1 2 80 4 305 203 200 15 45 33 (1) (1) 11 1 

18 
147 
107 
124 
130 
61 

II 
8ft 
94 
54 
56 
28 

9 
78 
70 
4ft 
46 
23 

6 
59 
6!1 
211 
23 
16 

I 
8 
& 
4 

11 
8 

2 
20 
21 
14 
12 
3 

1 
7 

13 
6 

11 
& 

0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 

0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 

2 
23 
21 
14 
13 
7 

0 
0 
1 
2 
0 
1 

85 71 39 
174 163 110 
279 268 184 
305 265 173 
263 2M 156 
852 S:l5 61i3 

12 
9 
4 

15 
24 
38 

13 
34 
39 
64 
40 
66 

7 
10 
41 
32 
32 
79 

0 0 
0 (') 
0 0 
0 1 
1 1 
0 0 

14 
11 
10 
16 
9 

15 

0 
0 
1 
6 
0 
2 

t::=c=::=:=~ ===================== 
41& 

0 
416 

141 128 102 

0 0 0 
141 128 102 

11 

0 
11 

19 

0 
19 

14 

0 
14 

0 
1 

0 

0 
0 

23 

0 
23 

0 172 167 129 6 17 16 (I) 0 6 0 

0 -·----- ------ -·---- -----· -···--- -·-·-- ---·--- -·-·-- ·····--- ·····--· 
0 172 167 129 6 17 16 (1) 0 6 0 ----------------------------------------------

6 
fi3 
01 

107 
114 
44 

2 
211 
88 
32 
83 
7 

2 
26 
87 
211 
28 
6 

2 
23 
81 
22 
20 
4 

0 

~ 
8 
2 
0 

0 
2 
4 
6 
6 
2 

0 
2 
3 
4 
3 
2 

0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
6 
6 
4 
7 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

81 31 81 0 
139 130 116 6 
198 1111 171 6 
192 189 146 11 
156 152 109 (1) 
172 166 80 0 

0 
I 
3 

16 
28 
46 

0 
7 
9 

18 
16 
40 

0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
9 
7 
3 
4 
6 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

= =======-=== = == --·-=======-=:======== 

Types 8 and 9............ 226 67 56 33 2 21 18 0 0 17 2 225 217 138 41 37 0 0 6 

Not lo~ReR............ 2 
Net Incomes.......... 224 

$0-$400 ---·-····· 
$/ill0-$11110.--- ·-·-
$1,000-$1 ,400 .••••• .I ,fi00-$1,0110 ..•••• 
$2,!100-$~,9UU ..••.• 
$3,000 or ovor .•••• 

7 
24 
36 
n4 
116 
37 

0 
67 

1 
9 

II 
13 
20 
18 

0 
66 

1 
6 

II 
9 

IS 
11 

0 
33 

1 
4 
9 
7 
7 
6 

0 
2 

0 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 

0 
21 

0 
2 
1 

' 1~ 
4 

0 
13 

1 
0 
2 
1 
6 
3 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
17 

0 
8 
2 
6 
6 
1 

0 
2 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
1 

eo •o eo eo 
227 219 140 1 

43 43 87 
198 186 178 
199 193 146 
126 117 71 
207 1119 84 
4117 487 331 

0 
0 
4 
0 
2 
0 

eo eo 
41 37 

0 
8 
5 

32 
61 
99 

6 
0 

39 
14 
62 
67 

eo eo 
0 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

eo 
6 

0 
6 
6 
8 
8 
2 

ea 
2 

0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
8 

==---==========-----============== 
See footnotes at end of table. 



TABLlil 51.-souRcEs o• NONFARM :MoNEY EARNINGs: Number of pmilie• receiving ~net money earnings from source• other thari. the operated 
. farm; an~ auerage' net money earnings receiued from each lource, by family type and income, Middfs Atlantic, North. Central, and New 

England farm Beet~, 1995-86-;-Co~inued · - - · · · · , 

· '· · · • · ' ' · · ; , [White nonrellef famillm that. IDol~~ •• husbiuld and wife. both uative-bcim~ 

' F~llles ,hav.lni ~t DODtarm ~0Dt7 earlliDi~ from'+ ·, ' ~ ver~e I net ~onf~,:m ~OD87 wnhlp ~ faml17 from::..: 
' .... ··l--.,.-;.,._-----------:~--:--:-11---r----+------~--:~--:-

. ' '' ' Ind!vlduai'e&rners · :, . 

-State,1~Iy tYJN', and . Faint- r-.-.-, ...... -..,....-..,------.----1 Riioni-
-· , 1acome clasoi • liea An7 · '" ... Oth~ 16 or OtberS under ers ' 

. ~~ 

'(IJ ' 

1~ ..... , omo ... 

AU tfpes::~----~-.:-: •• ~ •••• 
'N8$ l<isses-......... r. .. 
N e' !~comes.~---···. 

~::::::::: 
$1;;1100-$1,499 •••••• 
$1,51»-$1,999 •••••• 
·~.ooo-$2,999 ••••• -

·. ·~ . older . , 10 .,.. and· 
An7 H118- WUe board· 

(2) .~ 

No: 
816 

= 
2 

814 

:rr 
250 
253 
158 

116 
''21 

' .. 
'·'·' 

~i band ers • ·: 
• Male 

Fe:· I Fe!: 
··.:· male Male male .. : ~ 

(3) ~. <4>i (6) ~ (8)~~ (8) (9);, (10)' (11); 

No. N'tii No; 
249 22il_ 160 

No; Nd.'' i No;' No.':l No: No ... 
20 58 23 0 .. . 0. 30 

0 0 0 
249 ~ 160 

0 .0 0 ... 0 0 0 
20 58 23 : 0 0 30 

11 9~. ., 
69 .fii 42 
'12 66 45 
66 5\: 36 
41 40 22 
'10 10 8 

l '1 0 0 0 a 
8 ll a 0 .o 7 
t 17 .1' 0 0 u 
G 13 6 0 ·o 0 
t 17 1 

' .g .. 0 a 
1 ".1 0 0 1 

other 
wort. 
nota~ 
trlbut- All 
able to sources 

illd!
vldualS 

1.' 

(12) :; 

No.(' 
t 

0 

-0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

: 

Dol.· 
130 

. •o 
'131 

·:rr 
45 

'82 
166 
321 
781 

.,. 1 .,, . .. •! 
~ ~·! ; .. 1: \ IndiTfdual earnera; .. .: 1 

i r~ l othliri 10 cir othei's ~d8r 
AU Hus- Wife 

older 18 

/I',! band .. , 
F~· F&-· l ,,; Male Male 

i ,, ~. ,; . male male 

(l~ (15) (16): (17);: (18), (19): <•> 

Dol. Ddi. Doi Dot.' 
.., 

Dot. Dol. Dol. m 91 a '' .25 8 • 0 0 

l==.o = F.o o= = = = oo •o •o •o . •o 
128 92 a .. 25 8 0 I 0 

·30 26 1 3 0 0 0 

~ :rr a 3 .1 8 0 
59 t 111 a 0 

163 123 -6 26 8 .3 0 
819 165 .1 107 46 0 
774 661 51 62 0 0 ·0 

{ !: other:: 
Room- (lworll: -

ers · notat-~ 
and trlbut

board· able to 
ers ·· lndl· , 

(net) vld~ 

(21):: (22) :; 

Dol.· .. Dol. 
,, 

- a (1)' : • 
= ~ . •o ... a (1) 

1 o; 
2 (1) 

d 4 
a .. 0 
2 .0 
7 0 ···f.·$3,000 or over ••••• 

Type. ···············•••· 236 38 83 28 
Types·2and 3 •••••••••••• 117 35 33 31 

ll ----·- -....... -----,y --~·g·' 8 0 63 61 60 1 .......... ------ ---·--- !.-----: ll 0 

* 2 0 
Types 4 and 5 .••••••• ~--- 312 116 10{ 63 
Types 6 and 7 --------···· 106 . 41 40 31 
Typee8and 9._ ••••••••••• 45 1.11 19 ., ····sa· '""i:f ' -- .80 79 70 .9 ·---·40- """i6" .0 0 1 

' (1) 
0 7 :o 18 l 156 151 92 3 . 0 0 II 
0 1 10 6 ,g 0 8 0 226 223 191 l .28 a ,0 -3 . a 

1 10 5 0 1 0 20! 20! 711 (1). 103 26 0 '\ (1) ... 0 
~ JIICJIIG.Uf · 

.. • '!: . ,• ' i'' t ) 

AU tJ'Pel: ...•••••... "···-· 784 241 218 147 '11 .• 5 26 8 . 2 32 . 8 · i20 117 ! 84 . 0 , - -1• 10 ' (1) ·• · (1) • a ' (4) :' 
... . !======::== =:=::z:= ==== = ==== ==-=-== =::= ======= === ===== ====== = ==== ~ =====:::a===========================· 

f< et lr sses ••••• ~...... II 2 1 1 0 0 · 0 0 0 0 1 _ 90 60 60 0 ... 0 . 0 . 0 0 0 .. 30 
Net Incomes......... 779 239 217 146 , '11 •11 ' 26 . 8 ll : 32 ll 121 118 85 9 1' 10 (I) (1) 3 · (1) 

'. r--- . - ----------;...--~ 
$lr$499 •••••••••• '13 .n 25' 111 e a . 2 o o 2 o ~ 113 113 46 .a $S00-$999......... . 269 . . 64 116' 40 7 •• 2 . 2 0 . 11 • 1 ' 42 40 81 ' ~ 2 :· 
$1,1100-$1,499...... 247 71 '68 41 8 . 13 13 1 1 12 1 112 . 109 78 ! ' 10 ' 
$1,~1.999...... 108 36 82 23 8 ., 3 0 1 7 0 187 176 ·140 17 

• $2,1100-$2,999._ .. __ 69 29 . 29 19 8 ' • 0 0 0 0 321 821 233 26 
$3,000 or over..... 23 8 8 • 0 • 2 0 0 0 0 401 401 174 0 

8 ., 
12 
11 
23 

144 

1 
(1)8 
. 8 

39 
83 

0 0 
~~· . y 

0 (4) 
0 0 
0 0 

o· 

0 
0 
0 



~ a• ~ 11 10 ll "- I '' &II d -······ * 4 42 lift 7 0 0 A I I3P 137 124 18 0 0 I ('l 

: A~ ; a.; 1
: ~ I 1 ~ ~ 1;:g ·~~ : : ~ -·-i: !!l <'>a 1 <•> o 

11 R o a 6 o o o o 8rl8 ana 81 o 119 wa o o o o 
._.-~~--,~-~---=a=--==-=-=--==r-~-=-~~=-

... ,.,... ·····-·-·---
'Tyl ... 2 ondl •.•••.••••. 
1')'1"'" 4 orul A .......... . 
'J'YI'•IIfl R nruJ 7 ........... . 
Tn .. • 8 rwd e .......... . 

WIICONIIN 

All ty(IC!I................. 718 173 IIIli IIR Ill 2ft 10 0 2 211 I 6ft 82 87 I fl I 0 (0) 8 (0) 
~~ ~""'* ~~ ~ ~=--:~===-==-=e:::=:=o--=-=r~~~~-=~=-==-=-=-= ~ =--

Nf'f '""""" a o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o 
Not incomN......... 7110 178 lA& llfl 18 2ft 10 0 2 211 l l6 62 87 I 8 l 0 (0) 8 (') 

~-f4!111 . ••• . •••. 2R R A 4 2 0 0 0 0 l 0 8A 84 29 a 0 0 0 0 1 
$MWI $411111 . • • • .. • 1113 8~ 84 2ft 2 fl 4 0 0 4 l 37 34 211 2 8 l 0 0 8 
81,tm fl,4llil ..... 2113 114 46 3A 3 10 I 0 l II 0 34 31 26 l 8 1 0 (') 8 
.I ,IJIKI ft ,1Hl11 ••• .. IHD 41 8A 27 3 4 2 0 1 11 0 48 44 28 10 3 l 0 (0) 4 
$~.1KKI .. 2,PIIP .... . 112 2A 24 Ill 8 8 8 0 0 1 0 1HO 166 112 44 

7
: 6 0 0 (t) 

la,OOOoroV(lJ'..... 27 II U 3 1 8 0 0 0 0 0 IIA 116 42 1 0 0 0 0 
T)'J'II' I. • .............. 128 81 :.Ill 22 6 ........... 0 .... T 8 0 80 72 64 • .. ... 0. "(•)' • 

0 
(') 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 ~~::~:::~~t::::::::::: m ~~ ~~ :~ : ... i4 .. -r o 1 1~ g i~ i~ ~ ~~ .... i ..... i1 o o : 

Typ01 ft and 7............ 174 33 81 23 1 6 2 0 0 8 1 4A 44 82 (') 11 1 0 0 1 (t) 
'I')'IJOI I and U............ M I 8 1 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 46 46 18 0 27 1 0 0 0 0 

--=------=------=---:--=-=-=-::a=---=--=--=-=~ 
ILLINOII 

All t)'Jl81.... •• ••••••• ••• • 1148 200 19~ 116 8 27 8 0 12 0 104 102 4 20 12 (') 0 0 
~~~---~--=-=----==:s:::a======--==-==-=-~:-=-~ ~-=--

Not lo-1...... ... ... a o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Not lnoowol. •• •••••• 838 200 108 116 6 04 27 0 0 12 0 108 108 07 4 26 12 (t) 0 2 0 -------------------------------------------------------
~ $4119 . • • ••• • • • • 28 7 AI 4 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 48 48 87 0 10 0 1 0 (t) 0 
8AIMf f\11111......... 146 88 86 , 2A II 8 2 I 0 2 0 82 80 40 a a (t) (:) 0 2 0 
81,1HJI~·•I,499 ••••• 237 M AI 81 0 22 a 1 0 4 0 47 4ft 27 0 12 0 () 0 2 0 
$1,11111~.$1,111111...... IKft 40 88 19 0 18 7 8 0 8 0 78 76 44 0 18 18 1 0 2 0 
t~,IIII0-.~,0119 ..... 111M 4ft 4J 28 4 11 9 0 0 2 0 126 128 67 1a 19 22 0 0 8 0 
t3,ouoorover..... 77 21 21 14 0 8 4 0 0 0 0 419 419 800 0 7U 40 0 0 0 0 

~-=--=a:::~-=a::=~a~S:==r-= ===-=--====-=--===-====--==-~~--=-=-a--==-=-
Typo 1................... 200 82 119 17 8 ••••••• ...... ....... •••••• 4 0 78 7a 67 8 ••••••• ...... ....... . ..... 8 o ---------------.----------------------------Not lo1111111............ 0 0 0 0 0 ••••••• •••••• ••••••• •••••• 0 0 .................................................................. . 

Not IDuomaa......... 200 82 1111 27 8 ••.•••• •••••• ••••••. •••••• 4 0 78 73 67 8 ••••••• •••••• ••••••• •••••• 8 0 

9 
M 
02 
8A 
:14 
13 

l!lee tootnotoa at end of table, 

8 
9 

10 
1 
0 
8 

8 
8 
8 
1 
6 
8 

8 
7 
8 
I 
3 
8 

0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
a 
0 
0 
1 
0 

0 
1 
2 
0 
1 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

U4 U4 U4 
87 114 40 
82 46 46 
. 2 2 2 
128 1118 90 
8&6 8M 865 

0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
14 
0 
0 

88 
0 

0 
8 
0 
0 
a 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 -. 0 



. 
Tur.ll 61.-IIOtlftC&I or MONJ'ABII MONU IIABNINOI: Numb" of familiu NMi'li"f u IIIOMf torftirtgt/rO'fft lovretl oiAw IAat~ IA1 OfHFOittf 

farm, and a11erag• '"'' momu tornt'"'7• r.cei11td /rom 1001t eour011 bfl familJI lflpl and iftCOIIII, Midd{e Allamio, N.mla Comral, 111111 N• 
England farm lfoliont1 1986-811-Contlnued 

ltaiAI, ramnr type, ud 
lnooweulua 

(I) 

n.uwo.._,DLIDIIIId 
Typt~laad 1. .•••••••••. 

Nat 1.- ......•.... 
.Net WownGI ••••••••• 

111 tc1n1 .••••••••• E"l •uw ........ ,IMll-tl,fllll .••••• 
,11111·•1.111111 •••••• 
lUI 1:1.111111 •••••. 

ta,UUII ur ovar .•••• 

Trll"' taud &.--········ 
Nc•tl.- ••••••••••• 
.Nol WOOIUUI ••••••••• 

.. ~ .. 1111 •••••••••• 

I"IMI ''""' . ···•••· I,IMMI·:I,f\111 ...... •.. Ill.~ 1,111111 .••••• 
I~.UIMI ·~.111111 ••••• 
ta,uuu ur ciVIIl ..... 

1')'1ltll 0 lllld 7 ............ 
Nat In,...,. ........... 
N•t luwmN .•••••••. 

[W bl'- aoDNIIet flmUI• &be& lllllludt 1 b .. buld eact will, llotll aoU,.IIonaJ 

remiU. llnlaau& aoatarm mour IUII1DII from'-

ID41Yidiiiiiii'Dm 
Other 

rami· Room• worll: 
II• Anr O&henteor O&berlt Wider ... Dnl a&o 

10111'01 older ,. and trlhu&o ~ Aar Hut• Wilt boud· ablooiO 
band .... lndl-

M.S• 
,.. 

Walt 
, .. vlliuall 

mall mall 

(I) (I) (') (I) (0) (7) (I) (9) (10) (ll) (It) (II) 

- --- - 1-- ---
No. No. No. He. No. No. No. No •• Noci No.. Nt. Dol. 

1111 u • Ill I ........ ........ 0 71 --1---o I 0 0 0 0 0 u 0 •o 
Ill II • Ill I • 0 • ·o " -- ·---II • I I 0 l 0 I 0 II 
II e • • 0 e I : II 
1111 D • : 0 0 0 I lM 
4ll ' I 0 l 0 I 0 17 
8» • • • 0 0 • 1111 
II • • • 0 ···-··· ....... 0 0 0 0 t77 
~ - - - - - - - - -I If lOt lUI .. I 47 If • 0 • 0 IIIII 
--~ --0 0 -0- --0 --0- -0---0 --0 --0 --0- -eo 

816 !Of 101 .. I ., 17 • 0 I 0 187 --.- --r --. -0- --0 --. -0- --0 -0--8 --0 80 
86 16 16 10 0 6 I t 0 0 78 
73 2:1 2:1 0 0 17 8 0 0 0 lit 
7A llll 2:1 II 0 u a 0 0 I 0 117 
1111 Ill :ill Ill J u II 0 0 J 0 IM 
311 II II a 0 A I 0 0 0 0 8110 --- - - - - -· - - - - -1111 ll6 1M 14 0 II 4 • 0 • 0 .. ---. --0- -0- --0 -0- --0 --0 --0 --, --0- --0 ---.-u 

117 all 1M .. 0 u • I 0 I 0 ... -----------------

.t..,.,.,. •ua DODIUm mour ~~rDIDI• .-~am~sr ,_ 

llldiYidlllll-11 

Otbarellor Oabmalldor 
llidal ,. 

AU n ... Wltil 
bu4 ... , .. Male 

, .. 
male male 

(I') (If) (II) (17) (II) (II) (10) 

Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
71 .. . ....... ....... (I) 0 

•o •u •• ........ ...... •u •o 
71 70 • ........ ...... (f) • f---J 17 Ill 0 • • • • . ····- ~ ...... 0 • 38 • I ....... ....... • • II M ........ ....... I • Ill 114 .. ........... -·-··· • • •n •n • ······- . ..... • • -116 72 • 1111 • (•) • •o ---ro n -,, "t"o- •• •• 116 7t II • (I) • 80 --0 80 

(I) 0 0 • " 87 10 I • lit • • ll7 II I • 117 M 84 ll7 0 0 
14ft .. • :II 1111 0 • 81111 IIU 0 lu:l 1111 0 • - - - - - -IIA M 0 1111 • I 0 

---ro •u-"10 -eo ""Iii" l'il "'"TT .. aa 0 Ill • I 0 ------

.,.. . .. 
and ...... ~ 
••• (Jill) 

(al) 

llal. 
I 

•• • 

' I • I 

l 
•o 

t 
0 
0 

(') . 
8 
0 

• --.-o 
I 

Other 
worll 

.... a&o 
tribal• 
ablelo 

In• II-
Yldu.JI 

(:rl) 

Dol •• 

•• • 
• • • • • I 

• •i • -. 
0 
0 • 0 
0 ---. 0 
0 
0 



~S.llll .••••••••. 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
S.'\OO-f41!111 ..•••••• 19 6 6 a 0 1 0 1 0 
$J,Il00-$1,4llll ...•. 41 13 12 8 0 6 2 0 0 
ll,.'dl-$1,111111 ..••. 211 6 4 1 0 2 1 1 0 
$2,1100-$2,111111 .•••. 21 I 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 
t;i,OOfl or OV<'r •••• II 2 2 2 0 2 1 0 0 

= = = = = = = = = 
Type~ 8 and e ........... 25 12 12 a 0 8 6 0 0 

IOWA = = = = = = = = 
AU typee .••••••••.••••••• 712 164 134 93 8 21 21 2 I 

= = --= = = ----
Nrtlo ................. If\ 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 
N~t iocoml'l ••••••••• 600 162 133 93 8 21 20 2 1 ------f---------- --
~ .. llll ··•••••••• 96 17 14 13 0 1 0 0 0 
SfJIJII-~---····· 2115 113 42 30 4 7 7 0 1 
11,000-$1,4911 .••••. 190 48 47 32 2 7 8 2 0 
Sl,ll00-$1,111111 .•••• 72 17 15 10 1 3 2 0 0 
$2,0IJ0-$2,WII •••••• 48 13 11 6 1 3 2 0 0 
$3,000 or over ..... 25 4 4 8 0 0 1 0 0 

T:nml. ....... ···-······. IQ5 36 32 28 II II ------ --·--o· ··--c;· 'l'ypes 2 and L .......... IM 30 22 21 1 """"i5" """i5" TypM 4 and 5 .•••.•••••.• 215 51 46 20 2 1 1 
Types o and 7 ............ 105 30 28 24 .0 1 4 1 0 
Types 8 and 9 •••••••••••• 32 7 6 2 0 4 2 0 0 

VBRIIOIIT = = = --= = --'--

AU types ••••••••••••••••• 1113 205 184 145 24 29 16 0 0 
= ------= = = 

Net IOS!Itl8 ..•.••••••••• ------- ------- ------ ------ ------ ------- ------ ------- ------
Net incomes •••••••••• 613 205 184 146 24 29 16 0 0 ------------------

.S499 .•••••••••• 32 8 6 6 0 1 0 0 0 
Sll00-$9II9-- •.••••• 155 64 68 49 8 7 2 0 0 
St,ooo--$1,4911 .••••• 151 64 49 43 3 8 3 0 0 
$1,1i00-$1,QQ9 .••••• 96 41 36 23 8 6 5 0 0 
S2,1l00-$2,9911 .••••• 67 28 28 20 4 6 3 0 0 
$3,000 or over .•••• 12 10 8 6 1 2 3 0 0 

Type!. •••••••••••••••••• 119 41 35 
' 

30 10 .................. ------ ---~·cr Types 2 and 3 .••••••••••• 78 33 30 26 6 0 
Types 4 and & •••••••••••• 191 86 79 64 9 """"iii" """i4" 0 0 
Types 6aod 7 .••••••••••• 83 32 31 29 0 3 1 0 0 
Types 8 and 9 .••• _ ••••••• 42 13 9 6 0 6 1 0 0 

J Earnings classified as "nonfarm" Include earnlnJrS from all occupations other than 
operation of the family farm that did not lovqlve the use of the family's work-stock, 
machinery, or other farm equipment. Both agricultura.l and nonagricultural earnings 
are Included. See Glossary, Income, Farm Family: Money Income from Sources Other 
Than the Operated Farm. ;. 

• This Ia the number of families receiving any i!osltlve net Income from keeping roomers 
and boarders. In Pennsylvania, 12 familial!; in'9hio, 3 families; in Michigan, 3 families; 

0 0 •o ~I •o •o •o •o •o •o •o •o 
0 0 69 110 0 8 0 1 0 0 0 
1 0 48 47 25 0 21 1 0 0 1 0 
1 0 211 15 6 0 4 3 2 0 14 0 
0 0 3 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 712 712 476 0 lJI5 31 0 0 0 0 

---= --= = ----= = = = = 
0 0 194 194 211 0 74 PI 0 0 0 0 

---= = --= --= --= = = = 
25 2 liO 48 35 1 4 8 (') (') I (') ---= = = = = ----= = = = 
1 0 8 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 6 0 

24 2 61 49 36 1 4 II (') (') 2 <'> ----------------------------
4 0 14 12 12 0 (') 0 0 0 2 0 

14 0 30 'Z7 21 1 1 4 0 (') a 0 
1 2 71 70 113 1 4 12 '(I) 0 1 ~·> 2 0 79 79 65 (') 8 6 0 0 r'J 0 0 
2 0 128 122 65 3 23 31 0 0 0 
1 0 39 33 211 0 0 4 0 0 6 0 
6 0 26 26 22 4 (') ------ -·-··o· ·-·-o· (') 8 0 
8 0 62 59 69 (I) 

"""iii" 0 
8 0 48 46 21 (I) 9 (I) (') 2 0 
4 1 73 71 57 0 (I) 14 (') 0 2 (') 
0 1 62 61 16 0 26 19 0 0 0 I 

= ---= --= --= --= -----= 
42 0 147 136 911 15 12 10 0 0 11 0 

= ---= = = = = --= --= = 
--~----- .................. ------- ------ ------ -·---- ------- ------ ------- ------ -------- --------42 0 147 136 99 15 12 10 0 0 11 0 
~ ------~ --------------------3 0 24 17 0 a 0 0 0 4 0 

15 0 80 71 61 5 4 1 0 0 9 0 
8 0 76 72 51 7 10 4 0 0 3 0 

11 0 182 170 118 24 15 13 0 0 12 0 
2 0 273 268 186 34 31 17 0 0 6 0 
3 0 1,213 1,033 730 94 44 165 .o 0 180 0 

13 0 89 75 52 23 ------- ------ -··--o· --··o- 14 0 
7 0 142 136 123 13 6 0 

16 0 171 163 911 20 ----24- ---20- 0 0 8 0 
3 0 212 191 172 0 9 10 0 0 21 0 
4 0 75 69 33 0 22 14 0 0 6 0 

In Wisconsin, 1 family; In Tillnols, 1 family; In Iowa, 3 families; and In Vermont, 5 families 
kept roomers and boarders but had no net earnings from this source. 

a A veragt•s are based on number of families in each class, column 2. 
• $'ll.li0 or less. • · · 
a Member of the economic family for fewer than 27 weeks. Bee Glossary, Year-equiva-

lent Person. • ' 
o A ver8)!e based on fewer than a cases. 



T.a.BLII 52.-NONII'ARM MONIIY BARNINos: Nu.mbe,. of familiu ,.euiving tael momy eamingef,.om eou.rue other' ll&a11 ll&e op.,aled farm, 011tl 
aiJsrage amountl reported, by family type and 1ncome, Middle Aelamic, Norlh Cm!~al, a~ New England farm 11dione,1 J9S6-S6 

(Wbllle nonrellef l'llmllll!l that lnolude • b111baud and wtre, both Dllttv .. boro) 

New1eney Ohio MlobiiiD WllllODIID Iowa Vermont 

Famlllee Average• Femlllee Avel'llle• Famlllee Average• J'amlllee Averare• J'amntee Averapl J'amlllee Averqel ll'amllr type and lnoome olau (dollan) bavlnr not DOD• bavlol! oet non- having Detnoo- bavln1 net non- bavlnl net Doll- bavln1 Del non-DOt DOD• farm net DOD• tarm net DOD• farm net non- farm net non- farm net non- farm farm money farm money farm money tarm money farm money farm money money earnlnpl moooy earlliDpl money earolnl•• money earDIDp• money earo.IDIII money eUDlDIII OBrDIJIIII earolnpl earnlopl earnlnpl e&rnlDIIII eernln111' . ·'-' 
(1) {:I) (8) (4) (8) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (U) (12) (13) - ------------

Number Dol/or1 Number Doll or~ Numlilrl Dollart Number Doll or~ Number Dollar I Nwmber bollorl 
AU typee ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••• ,. 271 :174 249 1aO 241 120 na 36 1M 60 206 147 

~ =-== = = = = = ====-=== -Type 1 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 66 166 88 68 66 78 81 BO 38 26 tl 88 ---------
0 ~: ••••.•. Net lo-.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 0 0 0 ..••••• 63. 0 •o 0 0 ········i" ........• Net lnoomu •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• IIG 168 88 66 78 81 BO 88 2'1 ------------

D-490 •• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7 62 4 21 10 a2 • 28 7 111 8 2t 
60!Hl99 .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 18 82 16 33 17 '18 7 81 11 22 18 8fl 
1,0110-1,499 .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 14 102 10 67 10 46 9 46 10 49 1a 67 
1,600-1,1109 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 180 6 88 7 166 8 66 a a1 • 126 
2,()()()..2,999 .••••••••••••••••••••••• - ••••• 0 ao6 3 323 8 467 a 32'1 1 21 • 829 
8,000 or over ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 6 733 0 0 a 264 0 .. 0 0 0 0 ............... 

= = = = = = = Typee 2 lilld a ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 37 222 86 80 46 139 41 77 80 82 .. 142 ---------------Net !01181 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 0 0 •o 1 '160 0 •o 1 Jot ~---·-·u· ....... i6i 
Net lnoomee •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• a7 226 83 81 46 139 41 78 29 68 ------------

D-499 .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • 106 a 89 • 48 1 t260 • 7 1 f74 
600-1109 .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• a 61 8 66 16 72 8 36 10 22 1<1 78 
1,0110-1,499 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 166 D 62 16 163 . 10 32 9 88 10 88 
1,601H,999 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8 200 8 122 6 1M6 1a 43 .. 103 a 1411 
2,0110-2,999 ••• : ••••••••••• ••••••• •••••• -. 7 302 4 116 a 286 6 677 a 267 I 347 
8,1)00 or OVfl"--·························· • 424 1 '1,076 0 '0 8 121 0 •o 1 •1, 660 

~.---:-:--:~:~~:~.~~ ' .---==- -===-===-

• -Cit .. 



•ry,""4 "n<ta ..•••.•.•..•...••••••.•...•.•..•••. 

Net lo-~ ························-········Net lnr•omAI .•••.•••••••••••.•.••..•.•••.•.. 

114!HI . -·····-··························
/IOIHIIIII . ··························••••· 
I,OIW~ 1,4!HI ..••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
1,!\IMH.IIIIil •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
2,1Klll-2,111111 ............................. . 
8,0(1() or ovur •..•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

TypM 0 and 7 .................................. . 

Net.loMM .................................. . 
Netlooomee .•••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••• 

0-4!111 --································· 6011 IIIlO -- ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
I,OOII-I,4U9 .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
I,MHI-I,OIJU .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
2,1KJII.2,1HJ9 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
8,000 or ovor •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Typ018 and 11 .................................. . 

118 ---
0 

113 ---
8 

II 
2IJ 
Ill 
2ft 
20 

= 
42 ---

2 
40 ---
0 
8 
8 
II 

I& 
a 

= 
28 

2AA ----
II 

202 ---
fi7 

119 
2!14 
2!)9 
377 
600 

= 
4fl6 ---

1, 207 
444 ---• 0 
127 
2:1~ 
8fi2 
637 
73& 

=-=== 417 

lift InA 100 ---------
0 """"""j6iJ I 

116 106 ---------2 42 10 
21 4ft 2ft 
37 9& 38 
29 172 19 
23 8~7 10 

' 7M2 2 
= = = 

41 226 21 ---------
0 •o 0 

41 228 21 ----------
0 ·······sil· 8 
II 2 

II 132 9 
10 174 8 
6 810 8 a I, 380 I 

= = 
19 204 13 

183 80 34 Ill 48 811 171 --- ·------tlfiO II ·····--a.· 1 13 ....... R6 . .••.•.. i7i 133 60 110 49 --- ---------
77 1 a a 18 ' 3ft 
&& 12 21 12 24 21 RO 

144 21 26 17 64 18 76 
217 18 3A 8 98 22 2:10 
240 10 611 7 111 16 313 
272 a 62 1 24 a 8113 

= = = ~ = 83 33 46 80 78 82 212 ---------------------
·······sa· 0 •o 0 •o ·······ar ·······2iil 88 46 80 74 ---------------------182 0 0 2 81 0 0 

9 II 26 18 43 8 118 
M 11 80 10 1110 7 R3 

140 8 64 1 80 0 2117 
276 8 611 1 108 4 100 

•ooo 2 138 8 106 8 2, 2fl6 
= = = = = = ==-== 

808 8 46 7 62 13 7a 

1 For dRill for Penn&
1
vlvanlll and Illln~IB see table at. For date on nonfarm money 

Income other lhRn narn DflR ~"" tahle 68. 
B~e Olo88Br)', Income, Farm Family: Money Incoma from Soumee Other Than tba 
Overat.~d Farm. 

• Karnln~• ""'""'"•d M "nonlnrm"lonlude earnlnr• from occupation~ other than op~ra· 
tlnn nllh~ lnrnlly !arm t.hat did out Involve tho UR~ oflhn ramify's wnrk-Mf.ock, machinery, 
or other farm oqulpmont. Both agrloulturaland nonagrloultural earnings aro Included. 

l AverRgea nre bMed on the number of ramlllea In ellch olaa1 (table &7), 
• Average boaed on rower than 8 011808. 



TABLE 53.-NONFARM EARNERS AND THEIR EARNINGs: Average number of fam,"ly membertfaalfing earning1 from IO'UTCel other lfacm lfat optraletJ .... 
farm, number of husbands in 1pecijied. occupational group•, number of wive• and other family member• earning, and average amounl• of nonfarm ~ 
earning• received, by famil11 income,' Middle .Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm teclion•, 1936-S8 

State and lamllr·lnoome olaa 
(dol lara) 

(1) 

NEW IBR8B1" 

Alllnoome oiBBIOS •••••••••••••••••••• 

Net losses •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Net Incomes •••••••••••••••••••••• 

CHI49 .•••••••••••••••••••••••• 
2~0-499 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
606-749. •••••••••••••••••••••• 750-999 •.••••••••••••••••••••• 
1,006-1,499 .••••••••••••••••••• 
1,60D-1,9Y9 •••••••••••••••••••• 
2,000·2,999 .••••••••••••••••••• 
3,000 or over •••••••••••••••••• 

PJ:NNSYLVANU. 

AU Income olas188 •••••••••••••••••••• 

Net lossea .••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Net Incomes •••••••••••••••••••••• 

D-249 .•••••••••••••••••••••••• 
:lli0-499 .•••••••••••••••••••••• 
606-749 .•••••••••••••••••••••• 
750-999 .•. •••••••••••••••••••• 
1,000-1,499 .•••.••••••••••••••• 
1,506-1,999 .••••••••••••••••••• 
2,00f}-2,999 .•••••••••••.••••••• 
3,000 or over •••••••••••••••••• 

[White nonreUef famiUoa that Include a buaband and wife, bo&b natlve-bom] J!:: 

Famii:V memben ,_lvln1 nonfarm eamlnp 

Aver. Buabandll, b:r chief occupation Otber fBmlly 
Fam· agel membenaged-
ill&l nonfarm 

earners Wlvee 
Alloo- Wage- Cler- Bualneae Ulor Under oupa- and pro-
tiona • earner leal f88slonlll oldllr 111 

(2) (3) <•> (6) (II) (7) (8) (9) (10) ---------------------
NUmber Number Number Number Number Number Number Number Nt1.'111ber 

791 0.39 160 97 13 so " 103 • = = = = = ____;__ 
'21 .10 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 
770 . .o 168 911 13 49 " ' 103 4 

21 .19 2 2 0 0 1 ~ 0 
60 .26 8 6 0 1 4 2 1 
62 .24 ' 8 0 1 3 6 0 
73 .27 16 10 1 4 6 0 0 

180 . .o 23 24 0 9 12 24 3 
119 • .0 25 17 2 6 II 17 0 
160 .66 42 26 4 12 II 39 0 
105 .46 28 6 6 16 4 15 0 --- = = = = = = 

2,023 .41 557 422 35 100 70 1911 8 
---------= ---= = ---= 

7 .00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2,016 .41 557 422 36 100 '70 196 8 - ----------------------18 .22 3 8 0 0 1 0 0 

90 . .o 30 2li 2 3 2 4 0 
195 .61 79 72 0 7 6 13 2 
249 .48 88 74 7 7 11 20 0 
481 .48 169 144 4 21 19 44 1 
.08 .36 93 64 7 22 14 37, 1 
396 .34 65 32 12 21 14 62 2 
179 .33 30 8 3 19 3 . 26 0 
~= = = =t=-= 

.A vel'llle • nonfarm earnlnp of-

Busbande, b:v chief occupation • Otber fBmlly 
members •led-

Wives 
Wage- C!er- BUB!ness 18or Under All and pro-earner Ioiii f88Bionlll older 18 

(11) (12) (13) (W} (16) (111) (17) -------------------
Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollars Dollar a Dollara Dollar~ Dollar• 

839 734 839 1,043 379 M3 49 
= = = = __.:...__ ............. 
•1,810 '1,820 """"839" 11,800 """"379' """"i43" ......• 827 723 1,0'l7 

~ • 232 • 210 ~ 
178 171 ................. I 212 446 I 52 126 
191 194 ""i"Siiii' 1175 llO 161 .............. ,.. 
373 371 a.. 283 ·····ii" •••••• 07 
661 472 -.-i;oss· 7Y8 ,242 
730 719 642 647 304 ............. 
966 1,102 410 820 .446 083 .................. 

1,618 1,833 1,100 1, 731 535 861 
= = = = = = = 

687 466 646 1,078 270 419 117 ---= = = ---= ................... .................... -------- ---------- ................ ----·-- .. ............... 
687 466 646 1,078 270 419 117 ---------------------
78 78 ···.-ioo· ·····-i7i" 1)6 ····ioi· ................ 141 133 I 169 ·····.-ii 232 222 """"698' 328 118 182 

356 333 363 181 237 """"ii89 551 530 525 697 180 365 
670 603 631 910 465 484 1104 
864 61!9 804 1, 11111 2M 430 1127 

2,043 1,924 862 2,2711 782 704 --------= = = = = = 

~ 
p 

.. • w .. 



OHIO I 
Alllnoome ol-.. •• •••••••••••••••. 81ft • 33 160 98 23 39 20 90 0 465 425 066 447 132 297 .••.••.• 

====:::::=======~=======:::====.======= ========================::=:=::== 
Not I.-....................... 2 •.oo o o o o o o o .................•.......................................• 
Net Incomes...................... 814 • 38 160 98 23 89 20 90 0 46& 425 066 447 132 297 ••••••.• 

o-249. •••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 .25 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 160 160 ............. ................. .... iiil" "'"iiiii" ................ 
2110-4!111 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 33 .24 6 6 0 0 1 1 0 162 162 .. ............. 
1100-749 •••••• •••••••••••••••• 96 .26 16 12 0 8 8 7 0 146 112 ····m· 281 67 66 

760-9!111.-. •••••••••••••••••••• IM .26 27 21 3 8 6 6 0 2fl6 290 46 30 AS 
1,000-1,499 .••••••••••••••••••• 268 ,29 46 24 8 13 2 26 • 0 336 346 323 327 • 67 16Y 
I,MIIH,9N9 .••••••••••••••••••• 15A .40 3fl 23 7 6 6 22 0 640 6.17 M4 1M 188 243 
2,0110-2, 9W9 ••••••••••••••••••• 96 ,64 22 9 2 11 2 27 0 712 904 11M2 661 I 45 642 
8,000 or over •••••••••••••••••. 21 .48 8 2 8 8 I 1 0 1, ?34 '1,096 2, &15 1,378 '1,076 11,300 

= = = = = = = = -- = = 
MICHI041f 

Alllnaome o188801 ••••••••••••••••••••• 784 .84 147 108 28 14 27 88 ' 4110 438 699 276 250 226 88 
===-== == = = = --= = - = = = ==== Not lo1111011 ..•••••••••••••••••••••• a .20 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 • 300 • 300 ····ailr •••••• 276" •••• 280" .••. 225" ······ss ~ Net Jnoom01 ••••••••••••••••••••• 779 .34 146 107 28 14 27 sa· 7 461 439 ------------------------------------------------

e 0--249. •••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 .22 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 IM .••• iii2' 160 •ao """"§.j' ··--·ar .............. 
21\()-4!111 ....................... 114 .44 17 17 0 0 8 a 0 102 '""i63" .................... ....... 42 
110()-740 ....................... 122 ,21 17 16 a 0 1 6 2 206 226 ........ &ii" I 300 96 
760-999 ....................... 137 .81 23 20 1 2 6 13 ~ 191 200 • 300 42 103 'Ia 
1,000-1,499 .................... 217 .38 41 81 6 8 8 31 472 481 488 171 206 182 I 72 Sl 1,1100-I,OY9 .................... 108 .as 28 17 4 2 8 11 2 668 774 429 1123 616 182 6 10 
2,000·2,911D .................... 60 .46 19 6 8 a 8 10 0 846 976 1020 411 689 429 8 8,000 or over .................. 28 .48 4 1 1 1 0 7 0 1,003 • 2,428 • 636 • 000 746 

== == = = = = = = = = = =- ~ WIIOONII'N 

Alllnoomo ol888ea .................... 783 .22 116 67 28 88 18 40 2 248 218 191 844 858 130 I 48 
-==== = = =-= = = == = = = - = = = = Net 101101 ........................ 8 .oo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 "'"248" '""'iii" '""i9i" ...... 344' '""368" ""i39" ....... 48 Net lnoom01 ...................... 780 .23 116 57 28 as 18 40 2 ---------------------------------------------D-240 ......................... 8 .12 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 600 0 800 .......... ................. .... ,.7o· .. ............ ........... 

260-409 ........................ 18 .28 8 8 ·0 0 2 0 0 88 83 ""'i8fui" ---·-.-aiif "T26' -·--··-· M!l-749 ....................... 78 .16 8 a 1 ll 2 1 0 228 140 • 222 
750·000 ....................... 120 ,28 18 18 ll 8 0 10 0 202 162 66 658 --···or 72 ....... 72 1,000-1,499 .................... ana .20 85 18 12 a a 12 1 106 229 16ft 170 78 
l,M!I-1,900 .................... 180 • 21 27 9 a 18 a 8 1 109 50 146 828 886 184 614 
2,000-2,099 •••••••••••••••••••• 82 ,86 19 7 6 7 8 7 0 482 604 828 471 1,106 126 
8,000 or ovor .................. 27 .87 6 1 1 8 1 4 0 220 0 200 6 240 235 016 489 

~ ====== ====== ======· ======= ======-===========s~======= -==========-========~ 

lee footoote~~ at. end of table, 



TABLII 53.-NONI'ARM IDARNIIIRB AND THIDIR IDARNINOB: Average number of famil'l member1laaving eamiAgl from aourc:ee otJwr llaCJft 1111 opsroltcl 
Jarm

1 
number of husban.d8 in epecified occupational groupe, number of wivu and other famil'l member• eGrning, and GlltrCJge Gmounl• oJ rttm/Grfll 

earmng• received, b'l Jamil'l income,' Mi.fldle Atlantic, North Central, and New EAgland farm eecliont, 1985-88-ContiDued · 

State 11114 famll:v·lnoome au 
(dol lara) 

(1} 

[White nOill'llllef fllmlllal that Include a huablm4 11114 wue, bo&h natlv•bom) 

Aver
Pam· asol 
Utee noruerm 

earn era 

(2} (8) 

J'amll:v memben reaelvlnl nonfarm Mmlnp 

Buabaudl, by ablef acoupa.tlan Other family 
memben a&ed- Buablllldl, by eblef aeeupatlon 1 

Wine -· Wlvea 
Alloo- Wag• Oler- Buslne111 Ulor Under Wage- Cler- Buatn-
oupa.. lllld pro- All 1111d pro-
tlousl IIIII'DIIr loal fesalonal older 10 earner loal fealllonal 

(4) (6) (0) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13} (1<1) (14) 

Otberfam~ 
mBmbenlltl 

18or Under 
older lO 

(111) (17} 

--------·-----1---+---11--i----1----- ---1---1----1·---·1--+---
ILLINOJI 

Numlltr Number Numlltr Numlltr Numlltr Numlltr Numllto Numlltr Number DoUar1 DoUar1 Dollar~ Dollar• Dollar~ Dollar~ Dollar• 
A.lllnoome ciB1!181.................... 1143 o. 28 116 77 17 22 e 102 . 8 4111 302 469 1, 126 661 2112 30 

-====== ========= = ~ ========= ~ = = =======-::::= =====::=;::1=-... -f .... --
Net 101!11!11........................ I ,00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ......................................................... . 
Net looomes...................... 838 • 28 116 77 17 22 8 102 8 481 302 4611 1,121 161 :112 16 

o-t~e .......................... 1-a .as --~- 1 --o- o --o----0---_-o-~ ---;&iO ........ • ....... ---i
1
-;;.;- ..... iao"" 

:aro-coo........................ 22 • 27 a 8 o o o 2 1 140 140 ........ .......... ........ ""' 
600-749........................ liO , 80 8 8 1 1 ll <I l 862 208 I 1,1100 I 1110 1891 20 I 26 
760-9911....................... 96 • :a& 17 18 0 <I 0 8 B 171 164 ...... 

99
... 226 ........ 103 t 16 

1,00Q-1,C99.................... ll37 • :16 81 27 ll 2 0 80 1 207 183 I 636 ........ 138 1100 
1,600-1,999.................... IllS .ll<l 19 18 4 2 0 22 8 430 474 807 1390 ........ 280 31 
2,00Q-2,WD.................... 168 • 80 ll3 11 'I II 4 ll<l 0 406 685 216 . 888 629 21!3 •••••••• 
B,OUOorover.................. 77 .:a& 14 8 8 8 0 14 0 1,664 6ll<l l,lll<l 2,278 ........ 663 ........ 

==============:==============~ ~=====::;::;:=:::=: =====:::~:=:o=:::==-===r===-===-

... 
Clll 

~ 

I 



low• 
AU lnoome GJ-. ................... 712 • 21 118 73 7 18 8 t6 4 268 2fi9 211 368 95 181 Ul 

-============~====== ======= =========-==~= =======:::::;:: =======-
Net •--······················· 16 .06 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 ••...... .•..•... .••••... ••••••...• ........ • 62 ....... . 
Net looomee...................... 696 • 22 93 73 7 13 8 .U 4 268 2611 211 368 95 184 16 

0-240......................... 22 .oo 2 2 o o o --;;---o-f--;;;----.-;8========== 
~:::::::::::::::::::::::: 1I~ : ~: ~~ M g g . ~ ~ g 1~ ~~ ········ ···-······ --·.-ioo· • ~ 
7150-11D11 ... -··················· 153 • 21 20 16 1 8 2 8 2 196 208 ...... 37" .••••• i77" I 38 126 ....... ii 
1, 0110-1,4119. •••••••••••••••••• 100 • 27 32 24 4 4 2 16 2 309 328 274 232 1102 194 • 12 
l,ll111H,IIIl9................... 72 .24 10 6 I 8 1 6 0 469 439 1145 636 110 161 
2,ooo-2,111l9................... 48 .27 6 8 0 2 1 ,. 0 619 667 •••• • 1563 1150 372 
8,000orover •••••••••••••••••• 26 .16 8 1 1 1 0 I 0 244 1432 12iiij 1100 1100 

===:=; ~==== ===== ===e 
ftBIIONT 

Alllnoome ol-................... . 613 .42 146 89 20 86 48 0 348 238 873 314 240 .• · ••••• : :::::=:============ ======-
Net~---······················ ..........•......••.......•••......••......••••............•.•...••.•••.••.........••......•••.....•...........•..•.•.........••.••• 
Net lnoomee...................... 618 • 42 145 89 20 36 24 48 0 348 238 373 604 314 240 .•.••••• ---------------------~ ----------------------0-2411 ..••••••••••••••••••••••• 6 .20 1 1 0 

:lli0-499 ....................... 27 ,19 4 4 0 
ll00-749 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 65 .46 22 19 1 
7~50-~~D~~ ••..••••••••••••••••••• 00 .41 27 19 4 
1, 000·1, 499 ••••••••••••••••••• 161 .38 43 28 6 
l,ll00-1, llll9 .••••••••• · ••••••••• 96 .45 23 9 4 
ll. 001l-2.111l9. •••••••••••••••••• 67 .48 20 8 6 
8, 000 or over •••••••••••••••••• 12 1.00 6 1 1 

• Bee tableaU and 14 for number of wives and other famUy members eamlng &Dd average 
earnings by occupation. 

• Includes all persons who had earnings from an occupation other than operation of the 
family farm that did not Involve use of the family's work-stock, machinery, or othPr farm 
equipment. Both agricultural aDd nonagricultural earnings are included. See Glossary, 
Income, Farm Family: Money Income from Sources Other Than the Operated Farm. 
Averll(lea are based on the total number of families in each clase (column 2). ' 

0 
0 
2 
4 

10 
10 
7 
3 

0 0 0 1100 •too ----··-- ------·--- ................... ···.-ios· .................. 
0 1 0 114 114 ...... 30. . •••. i27i" 
3 4 0 192 192 195 68 
6 6 0 192 194 108 266 62 115 
3 12 0 183 192 82 206 330 175 
8 12 0 494 287 619 671 287 224 
4 8 0 628 480 892 594 668 407 
1 8 0 1, 761 •1, 500 167 2,400 I 1,133 418 

• Includes 2 husbands In Michig&D who had nonfarm earnlogs from BD unknown occu· 
pation. 

• Averages are based on the corresponding number of persons In each clase that received 
nonfarm earnlogs (columns 4-10). 

• The total nonfarm earnings or BD individual are allocated to the occupational group In 
which was claseed the work from which he received the largest proportion of his earnings. 

• Average based on fewer than 3 cases. 



TABLm 54.-NONFARM MONBY INCOMm OTRmB THAN .ABNINGS: Number of fomi'liu receivinr. flonform money income oth•f' Cho11 IOr11i11fll ~ 
from specified eourcse, ond overage amount recsi11ed, by income, Middle Atlantic, North Centro, ond New Englondfarm 11ction•, 1936-SfJ i3 

(White noarellef fr.mllll!l that IDclude a huballd and wUe, botb naUv•bom) 

Familial reoetvl111 noutarm money IDoome other than earniDp 
from-

A Vlfllll t nontarm IDOIIIJ' Income other tban earnlnp reeelved 
from-

State and famlly·lnoome olllll Fr.ml· 
(dollar•) llal Rent Interelt Pension~, Olftl for Rent Jnttreet Pensions. Olltl Any from Prolltl Other AU from Prolltl Other 

aour01 property and divl· lnet) 1 
annuiti81, current eourcea aourceat property anddivl- (net) 1 

annuities, for cur• IOUJCH 
(net) dolldl bonelllia 1118 (net) den.dl bend. Ia Jen&uae 

(I) (2) (8) (4) (6) (II) (7) (8) (0) (10) (11) (12) (13) (1") (1&) (18) 

------- ------------ - ------------------
III.W l.BIU 

Numhtr Numhtr Number Numhtr Number Numhtr Number Number Dollorl Dollort Dollar• IJolltJrl Dollar• Dollar• DoliMt 
AU lnoome claetoa ............. 7U1 171 66 91 1 10 34 3 67 1 .. llO (') 7 .16 1 

== = = = = = = =-=-==== = ==-== -Net 101111111 ................... lll a 1 1 0 0 0 0 17 12 6 0 0 0 0 
.Not lnoome1 ................ 170 169 66 90 1 10 34 a 68 14 21 (') 7 16 1 ------ --- ---f---; ----- ---6-MO ................... lll . 8 1 a 0 0 0 17 7 10 0 0 0 0 

260499 .................. 60 6 2 1 0 0 2 0 32 8 8 0 0 111 0 

~:U~:~:::::::::::::::: 62 10 2 8 0 ' 1 1 34 3 8 0 18 (•) 6 
73 13 8 ' 0 0 ' 0 28 12 7 0 0 II 0 

1,011!1-1,240 ............... 90 22 II 16 1 0 2 0 62 10 87 a 0 a 0 
1,:.111!1-1,4119 ............... 00 18 8 10 0 0 2 0 32 8 Ill 0 0 • 0 
1,60!1-1,7411 ............... 118 8 1 6 0 1 2 0 46 3 31 0 10 1 0 
1,7&1-1,999 ............... 61 18 a 6 0 3 2 1 76 9 14 0 41 6 7 
2,{)()()-2,249 ............... 62 13 ' 8 0 2 ll 0 60 11 16 0 19 4 0 
2,266-2,499 ............... 46 9 6 4 0 0 3 0 40 26 6 0 0 9 0 
2,MI0-2,wtl ............... 62 18 8 7 0 0 8 1 100 18 19 0 0 71 I 
3,000-B,WY ............... 60 22 9 17 0 0 • 0 111 87 47 0 0 71 0 
4,000-4,999 ............... 32 10 6 6 0 0 2 0 149 38 61 0 0 6S 0 
6,000or over ............. 13 6 3 8 0 0 0 0 82 34 48 0 0 0 0 

= = = = = = = = = = = 
PBNNSYLVANIA 

Alllnocme olassea ............... 2,023 602 208 300 8 17 - 44 6 60 19 24 (') a 4 (t) 
= = = = = = = = = --- = = == Net losl!tll ................... 7 3 2 I 0' 0 0 0 48 12 36 0 0 0 0 

Net lncomos ................ 2,016 4119 ll06 299 8 17 44 6 50 Ill 24 (') s 4 (') ------------- ------------------
6-2411 .................... 18 6 2 2 0 I 1 0 47 17 :10 0 10 (') 0 
:U>0-41111 .................. 90 24 a 17 0 1 4 0 26 a 16 0 4 II 0 
IIIJU-749 .................. 1115 41 Ill 22 0 2 II 1 24 7 10 0 3 4 (') 
750-IIUII .................. 2411 611 22 26 0 2 ll 1 211 12 10 0 4 a (') 
1,0ll0-1,249 ............... 238 60 :10 29 0 a 8 1 ~ ' 9 0 8 (') (') 



l,2.'i0-1,4!MI •••••··•··•·•· 243 57 28 2!1 0 2 5 1 
421 

24 10 0 5 3 (') 

l,M•I 1,74Q .............. 2:lll ~2 2!\ 2!l I 2 5 0 51 22 25 (') 2 2 0 

1,7.'>0 J,\1!111 ............. J7U 4.1 1!\ 2!l 0 0 2 0 41 12 27 0 0 2 0 

2.nm-2.21» .......... 117 :16 12 24 I 0 4 I 49 )fj 1fi 4 0 12 I 

2,2'>0-2,4!HI ............. IIIII :Ill 17 2!1 0 0 I 0 77 34 4:1 0 0 (') 0 

2,.'ol-~2.\l\IU ............... 140 42 20 24 n 2 a n RO 23 34 0 2 I n 
a,tw•l-3,!1\111 ............. 1.11 52 17 37 I 3 3 I HS 22 39 I Ill 13 3 

4,1Wifl...4,\l\HI ............... 28 8 4 fi 0 0 I 0 78 :l!\ 42 0 0 I 0 

6,000 or over ... -----·---- 20 9 5 5 0 0 0 0 622 198 424 0 0 0 0 

= ---= = = ---------------= ---= = ---
0810 

All Income cllwes ............... 816 2M 101 119 24 58 2 67 25 23 4 !I 6 (') 

= -----= = ---------= ---------------= 
NPt lo~!IPR ................... 2 1 0 0 0 0 I 0 II •o •o •o •o '1 •o 
Net Incomes ................. 814 263 101 119 1 24 57 2 67 25 23 4 9 6 (') 

---------------------------------------------
0-249 ................... 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2MI--4!MI .................. 33 7 3 2 0 0 3 0 24 13 7 0 0 4 0 

~749 .................. 95 18 5 7 0 0 6 0 11 4 3 0 0 4 0 
700--11119.- ................ IM 47 12 18 0 9 12 1 35 9 7 0 12 7 .(') 
1,01!{)--1,249 ............... 139 39 16 16 1 2 10 0 57 18 7 22 4 6 0 
1,2.111-1,499 ............... 114 48 20 24 0 3 9 0 67 33 19 0 9 6 0 "'l· 
1,000-1,749 ............... 93 38 14 20 0 2 6 o· 42 21 13 0 7 ·1 0 > 
1,7/i0-1,999 ............... 65 23 7 8 0 7 6 0 79 20 16 0 37 6 0 ~ 
2,000-2,249 .. -·· ..... - ---- 34 8 3 6 0 0 0 0 50 5 45 0 0 0 0 

~ 2,2/i0--2,4»9 ............... 34 13 7 7 0 0 1 0 93 52 19 0 0 22 0 

2,500-2,1199 ............... 27 13 6 6 0 1 4 0 123 61 7 0 36 19 0 
3,00IHI.999 ............... 14 li 4 1 0 0 0 1 61 52 7 0 0 0 2 
4,0011-4,999 ............... 3 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 151 76 75 0 0 0 0 ~ 
6,000 or over ............. 4 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 3,350 1,145 2, 205 0 0 0 0 

= = ---------= = ------------= = = --- 8 
JIICBIOA!f ... .... 

J.JIIocome classes ............... 7M4 131 55 43 6 12 34 4 35 13 5 2 7 8 (') t";l 

= ------------= ---------------------= ---
Net lo886s ..................... 5 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 70 70 0 0 0 0 0 
Net IDcomes ................ 779 130 54 43 6 12 34 4 34 12 5 2 7 8 (') 

---------------------------------------------
0-249 .................... 9 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 

250--400.----------- ...... 64 11 3 3 0 1 5 0 24 3 3 0 10 8 0 

500-749 ...... --- •• ------- 122 17 g 4 0 0 6 0 21 11 2 0 0 8 0 
76o--999.- ---------------- 137 25 10 3 2• 2 9 2 23 4 1 1 9 7 1 

1,00{)--1,249 ... ·-.-·------- 131 15 5 7 0 3 3 0 15 5 4 0 6 (') 0 
1,2S0-1, 499 ............... 116 14 4 6 1 1 6 0 25 7 9 1 (') 8 0 
1,506-1,749 ............... 61 10 4 3 1 1 0 2 27 16 3 4 1 0 3 
1,76{)--1,999 ............... 47 14 6 5 2 1 3 0 87 32 18 19 3 15 0 
2,006-2,249 ............... 24 6 4 4 0 0 1 0 103 22 20 0 0 61 0 
2,25{)--2,400 ................. 21 4 2 0 0 1 1 0 63 20 0 0 20 23 0 
2,50{)--2,999 ............... 24 7 '•1 5 0 1 0 0 104 47 7 0 50 0 0 
3,006-3,999 ............... 17 4 3 2 0 1 0 0 135 93 2 0 40 0 0 
4,000--4,900 ............... 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 28 28 ·o 0 0 0 0 
6,000 or over ............. 3 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 62 28 34 0 0 0 -a ,_. 

===========~=-===== == C1 
~ 

See footnotes at end of table. 



TABLIII /14,-NCINFARM MONIIIY INOOMIII OTHIIIR THAN IIARNINOB: Number of fomilill "tlfillifll nOfl/ornt mllfiiJI tflt.01rll "''"' 'latJJI ltJrfltflfll ..... 
from epeci.lled 1ouro111, and tJIJ8rtJfl amoum r~tlltlltd, b11 incomt, Middlt A'lonltcl, Norllt C•"'"''• oncl N1111 Englonclform .,,,icm1, JBS6-8tj- ~ 
Continued · · 

· (Wbltt aonrellel lamUIII &hi& laalude 1 babladud wife, bo&b aa&l••borD) 

hmlllel 1'8011\'IDI noar.rm moaeJ lnoome otber &biD •rulnll 
from-

~~...,. .. t noaflrm mon•r lnoome ocbu tben lll'nla .. ~.,.. 
from-

ltate and lamlly·lnoorua tlau Faml· 
(dulllln) u. R~nt lntllrMt P&hllnn•, Otrl1fllr Rent lntlfltl PI!DIInnt, 01111 Any ll'om Prnfttl Other An from Prnfttl nther 

10111'01 prop~ty and dlvl· (net) 1 
annulth11, aurranl lOW Oil tourOIII prnportr anrldlvt- (D8t) I annult.lol, lor alii" lour .. 

(oat) doodl beoollll 1111 (n•ll deudl beoellll IIDlUM 

(I) (I) (I) (4) (8) (8) (7) (I) (I) (10) (II) (II) (II) (14) (II) (18) 

---· ------- - ---- ---- ------- -WJIOOIIIIII Numlltr Num"'r Number Num!Jir Num!Jfr Num!Jfr Num!Jir M6m!Jir DoUart DoUart DoUart Doll art Dollart Dollart Dalla" 
Alllnooma o1 .................. 7111 108 17 Ill 7 7 41 g • T 11 a • • I - - - - - - - --o - - - - - - ~ Nnt lo-1 .•••••••••••••••••• I I 0 0 0 

' 
I 10 0 0 0 0 10 

Jliiet luooma~ •••••••••••••••• 7110 107 17 ltl 7 .. • • ' II • I • I .... - -IHNO ·••••••••••••·••••• I 0 0 g I 0 0 Ill 0 0 0 Ill 0 0 
~~no .••••••••••••••••• II a I • 0 

i 
0 4 • 1 0 0 I 0 

ftU()-740 •••••••••••••••••• 71 II • 7 I 0 • 14 a • • 0 t ~~ 71111-WU .••••••••••••••••• 120 1M • 11 • I 1 II • • (I) 0 I 
1,1100.1,:.140 ••••••••••••••• 148 :10 7 7 y I 0 18 • I a • 0 
1.~1111-1,41111 .•••••••••••••• 110 10 ' u I ' 10 • u • 0 (I) II • l,llllt~I,74U ••••••••••••••• 100 II • 1. 0 0 1 • 10 • II 0 0 

' 1, 7/lti-I,IIUO ............... 80 Ill ' u I • 0 10 II 7 (•) 0 • 1 
l,tltlll-11,~11 ••••••••••••••• 17 I • 8 0 0 • 8 78 4ft 18 0 • : 11.~11(1-11,41111 ••••••••••••••• 81 10 a 8 0 0 a 101 II 17 0 0 88 
li,IMIII-II,UIItl .•••••••••••••• 1M 10 I • • 1 • 0 111 • 811 14 • 10 I 8,0110-ll,tKitl .•••••••••••••• liB ' I " 0 0 • 0 82 • Ill 0 0 I 
,,OtiiHI,\11111 .••• ••••••••••• 8 • I • 0 0 I 0 84 ao aa 0 0 a 0 
a,uuo or over ••••••••••••• I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 IO 10 IO 10 IO 10 •o 

ILIJIIOII - - - - - - - - - - - 1-- -Alll11oomo ollliiCII ............... 848 178 118 88 8 10 80 Ill aa 17 • (I) ' • • - ~ - - - - - - - ......---N~t loRIPI .•.•••••••••••••••. a I 0 0 0 0 0 1110 180 0 0 0 0 0 
:Nut looomN ••••••••••••••••. 838 171 14 83 8 10 80 118 eJ 80 • (I) • • I - - - - - - - - ---- -0..:.149 •••••••••••••••••. 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

111111-4119 .••••••••••••••••. II • a 1 0 y I 10 8 I 0 0 0 I 
ft(l()-7411 .••••••••••••••••. 80 u 1 a 0 I • 17 I I 0 II • t 780-W9 .••••••••••••••. 1M! Ill • 8 0 0 a ' 17 18 (1) 0 0 • 1,01111-1,:1411 .•..•••.••.••. lliO 1M 10 • 0 • 8 Ill II II r 0 • • 1,~11(1-1,4119 .••••••••••••• 117 Ill • 10 0 I • Ill 1M u 0 I II I 
l,&UIH,74U ••••••••••••••. 110 17 • • a • • 17 llll lO (I) a • ., 

' 

~ 

I 
• • ... .. 



1,7MH,!I!III .••..•....... 73 •• 0 • 0 0 3 10 3!! 3/i 1 0 0 2 (I) 

2,fWWI-2.2411 --·---·----- M Ill 7 10 0 I 2 10 711 37 10 0 17 12 2 

2.2'11-2.4!111 ............. 411 7 4 7 0 0 2 12 114 74 6 0 0 3 1 

2 .. 1011-2.!l!lll .............. 64 8 & 5 0 I 2 0 72 41 9 0 7 15 0 

a.r~lll-3,!1119 .............. 411 18 8 13 0 1 0 13 115 Q!l 14 0 2 0 1 

4,fl00-4,111111 -- ............ 11 4 8 3 0 1 0 2 Jag Ja7 1 0 (I) 0 1 

6,000 or over ............. 17 6 2 1 0 0 0 2 514 480 24 0 0 0 10 

IOW.t. 
All Income c1-............... 712 100 44 35 4 11 17 4 23 8 5 1 6 2 1 

Nflt 1o-.ll................... 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Net 1Doome11... ............. 696 100 44 35 4 11 17 4 24 9 5 1 6 2 1 

~2411 ··•·····•·•••••••·· --22- ---0- ---0- ---0- ---0- ---0----0- ---0- ---0- ---0- ---0- --0----0- ---0- ---0 
21i0-499.................. 74 9 4 4 1 1 1 0 13 4 3 2 3 1 0 
ooo-7411.................. 112 14 8 4 o o 3 1 15 6 7 o o 1 1 
7MHIII9.................. 153 18 4 6 0 4 3 1 21 3 1 0 16 1 (1) 
1,0(1()-1,240............... 116 17 5 6 0 3 3 1 21 4 4 0 7 2 4 
1,2.1(1-1,499............... 74 17 6 5 2 3 3 1 36 8 19 1 7 1 (I) 
1,!;0[)-1,740............... 46 4 3 3 0 0 0 0 11 8 3 0 0 0 0 
1,7110-1,11!111............... 26 3 2 2 0 0 0 0 6 6 (') 0 0 0 0 
2,00[)-2,249............... 16 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 23 23 0 0 0 0 0 
2,25[)-2,499............... 18 6 3 0 1 0 1 0 99 48 0 29 0 . 22 0 
2,1i0[)-2,!1!111............... 14 4 1 1 0 0 3 0 78 18 3 0 0 57 0 
8,00~,11!111............... 21 6 5 4 0 0 0 0 69 41 18 0 0 0 0 

,OOo-4,11!111............... 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 192 192 0 0 0 0 0 
a,oooorover ••••••••••••. 1 o o o o o o o ao •o •o •o so •o •o 

VIRMOWT =============== 

A II Income ci118Se8... •. •••••••••• 513 154 36 102 7 6 20 6 40 12 15 2 5 5 
Net.lo,..,s ......................................................................... ---··----- ........ ---------- ---------· ---------· -------- ........................... . 
Net Incomes................ &13 154 36 102 7 6 20 /; 40 12 16 2 5 & 1 

0-249 .•...••••••••••..••• --5 --~~- ---0- ---~~- ---0----0- ---0- ---0- ---10- ---0- ---10----0----0----0- ---0 

21i0-499.................. 27 6 2 4 0 0 2 0 13 & 2 0 0 6 0 
50~749.................. 65 14 6 7 0 0 2 0 8 2 4 0 0 2 0 
7&0-ll99.................. 90 24 7 14 1 1 1 1 39 10 6 3 11 3 6 
1,00~1,249............... 96 31 6 19 2 0 7 0 27 7 10 3 0 7 0 
1,25[)-1,499............... 55 18 3 15 1 0 0 1 23 7 13 3 0 0 (1) 
1,&0D-1,749_______________ 60 24 6 16 2 3 3 1 52 8 26 3 12 1 2 
1,7110-1,999............... 36 6 2 8 0 0 0 1 12 10 2 0 0 0 (1) 
li,OOD-2,249............... 26 7 1 7 I 1 0 0 75 6 62 11 6 0 0 
2,2/iD-2,499............... 23 9 2 & 0 0 3 0 74 7 34 0 0 33 0 
ll,liOD-2,9119............... 18 7 0 & 0 0 2 1 27 0 9 0 0 12 6 
a,ooo-3,9119............... r 3 o 3 o 1 o o 133 o 47 o 86 o o 
4,00D-4,999............... 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 I 0 I 0 I 0 a 0 I 0 I 0 
6,000 or over............. 3 3 2 2 0 0 0 0 1,163 985 178 0 0 0 0 

I Does not Include profits from business enterprises owned and operated by family 
members. Bee Glossary, Profits. 

1 Averages are based on number of families In each class (column 2). 

• Average net Income rrom sources other than earnings; excludes actual business losses. 
See Glossary, Income, City and VIllage Family: Money Income from Other Sources...-. """' 

• $0.50 or less. . ~ 
a Average based on fewer than 3 cases. Ql 



T ABLID 55.-CBANGID IN VAL1J'II 01' CROPI ITORIID AND LIVIIITOCK: Numbn' offamiliel having any 1161 change between th1 beginning and 111d ~ 
of the report year in IJalue of crope etored for eale or ofli!Jeatoclc owned,• and aiJB'f'age amount ofeuch change, by incom•, Middl• Atlantic, g; 
North Central, and New England farm eectione, 19S6-S8 

FamUy-laoome olau 
(dollars) 

(1) 

Alllaoome olauea ........ 

Net lo11881 ............ 
Net laoomes .......... 

G-249 ............. 
260-4911 ........... 
~749 ........... 
76o-9119. ----------
1,()0()-1,249 ........ 
1,2W-1,4Y9 ........ 
1,ll01l-1,749 ........ 
1,780·1,909 ........ 
2.000-2,249 ........ 
2,260-2,409 ........ 
2,500·2,909 ........ 
8,UtMHI,U09 ........ 
.,OlJ0-4,U99 ........ 
6,000 or over ...... 

[Wblte aolll'811er ramllles tbat laolude a busbaad and wire, botb aaUve-bora) ~ 

Famlllea bavlai- A V81'8110 amount FamUies bavlac- A V81'811e amount 
or'- ot-• 

Not Ia- Net de- Not Ia· Net de- Net Ia· Net de- Net Ia· Net de-
oroue 01'01180 oroue oroaso cre&ll8 oroase oroue or81188 

(2) (3) (4) (B) (6) (7) (8) (II) 

NEW .JERSEY PENNSYLVANIA 

Nummr Numbtr Doll ora Dollor1 Numbtr Numbtr Dollara Dollara 
201 66 223 236 668 319 262 218 

= = = = = = = 
8 8 IIIII 686 2 8 1165 732 

106 '63 224 218 666 316 262 213 ------------------------
6 1 134 1100 ll 6 1932 366 
5 8 128 98 14 14 142 361 

12 6 110 378 45 31 122 178 
19 9 191 270 49 49 144 214 
21 7 161 418 63 42 222 117 
21 5 131 129 86 38 168 213 
14 8 218 100 81 41 208 221 
12 9 187 153 66 23 247 205 
20 2 237 1100 78 12 267 141 
15 l 205 130 43 13 304 516 
16 4 247 239 69 24 450 114 
21 2 274 1575 63 17 368 161 
12 3 430 120 10 5 453 242 
3 4 1,220 145 8 1 1,076 175 

FamUies bavla11- Average amount 
ot......a 

Net Ia- Net de- Net Ia· Net de-
or- ore11811 crease 0188118 

(10) (11) (Ill) (13) 

OBIO 

Numb•r Numbtr Dollar• Dollara 
226 llO 202 ll7 

= = = 
1 1 1200 1120 

225 109 202 117 ------------
0 2 --·--ioo- 11110 
7 8 166 

19 '14 201 146 
29 26 103 94 
38 16 150 68 
46 9 162 117 
20 12 189 115 
19 11 196 140 
13 0 309 
10 7 382 89 
9 ll 333 161 
8 2 494 1400 
3 0 418 ....................... 
4 0 328 ·--------

J'amUies bavla11- A V&rBRI IIDIIN11l 
of'-

Net in- Net de· Netta- Net d .. 
ereue 018818 Gr81118 ·-(14) (16) (18) (17) 

MICHIGAN 

Numb•r Numbtr Dollar• DGilar6 
2M 79 324 172 

= == = = 
ll 1 14110 1),112 

262 78 3:!2 1110 ------------
l 0 lBO --·---m 7 13 91 

30 15 110 162 
32 18 202 1:13 
41 8 208 113 
39 11 2ti3 11!6 
27 7 611 166 
23 3 300 148 
13 ll 370 I !Ill 
13 l 111!6 1115() 
15 1 645 lilt 
9 4 7H9 136 
1 0 aa.~u ...................... 
1 0 1],150 ................. 

~ 

~ 
~ 
till ... 
CID 
w ... 



f ... 

. 
WISCONSIN ILLINOIS IOWA VERMONT 

All Income cl...-•••••••. ~I 701~1 :m 280 I l89 I 330 I 348 225 222 I 361 1 405 264 I 1ssl 181 I 150 
===::=:== ==~= ==== 

N~t loll.- .••••••••••• 0 0 -----i62" -----203- 1 .4 1494 1,932 8 9 143 1, 241 -----264" -----i65" Not incomes .••••••••• 172 70 279 ,85 329 314 222 213 364 3i0 181 150 ---------r-----r----o ------ ---------r--
Q-249. -··········· I 0 • 346 -·------- 1 a25 --------- 1 14 11,650 347 1 2 I 300 • 540 
2!1(1--499 .•••••••••• 2 3 I 88 198 4 8 399 523 9 37 180 344 15 10 109 13l 
5()(}-749.- --------- 12 10 99 153 7 17 134 228 25 43 125 394 26 22 122 81 
7r.IHI99.-- -----·-- 18 4 151 100 19 28 120 233 48 67 254 3i8 39 34 179 110 
1,()()(}-1,249- ------- 31 1& 130 93 31 27 192 304 44 21 268 345 48 26 117 104 
1,2!1()-1,499 .••• ---- 27 11 104 173 54 22 207 228 27 16 270 238 25 22 177 176 
I,!J()(H,749 .••••••• 26 12 143 246 39 21 214 432 22 10 476 286 36 18 177 ~ 
I, 71'>0-1,999 .••••••• 20 6 127 257 22 16 252 332 11 2 404 a 300 21 11 1i4 1Y2 
2,()()(}-2,249-- ------ 7 2 142 I 200 24 11 381 285 4 4 417 555 16 6 315 156 
2,21'>0-2,499 .••••••• 9 3 186 300 18 6 355 262 8 6 527 597 18 3 262 161 
2,500-2,999_- •••••• 8 1 351 'I, 000 28 16 339 258 8 3 648 673 11 7 265 274 
3,1)()(}-3,999_. ------ 10 3 463 567 22 6 644 536 12 2 1,024 I 600 6 1 423 165() 
4,011~,999 .••••••. 1 1 I 1200 '150 2 2 8 8.18 1140 3 0 1,633 --------- 1 1 a 125 1688 
6,000 or ovor .••••• 0 0 ~---····· ----·-·-- 8 & 1,872 698 0 0 --------- ---·----- 1 2 1196 141 

I 

1 May Include changes ~mlting from purchases of livestock made to build up herds 
or from sales of livestock which constitute a depletion of herds. Includes only differ
ences due to quantity chan~e.•; differences due to price changes are excluded. See 
Glossary, Income, Faml Family: Crops Stored and Livestock Owned, Net Change. 

I Averages are based on the corresponding counts of families having net increBSeS or 
net decreases (columns 2, 3, 6, 7, 10, 11, 14, or 15). 

a Average based on fewer than 3 cases. 
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TA»L• 56.-BBAB• BBNT: Number of familiM renting ony op~rated land on share
rent bofta, Rumbn reporting mluc of •har8 rent, and rHJlut uf product• paid as 
•horc rent, btt income, MiddZ. Atlantic and North Central farm aectiom,1 1936-S8 

[Wblte noarellel ramUies Ula& Include a busband and wife, botb nath·•born) · 

Pamllles renUng Aver- Fomllies nmting Aver- Families renting Aver-any of operated age • any of operated age' any of operate<! 
&lie' farm on a mar• farm on a sbare, farm on a llha ..... 

rent basis 1 value rent basis • value rent ba.•b I value 
of or of 

l'amiiY·Inoome ciBIB prod· prod· prod· 
(doUara) 

Report· nets Report· nets Reptlrt- nets 
lngvalue p!lidas 

All• log value paid as 
AJJI Ink valnelfl81d 88 

ADI share share ·-·1 ..... of rent rent or rent rent payment payment payment rent 

(lJ (2) I (3) (f) (6) (6) I (7) (8) (9) (10)1(11) (1~ (13) 

PBIUisn. VAMU. omo JIICBIGA:If 

--~ 
llol. No. Pd. No. Dol. No. Pet., No. Dol. 

.U Income clasaea-•• 466 23 466 736 261 32 267 484 198 25 190 810 
1==-

• 4f>8 (I) I 2 Net 108!!88 .•••••••• 2 (') 2 0 (1) 0 ·····a.· 2 • 719 
Net Incomes •••••• 463 23 463 737 261 32 267 194 25 188 811 

r------ ~:---

0-249.-------- 1 8 1 1350 1 (I) 1 1114 0 (1) 0 ····a24 250-4119 •••••••• 8 9 8 262 8 24 8 158 13 20 13 
600-749------- 28 14 28 339 33 35 31 356 33 27 31 

. 
590 

751H199 ...••••• 32 13 82 397 60 32 60 412 32 23 ac 607 
1,000-1,249 •• -- 64 23 64 528 66 40 53 467 44 34 43 826 
1,250-1,4119 •••• 70 29 70 602 38 33 38 490 31 27 31 813 
1,600-1,749 •••• 59 26 59 728 29 31 29 666 15 25 15 1.060 
1.760-1,9119 •••• 64 30 64 845 21 32 21 663 9 19 9 . 1,751 
2,000-2,249 •••• 48 33 48 797 ·1 21 7 741 6 26 8 1,106 
2,250-2,4119 •••• 30 28 30 1100 7 21 7 420 0 ---- 0 

----~--

2,500-2,9119 •••• 33 24 33 1,135 8 22 8 639 6 :M 6 1,493 
3,000-3,9119 •••• 311 29 38 1,091 6 43 6 458 2. 12 2 • 1, 350 
4,000-4,9119.- •• 7 :M 7 1,3"1' 0 (S) 0 ............... 1 (I) 1 • 147 
6,000 w over •• 1 6 1 '1,779 0 (1) 0 ................ 2 (I) 1 '1, 000 

WIIICONllJN ILLINOIS IOWA 

AD lnoome clasaes--·· 210 271_2!. 978 6061721 603 1,327 351 49 2981 555 

0 (.)---0- === = 61 348 Net losses ••••••••• ···m· 4 (1) 4 1,384 6 38 
Net IDeomes •••••• 210 27 209 801 72 3911 1,327 345 60 292 659 -----0-249 •.•• _____ 0 (1) 0 --.-692· 1 (S) 1 •1,124 10 45 8 361 II:'G-4119 ______ 

2 11 2 14 64 14 720 28 38 24 353 
600-749 •••••••• 36 36 26 522 32 64 31 732 80 54 56 436 
760-9119 •••••••• 41 34 41 880 85 88 84 829 81 53 69 507 
1,000-1,249 •••• 46 32 46 913 83 89 83 1,104 85 36 52 549 
1,250-1,4119 •••• 41 34 41 1,154 flO 77 90 1,071 37 00 28 621 
1,500-1,749 •••• 26 24 26 1,261! 83' 15 83 1,232 20 43 17 735 
1,760-1,999 •••• 19 24 19 1,418 59 79 59 1,500 11 42 10 736 
2,000-2,249 •••• 1 4 1 13,300 40 89 40 l, 330 9 56 8 1,175 
2,250-2,4119 •••• 2 6 2 12,612 30 85 30 1,688 7 39 5 808 
2,500-2,999 •••. • 12 3 1, 1113 61 8il 51 1,931 7 60 6 892 
3,000-3,9119.-•. 8 13 3 882 35 71 35 2,152 9 43 9 986 
4,000-4,9119 •••• 0 (1) 0 ····-·· 7 64 7 2,583 1 (I) 1 1948 
6,000 or over •• 0 (1) 

0 ------- 11 65 u 8,003 8 (1) 0 ·-·----
1 Data for New 1ersey and Vermoat farm sections are not shown by Income because or the small number 

af cases. In New Jersey, 59 families, or 7 percent, rented J19rt of their f811Ils on a share-rent basis; tbe aver· 
llll8 value of products J19id aa share rent was $1.229. In Vermont, 52 families, or 10 percent. rente<! part 
at tbeir farlus on a ~rent baaia; tbe averace value of products paid as share rent, reported by 51 or these 
families, WIUI $1,223. 

1 A share tenant Is a farm operator wbo paya his farm rent with a share of the farm products. 
1 Percentages are based on tbe number of families in each class (table 54). 
• Averages are based on tbe number of llhar&ft.nting families that reported value of products used In 

payment of share rent (column 4, 8. or 12). · 
o Percentages not computed for fewer than 10 casea. 
• Average based on fewer than a C880II. 
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TABU 57.--80URC'B8 OF FAKILT INCOKE: A~age 1 fotalfami[y inrome, aiH'rage fld 
ifK'Ome from the farm, afld from aourllt'_. ~her than the oper«Ud farm, by fa_rrtily 
type and ifK'Ome, Middle .Atlafltic, North Central, awd New Englandfarrll&tchMUI,1 

l9S5-58 
-{While aonreliel families that !Delude a busbaDd and 1Fife, botb Dati.-e-bom] 

Net flll'm income B Netflll'miDcome B 
0 2-l:-.. .. I G:J"CC ) "tS 

-.. 
Ei ~"i 

.., .... •8 
8 • Ei2 8 3~- t: eli c .. - €" ~~g 

J:: 8o 
State and ramn,.. .s ... s:i .s .E-;~ ~!! ""' "" ~g ;:s ... 0 0 =0 -a bloome dass (dullars) 

~ "g!_i ~ 
'CI~~:~Tii ... ::r ~a - !:-c !~ ag.: .e5 

~ 
co> .::e ~ .e .~t= e= .e ~s; a~ 

c<l 

5 i -;; 
lg.5~ 

i:"' ea a i 3 138 
~ 

.. 
~ §.s :a :;; 

~ .. c .. .. 0 
~ ,., E-o ·~ ,., ,., E-o ~ ;:. 

(I) (2) (3) (4) I (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) I (11) I (12) (13) 

FAMILY TYPE 1 FAMILY TYPES 2 ASD 3 

Ne.~ Dol. ~I Dol.! Dol. 
140 1,892 1. 632 1. 043: 589 2llO 

3 -510 -5101 -1,2141 'I'O!jo 
137 1,9K 1,6i9i 1.093 586 ::!65 

10 r.s 153~ -2151 a;;!!! 125 
19 745 6371 1911 4461 108 
31 1,221 1,040/ 5231 5!71 I'll 
251 1, 747 1, 504. 1103! 001 m 

:1 2,3911 2. o;;: 1. M; ostl 3:!2 
4,000 3, 5611 Z.S14j 747 499 

liiiW Jlnl!IEY :Na.! Dol., Dol., Dol., Dol. Dol.. 

AD IDGGme claasetL---~,1,2<10 1,032 507 4351==208=1'==~===1===: 
NPtlosses ________ _l 4 -4071 -3641 -799; 435 ~ 
Net iDcometL----~' 195 1,274 1,06lj 626 435 213 

·---------- '311 338~1 2'&,-1131 340 Ill 5(XHI!IIL...... 54. 7115 651 256jj 395 114 
1,IJOO-l,f91L.. 50jl,200 l,IH81 1i99 <1411 152 
1,50(H,9119.... 251 1. 722,1,416 112111 488 306 
2,IJ00-2,999. ·-- 221 2, 357 2. 009!1, 497 5121 348 
1,000 or OV« •• Ill 3, i371 2, 932 2, 300 572 806 

FAMILY TYPES f AND 6 .. FAMILY TYPES 6 A.."D 7 

lOS 2,0211 1.521! 8381 683j 508 

1J 
-6115 -1.9021 -2, 4971 595 

,_ 
1,311 

2,1011 1,6221 937• 685 487 

AD bloome .,._,.___ 287jl, 798jl. ~ 88211101 362 

Netlossos._______ 9 -4761! -5171-1,221 704 o11 
lliel iDcoDII!I .••••• r.s 1,871 1,4911 81111j 600 372 

1~ 1378 J3i8: "-1:1 1520 •o 
729 M~:J' 495 136 22 1.287 I,OtOi ~: 600 247 

~ 
1,762 1,~, 6._:t7j 7'25 380 
2,415 1, 7<17 9791 ::I 668 
4,800 3,839 3,1091 1161 

I 

o-t911_________ 23 &I 202 -1;ol m 63 
i00-91111........ 311 illllj 640 169! <171 148 
l,OCJO-l,4911.... 64 1,2S4 1,0211 4831 546 255 
1,.'i00-1,9911. ·-- 46 1, 7501 1, <144 810 63<1 315 
I,IJ00-2,11\111.. •• , 61 2, 45<1• 1, 93611,303 633 518 
a,oou"'over .• 46• 3,o<14' 3,004 2,1821 822 740 I I . 

OBIO FA:IonLY 'l'YPB 1 FAMILY TYPES ll A.."-"D 3 

AD'--eloo&ses·---1.: 1,166! I.ouJ wl 4ll8l 165 117 1,1M! 1,0111!_ 574 al71 1«1 
' : I , f=:===== ===1===~6:::;,;; 

Net lossl'JS ________ , Oj ••••.• l.. .... j •••••. , •••••• ,...... 1 •-1,933j 1-1,935i•-2,550 •6151 •2 
llieLiDOOme5 .••••• 

1
236i 1,166jl,OU, 562 tlill 165 116 1,221

1 
l,ll7j 600 6171 104 I ...__ _____ ,____ __ _ 

o-t911 .. ________ j 231 341l !WI -63j 360j 44 81 ~ 2!.1!!j -1!j au1 103 
W(HIIIII ________ 1061 775

1 
.1~ aot

1 
<108 63 31 .~2 Mil. 30. JS~I G3 

1,IJ00-1,f911 •••• 1 581 1,2:!3, 1,11~~ 647! <163 113 48 1,232 1, H7: 6:!2! 525 85 
1,500-1,9\IU •••• j 21Sj1,690, 1,5«

1 
9111! 553 153 20 1, 718 1,571

1

· ~~ 10'.! 147 
2,0011-2,9\IU .••• , 16 2,410:1.1181. 1,32!1 65!1 ~ 81 2,29f 2,147 1,432· 7151 147 
a,wollCOV« •• j 6 i,64i2j• 3,40712,626 781 J.- 1 13,2112 IJ,217 i1,M7j 16'70''1,(175 I I . I I 

F.UliLY TYPES f AND 6 FAMILY TYPES 8 .1ND 7 
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TABLB 57.-SOURCES OF FAMILY INCOME: Average I total family income, at•l!rage nrl 
inrome from thll farm, and from :10urces othllr than thll opt>ralt'd farm, by family 
typll and inromll, ~fiddle Atlantic, ~-orth Central, and ~·ew England farm sections,• 
1935-36-Continu('d 

[\\nite uonrelief families that include a bosband and wife, both native-borni 

Net farm income e Net farm Income 9 
O• e• .. :: .. .. .I:• .,! .. ~ 8 """" """ e~ e .. ., 

""" =~ 8 
.... .. 8 "'" .. " .. ~ .c 8i " .. ~ .c 8i .s .. 0 ... 

.!!': .s .,o_.. .,., 
State and family- ,., -§~g 

"" 
.Se; ,., -fZg 

=~ .sa 
income class (dollars) fj """ ~ .. ::s ...... fj 'E!i .. ::s »l! "~~ ~"" .. .!!! """ 

,._ .. '"o> .::o "" ll coo:.. -o "" ~ 
.!!! >-t= ali oo .!!! >.t;:::: a!i oo 

~ s .. "" SA fj ;; ;; .. """ == "=" .. 
~ 0 0 "== .. 

~ .. 0 ~-"' .. .. ~-" .. 
"" E-o E-o "" "" E-o E-o "" 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 

FAMILY TYPE 1 FAMILY 'TYPES 2 AND 3 
IDCHIO.L'i 

No., Dol. Dol. Do/., Dol., Dol. No. Dol. Dol. I IJr;/. I Dol., Dol. 
All income cla.oses ..••. 235 1, 086 957 626 331 129 152 1, 249 I, 0811 705 376 168 

=p==:= === = :='=1= 
Net IOS!IPS ••••••••• 2 •-476 •-476 5-671 1195 50 2 •-290 '-6!SI •-J,1S4I ; .<;.~9! • 325 
Net incomes .•.••. 233 1,100 970 637 333 130 150 1,269 ~~~~ 3731~ --- ------

G-499 ...•••••.• 39 369 326 R2 244 43 9 3821 3271 59_ 2fi81 .55 
500--999 ....•••. 94 7ti6 727 422 305 39 49 B06, 7~3. 37:~1 3:!0 103 
1,()0()-1,499 .••• ~ 1.194 1,102 726 376 92 53 1,23711.0.'>8! fili.>• 393 179 
1,500-1,999 •••• 1. i38 1.507 1,130 377 231 21 1, 711 1, 467i 1, 0.';41 41:31 244 
2,()0()-2,999 •••• 16 2. 320 1,629 1,150 479 691 15 2, 399 2, lk\4 1, 6481 43ij 315 
3,000 or over ... 6 4,228 3, 722 3, 355 367 506 3 3, 326 3, 326 2, 854 472 0 

FAMILY TYPES 4 AND 5 FAMILY TYPES 6 AND 7 

All income classes .•••. 296! 1, 287! 1,1271 7301 3971 160 711 1,307 1,183 7291 454 124 

1 1-333 •-483 1-769 S2R61 1150 
='= 

Net )IJSSO'S .•••••••• 0-------- -----7291···454 Net inoome& .•...• 29511,293! 1,133 ~~ ~ 71 1,307 1,183 124 ---
. . 0'499 .......... 21 410 278 43 23.5 132 S 77R ·97 ~1481 24ii 181 

501)--999 ___ -----
921 747 

676 338 3.'l8 71 17 78.1 737 3.';.31 384 46 
1,()0()-1,499 ••.• 99 1,262 1,104 61J8 406 158 35 1, 232 1,192 7501 442 40 
1,500-1,999.--- 49 1, 721 1,452 984 468 269 8 1, 777 1,637 1,033 604 140 
2,()0()-2,999. --- 24 2,449 2,193 1,690 503 256 7 2. 501 2,0.'>5 I, 4761 579 446 
3,000 or over. _ 101 3,608 3,326 2, 715 611 282 1 13,761 • 1, 889 I}, 286 '603 11,872 

FAMILY TYPE 1 FAMILY TYPES 2 .L-..D 3 
WISOONSJ!II 

.All income classes.. •••• 12811.213 1,095 607 488 118 1781 1,3711 1, 2751 7531 522i 96 
== == ~--~-~~~ Net losses ...•••... 0------ ·1:oos ---607 ---488 21 I -160j I -174 1-545,1371 S 14 

Net incomes .••... 128 1, 213 118 176 I, 3881 1, 292 769 523 96 ------- ---; -----;-j5fil 1-)illil 1-51'>3 I 378 13U G-499 ...••••••. 15 364 337 -15 352 27 
501)--999 ________ 38 7SI 646 241 405 105 45 774 720 316 404 54 
1,()0()-1.499_ --- 33 I, 2"23 I, 154 64R 506 69 69 1, 2M[ 1, 2"25 718 5071 41 
1,500-1,999 .••• 31 1,693 1, 604 1,026 578 89 43 I, 733 1, 1186 I, 081 605 47 
2,()0()-2.999 •••• 10 2. 511 1, 951 1. 332 619 560 12 2, 45.11 1, 800 1, 101 699 6.'\.1 
a,ooo or o.-er •• I '3,333 s 3,2861' 2,372 1914 I 47 5 3, 5781 3, 345 2, 5811 759 233 

FAMILY TYPES 4 AND 5 FAMILY TYPES 6 AND 7 

All income cl--- 24711. 479 ~~ 849 5591 71 ~ 1, 4291 : 1, 3611 7531 6081 68 

N. __________ • ______________ -----r--~ ·~~ ·-~~ ~ffi·l .. ,H .. ........_ _____ ~' "" , .. lj "" n m ""I '·-1 "'I •• ,. ~------ ---1 -1;---:-------
o-499.......... 3 3-.'iO 328 -247 575 22. 4 258. l 2581 -2201 478 0 
500--999-------- 54 m 769 324 445 ao· 42 8091 782 289 49.1 21 

. 1,()0()-1.499.... 86,1, 220 I, 159 649 510 611 59 1, 2:!-'jl 1, 1941 6421 5.521 41 
1 500--1 999 61 1, 743 1, 6.'\3 I, 045 60~ 00 42 I, 707 I, 6211 9.%1 fl86 86 
2'ooo-i999____ 34 2.:n1 2.179i 1,481 6IJ8 129J 11 2.324 2.121 t,3T3 HSI aoa 

. a:ooo or over~: 9 3. 00 3. 406' 2. 5.52 854 7i 9 3. 3(1()1; 3.156• 2.1001 llffll 144 

see footnotes at end ot table.. 
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TABU: 57.-SOURCES OF FAMILY INCOME: Averll{/e 1 total family income, averag~ ftel 
income from th~ farm, and from 80urces otlu!r than the operated farm, by fa:mily 
typt and incomt, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sectums,2 

1.'1.15-36-Continued 
[White nonrelief families that include a husband and wife, both native-born] 

Net farm income s Net farm income 8 
C• 0• 

"' ~8 .. ~8 s "'"" "" S" 8 "'"" "" s .. 
8 "'"' .. 8 "'"' "' a5 " .. ~ si " .. ~ -= ~s~ 

.c .a .g~g State and family- .E !2!! sa ~~ o:"' 
o«~,g :>. -a 

inrome class (dolliii"S) !:: "" "t:.fr:t:~~ "" :0.." "".,,, .. ::s ~.! '§ .. ::s s "c."' "'"" "c."' """ 
.,,g .. .. c .. -o "" .. coo> -e "<l 

.!! 2 ;;...t= el3. co .!! ,g ~~;:::; e"' 
co 

~ ~ s "' "" 8<1 '§ s 'iii "' "" s~ 
<l<l" .. ... 

~ 
<~ee .. -.; .. 0 ~-"' .. .. .. ~ ~- .. .. 

r.. E-o E-o r.. z r.. ... z 
(I) (ll) (3) (4) (5) (6) (i) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 

F.\MILY TYPE 1 FAMILY TYPES 2 AND 3 
lLUSOIS 

No., Dol. I Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. No. Dot. Dol., Dol. Dol. Dol. 
All income classes _____ 200 1, 510 1, 384 953 431 126 183 1,624 1, 510 1,020 490 114 

=I===== = == == 
Net 1""-'E'S.-------- :a-::j·1;51o ·1:384 ---953 ---43i ---126 2 •-2,958 • -3,333 • -3,979 '646 '375 
:1\et ioromes. ----- 181 1,675 1, 564 1,075 489 111 

f---- --------.-
~99 --------- s:J 332 224 -6.1 21!1 108 6 427 409 18 391 18 
500--999 .••• ---- 826 740 . 386 354 86 31 844 816 401 415 28 
I.(J()0-1.4!1!1.. •• 621 1, 248 1,176 7471 429 72 58 1,227 1,177 696 481 50 
J..'iii0-1.!1\111 ____ 3~~1, 720 I, 696

1

1. 210 41l6. 24 43 1, 701 1, 595 1,072 523 lOG 
2,!100-2.!1\19 ____ 24 2, 315 2, 076 1, 595 481 239 32 2,431 2, 249 1, 717 5321 182 
3,000 or over_. 151 4, 0231 3, 461 2, 8721 5891 562 11 4, 756 4,230 3, 701 529 526 

FAMILY TYPES 4 AND 5 FAMILY TYPES 6 AND 7 

All inoome dassos ..... 31711,1151,1,756,1,212 544 195 118 1, 715 1,595 1,015 580 129 
== === 

Net!""-"""--·------ 21 •-2.'>8 •-2581 1-719 • 461 •o I •-41 •-41 • -684 •643 •o 
l'\et incomes ______ ~11, 965 1, 769 1, 224 545 196 117 1, 729 1,609 - 1, 030 579 129 

---------
0-499 --------- 8 402 366 -23 389 36 1 1494 .... •-224 •668 •so 
~10-\199 ___ ----- 361 738 6.18 246 392 100 19 862 602 347 455" 60 
I.Oon-1.4!19. ___ 731 1, 271 1,195 716 4791 76 41 1, 264 1,182 

6201 562 82 l.f-01--l.WII ..... ~~kill u:~ ::~ 563 155 26 1,693 1, 621 1,050 571 72 
2.(01-2.9\111 .• -. 609 220 21 2, 482 2, 435 I, 792 643 47 
J,OI..l.l or over __ 381 4, 203 3, 621 2, 951 6701 582 9 4,168 3,430 2, 645 785 738 

IOWA FAMILY TYPE 1 FAMILY TYPES 2 AND 3 

Alllooome classes ..••. 2!'1-"'1~ -"'1 -1 ~ _... 1,040 974 465 509 ~ 
S~t I...__ ........ sj-329

1 
-329 -755 ~ --o --5 -365 -379 -908 529 14 

Net iocumes .•.•.. 1110 1166 908 461 447 58 160 1,084 1,016 508 508 68 

-rm~---~ ~~~~~---------- 33 343 316 -50 3661 27 22 305 301 -78 379 4 
f>(IO-WII -·-·-· VI 769, 722' 317 405 47 58 781 758 285 473 23 
I.Uli0-1.499-- •• 421 I, 201 1, 121 615 506 60 48 1, 216 Ill> ,., '·"'I '·"1 -~ .., ~ . 1,121 593 528 
l.!UH.!I!III ____ 1, 707 1,612 1,012 600 95 
2.10011-2.1199 .. -- 71 2, 404 2, 221 I, 543 678j 183 10 2,397 2,098 1,386 712 2W 
3,000 or over __ 31 3, 830i 3, 700 3, 094 6661 70 1 • 3,267 •a. 267 • 2, 976 1381 •o 

FAMILY TYPES 4 AND 5 FAMILY TYPES 6 A..""D 7 

·'II in.....,. t'IL<SeS.- •• 2Uii 1.206 I, 126 5621 56.11 81 105 1,260 1.172 546 626 88 ·~~u~,~~~~l==l=== ~et 1"""""---------1 4• -360~ -373~-!1951 6221 13k •-1,004 •-1,004 •-1,808 •804 •o _s.,., ______ ~211iLZ.S.l.lM lilii2J 562, 82i 104 1,- 1,193 5611 624 -89 

~·-1 -~·-~~---- -
--- -------, 32• 3tH S4Vi -56 405 321 8 351 329 -117 437 31 !-W--W!I - ..... ;o :-.161 &.131 212' 41>1 431 39 809 742 213 529 67 
1.0>1()-1.411!1 ____ S.\•1,243!1.1401 5791 51\11 1031 35 1,216 1,095 471 624 121 
U•lll-I.\1\111.... ~l 1, 7121 1,616' 886'1 7:10 1161 12 1 684 1 595 971 724 89 
2."10-2.WII ..•• 

1
i 22 2.425: 2.243! 1,420 8231 182!' 3 isot i369 1537 832 132 

3.WU .. O'l"ft'-- 10 S, 761 S, 5017 2, 908' &!II' 164. 7 4,101 3. 996 i 892 1, 104 105 

See footaoti'S at end of table. 
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TABL. &7.-BOURCBII OJ' FAMILY INCOMB! ..4.1m"tJgll llolalfamily income, fJtiBTage net 
income from the farm, and from 110urce• othBT Ulan the operated farm, by family 
aype and income, Middle AUontic, Narth Central, and New E11{Jlandfarm eeclitn~a,• 
1935-36-Continued 

(Wblte DOIII'eliel lamlllea &bat Include a llusband 1111oi wile, bo&b natlt"&-bonl) 

Ne& farm income a Net farm IDcome a 
.8· .8· 

I :0"' ., ~~ J t"' 
., ~~ 

"f!· • 8; Jf!· .. g!l 
.!i! jl.S.W ... s.w ... 

State and lam Dy. (,)IDg !L~ .ail o•8 .:;ti .ail 
a-me ci&I!S (dollan) :; 'g !i e~ "'a j 'E!i e,a !I • ~ :.~:~: 

.... §~ 

I 
.. .... Ze 

.!l ii~ Si ~»!!= a"" h 'a ";; 

~ 
.. ., 

3 3 .. ., 
1; ~.afil .. 

~ 
".a~'~ .. 

~ .. .. 
~ ~ ~ .. .. 

"' E-t "" "" (I) (ll) (3) (4) (6) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 

J'AMILY TYPE 1 FAMILY TYPES 2 AND a 
1'11BIION1' 

No., Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. No.I Dol. Dol. · Dol. Dol. Dol. 
All lnoome claases. •••• 119 1,080 900 628 424 130 781 1,320 1,136 861 485 184 

1=-= = = = = = 
Net!O!llft! .•••••••• "iii ·i;OSci """950 --626 --~424 ;=-f·:: """i;i36 ---.·-85i -·-iM . Ne& lncomee •••••• 139 485 -

o-499 .••••••••• 13 3.11 286 39 246 48 1183 t-86 1289 199 
. 1100-999 .••••••• 48 773 663 2ll6 372 106 24 769 861 298 1153 118 

1,1100-1,499 •••• 33 1,173 1,083 641 447 85 32 1, 230 1,107 601 606 123 
1.500-1.999 •••• 15 1, 727 1,673 1,012 lifl1 154 Iii 1, 732 1, 559 986 673 •J73 
2.1100-2.!lllll •••• 10 2. 262 1, 782 1,1641 628 . 470 2,360 2.0811 1,409 680 261 
8,000 or over •• oj---··- 14,214 I 2. 419 11,681 1738 11,796 

FAMILY TYPES t AND I FAMILY TYPES 8 AND 7 

All lnoome cluses ••••• 191 l,t29 1,201 69t 607 ~ -~ 1,272 7041 668 218 
== = 

---228'-·--83 .. T488 
= Netlossee .•••••••• "iii ·i;429 ·i;20i ---694 ---807 ---i;272 -'"'---~-- ------Ne& lnoomee ___ ; __ 704 668 216 --- '306 ------- ------

o-499 •••••• _. __ 8 417 370 86 47 8 442 . 442 80 3112 """iii 1100-999------·- 49 798 61111 3M 385 lOll 26 789 671 209 462 
1,1100-1,400 •••• 65 1,1114 1,0119 804 485 105 

~, 
I, 213 1,128 566 562 86 

1.500-1.111111 •••• 461.600 1,4111 8.19 Mil 271 I, 752 1,400 1175 624 263 
2.1100-2.999.- •• 28 2, 396 1,11116 1,3311 869 

4011 
15 2, 393 2,200 1.507 693 193 

a.ooo ~ over- - 5 3, 111!11 2,333 1,5811 744 1,600 3 li, till 3,191 2.180 1,011 2,290 

1 Aver&INS 11ft based on the total nom her of families in eacb ol89S. Average net losses are indicated by a 
miDus sign. For description or income from the specified sources see Glossary, Income, Farm Family. 

I For dale for Pennsylvania see table 31. Family types 8 and II are not shown by income because of the 
small number of cases. :For total family IDcome and money income rrom nonfarm sources for tbese familiee 
see table 48, columns 13 and 16; lor nonmoney income !rom farm-furnished products see table 61, column 4. 
Net farm money income adjusted for change in crops stored and livestock for families of types 8 and II was as 
follows: New Jersey, &-76; Ohio, $538; Micbigan, $974; Wisconsin, $844; llllnols, $1,120; Iowa, $4113; Vermont, 
$697. Tolel net farm income is the sum or adjusted money income and &be value of farm-furnished products. 

1 Net money lncomt from farm plus lncre&SM or minus decreases ID value of Ji\·es&ock ownecl and crops 
atored for sale between tbe beginning and end of the report yeBI'. 

• Includes money .,.... nin!=' of family members and money income from sucb nonfarm sources ae net returns 
from investments, pensious, and gifts. For number of lamiliell baving noDiarm income from earnings and 
otbN sources oee tables 63 and 68. 

1 A Vll'lll!e blllled on kwer tban a -. 
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TABU 58.-N'OSFAJU( IIONEY INCOJOI OTliBB. 'I1IAJI' KAlL'iiNGS: I Nvfrllwr of, ..... 

lK• llarin, -Janra 111011ey i- Ir-~• etlt6 t1taa eannfl{13, mad ,_...,. 
a~mlfat r'ft!riNd, by family~ and i~ JJiddk .Allt.mtie, Norlla Central.
/\-~~ EnglGrulfanra -=timu, 1935--:18 

(White IIDIIn!IW fllmiliiB tb8t llldude • lnl&baDd 111.111 wtre. bodl JJatttoe.borD) 

l'amilies or spedfled types hav- .&-..• 'IIODfarm DIOIIeY .. 
0. DOnlBnn 1D011Q" iDcome mme otl>ew tball eiiiDialll 

State ud tunily~.U. o&hel" tbaa elllDiDp ~ lty llllllilis af-

\dN.ian) 

Types I Types - Type Types Type Types Types Typos 
1 2aod3 tUJdj &udi 1 2ud3 hDd.i lud7 

(1) (2) (3) (t) (&) (6) (7) (8) (I) 

OW RUn' 
.l't .... ,~ Nil-:; Na.- n.u.n Dell.n Dotltln Delhn 

AD.__~------- 47 25 77 M • 81 a 

Net~--------------==o~ 2 • • a tl • Net~--------------- 47 25 75 17 56 • 81 
""" ..... _______________ 

I 1 1 • • Jl II 18 

------------------ 10 i I 1 32 S1 30 18 
1~1.499 ____________ 

13 I • I Sl 11 till • 1.soo-1.9911 _____________ 
I I • 2 1211 43 liB 17 2-00D--2.9911 ___________ 
I s 21 8 a 211 141 II 

1.000 ar over--.----- • 8 18 I 74 'I& 140 -ISSDU.YAJIIA 

AD m-~------- 1211 81 175 81 'Ill 15 It • 
Net~---------------- 1 I 2 • 12S) Ia 211 

---~~ Net mcc.a-_ ___________ 
125 81 171 81 18 15 65 

0-499.----------- • s "' • • IS 30 • ----------------- 33 17 30 7 211 17 30 II 1.00D--J..4!111. __________ 
33 II 40 12 • 16 40 2S 

1.~1.9911 _____________ 
21 11 l!l Ill I97 ~ t2 I7 2-00D--2.9911 _____________ 
12 It tS 21 1lill 811 till • 1,000 ar .,.. _______ • 10 25 18 171 77 2M • -AD~~- 7f • .. 311 JIB • • • 

Net kas. ------------- 1: I 1 • a ------- •2 --.- 18 
Nee~------------- 32 .. 30 llD 21 • .... __________ 

I I • a 21 It 0 800-9911-------------- rr • 22 s 30 8 'Zl 5 1.00D--l.M _______ 
22 If • • 55 S2 61 • 1.soo-1.91111 _________ 
12 I 11 • 18 25 till G 100D--1M .• ______ 

"' I IS 8 1117 S2 lit 101 
1.000 Cll' ----------- I! • li I l,'ftl5 10 lit iii 

JOaiJCaJr ,, 
.a.JI!Mame~------ • "' 8 Sl • ,. .. 

Net"------------- 0 I 0 a IO 1175 IO ---ti Net-------·-- • :II "' 8 a· 21 25 .... _______ 
li 2 $ • Ill 7 M • SfJt'-11118 ______________ 

u 13 12 I 22 S1 II • I.OOD--l.f'Jt ••••••• ____ u $ 10 I • I6 IS 5 1.51"0-I.M. ______ , • I 12 • 'I& liB Sl • 10l10-1M .•• - I I I 1 ~ • 211 lil 
~.- ...... I • 2 1 2511 • 11 1112 ·-.u._"'--- • • ., • • 18 • • 
~:~----- • I • • -.- 114 r---:.-- 10 • » ., 21 II • • ..... ________ 

I I 2 • 1 1., 11 • IOIHiel .•• • II 11 I • 18 • I 
UliO-l.M. 10 • IS I 31 I • u 
1~1.M. 10 ' 18 • 31 "' 52 • 1~:a.-.• I • 8 I m ,. 61 m 1.11»•- I I I I 14J Ill 1l1 • 
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T&BLB 58.-JrOirFARif lfOWII:Y UfCOMB OTBJ:R TllA5 &AB!fiNG8: I Number of farM
. lia laaftllf tum/fJrfll IIWMJ ineome from .our~• otMr lhafl eorttiff!llt• tmd arleNJflt 

gmovflt r«ei~~ed. by faMily lype and ifiCOmt. Middle Atlafllie, NorU. Central, and 
Nffll Ellflond farm eediOfUI, lBS0---.!8-continued 

(White IIDIUelief familiel &bet lDdade a h11Sbud ud 'll'ife, both MIIY&-boro) 

8a.te ud llmu1y...__ .. 
(dollan) 

(1) 

ILU50III 

AD income~---·-··-·····---·-
Net tc-.. ---···----··---------
Net incomes .•••••••••••••••••••• 

o-4119-- --------··-----··---
100-9!19-----··-······--------1,CI00-1,4119 .••• _. _____________ 
1,500-1,9911 ________________ 
2,1100-2,!11111 ___________________ 

3,000 or over ••••••••••••• - •• 

IOWA 
.All income a-_________________ 

Net losses .••••• - ••••••••••••••• 
Net incomes...·-···----·-------

o-4119. ··---·-------------
liOIHIIIII. ---------------· 1,1100-1,490 ••••••••••••••••••. 1,500-1,9911 __________________ 

2.1100-2,990 .•• ~---------------
1,000 or ov•---------·-------

'niiiKOft 
AD income claDM ________________ 

l'amilie8 of specilkod types ....,. A v~ • Dollfarm _,. iD
iM oonrann money i- eome otb<or thaD ~ 
oU.. than eU"Dini!B ,_;vee~ by tamiliee of-

Type Tm'S Type.o Type.o Type TJllO'II Type.o TYJ!08 
1 21Uld3 4andS 8ud7 1 2and3 4and5 land7 

(2) (3) (4) (S) (e) (7) (8) 

~-..wr Ns~ N•tabn NsrRIJn Dolt.• Df/U4ro Dolltnl Dollan 
fiO 36 ea ,. ·il 37 81 32 

0 1 0 0 

-------
1376 •o •o 

fiO 35 Ill :M 34 61 32 

2 0 I I 14 0 • lfiO 
12 6 4 2 30 17 22 1 
12 10 II 8 30 25 22 34 
12 8 13 8 22 19 40 43 
e 8 II 2 Ill 85 'lO 44 
e 4 13 a 2711 49 306 25 

• 15 44 • 31 71 33 20 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 •o • 15 44 • 31 7 34 20 

a 0 6 0 12 0 18 0 
11 5 13 3 27 3 19 IN 
8 7 14 5 30 13 311 30 
8 l I 1 36 (f) 3 9 
a 2 • 0 161 42 77 0 
l 0 4 0 70 •o 140 0 

~ 

47 36 82 14 . .a 43 60 5 

Net liiSSfJS ..••••••••••••••••••••• -------- -------- -------- -------- -------· -------· -------- -------
Net incomes....---------·------- 47 36 62 14 43 43 60 5 

o-490. __________________ 
4 1 3 0 21 •zs 10 0 

501H199.- ---------------- 18 4 13 2 41 46 19 (') 1,1100-1,490 _________________ 
14 11 18 5 28 41 211 2 1,500-1,990 __________________ 
7 4 13 3 211 28 52 17 2,1100-2,990 _________________ 
4 4 13 2 154 14 88 3 3,ooo or owr ______________ 
0 2 2 2 1246 773 23 

•IDdndes money income from meb DODfann IIOOftlllS as net ft!tums from Investments, pensions, and 
Pta. See 0~, lneome, .Fann Family: Moneylneome from Sooroes Other Than the Operated .Fann.. 
Par data f<r PeDDSYivania families ol type~~ 8 and 9 by income see table 34. Tbeas families are not shown 
by income for tbeotM (ann !leCtioDS becswleoltbesmall DUIDM at cases. Of these families 6in Newlersey, 
311 in Pennsylvania, 18 in Ohio, 1 in Michigan, 10 in Wisconsin, 3 in lllinois, 3 in Iowa, and 5 in Venoont 
bad nonfarm money iDCOme other than earnini!S- Average amounts re<eived Weft!: New 1ersey, $16; 
Pennsylvania, $26; Ohio, $113; Miebigan, $14; Wisconsin, $17; lllinois, $157; Iowa, $7; and VenDODt, $17. 

I Av- are based OD the total DnmMal familiesineacbelass (tables 51 and 57). 
• Average based on few• &ban 3-. 
•to.ao<rka. 
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TABLID 59.-NJ!:T INCOMID AND NET LOSSES FROM FARMING: Number of jamilt'e3 
harn:ng net farm income, number having net .farm losses, average amounts reported, 
and average net farm money income or losses,• by income, l'vliddte Atlantic, North 
Central, and New England farm sections, 1935-36 

(White nonrelief famllies that include a husband and wife, both natift·bom] 

Noet farm income Net farm Net farm income Net farm 
(money and-uonmoney) money (money and nonmooey) money 

. ~ ' '' .income• income• 

Family-Income FamilieS Families 
<"lllSS (dollars) having- Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver· having- Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver----- age' age• age age age• age• age age net net net net 

Net Net in- net in- net Net Net in- net in- net 

in· Joss- come losses come los!les in- loss- come losses come losses 
come 65· come es 

(1) {2) {3) (4) {5) (a) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 

NEW JERSEY PENNSYLVANIA 

No. No. Dol. Dot. Dol. Dol. No. No. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
All inoome classes ... 750 41 1,491 520 1,061 456 61,992 30 1,409 267 898 220 

------= ------= ------= 
Net losses ......• 0 21 

"i;49i" 781 '1,076 1,509 0 7 "i;409· 428 """898" 724 
Net inoomes •••. 750 20 245 1,061 291 01,~2 23 218 207 -- -- --

6-249 ...••••. 16 5 107 141 ------- 329 17 1 130 '373 338 353 
256-499 ....•. 47 3 327 242 170 263 89 1 308 a 210 150 143 
506-749 ...•.. 61 1 553 150 231 156 190 5 499 69 228 148 
756-999 ....•• 72 1 745 1139 389 250 243 6 701 289 351 232 
1,00()-1,249 .• 90 0 977 ------- 527 185 236 2 903 '144 453 234 
1,256-1,499.- 88 2 1,112 '428 635 292 • 240 2 1,072 168 608 229 
1,506-1,749 .• 57 1 1,405 '768 804 533 227 2 1,340 a 264 773 167 
1,756-1.999.- 59 2 1, 588 al07 966 278 178 1 1,633 '106 977 161 
2,006-2,249 .• 51 1 1,644 a267 1,108 234 147 0 1,907 ------ 1,100 192 
2,256-2,499 •• 45 1 2,039 aaoo 1, 299 1659 109 0 2,021 ------ 1, 262 158 
2,506-2.999.- 61 1 2,098 '135 1,468 736 139 1 2,438 a220 1, 514 505 
3,006-3,999.- 69 1 2, 799 a319 2,082 504 129 2 3,123 '536 2,112 823 
4.006-4.999.- 31 1 3,651 a428 2, 687 a1,048 28 0 4, 175 ------ 3,082 ------6,000orover. 13 0 6,562 ------- 4,658 ------- 20 0 4,351 ------ 3,083 '188 

OHIO MICHIGAN 
. -

All income classeoL. ~~-7 1.181 663 665 268 774 10 1,103 343 698 315 -01-2 = = 
Net losses ...•••• 

Tisi· 
I 1,126 """665" a1,875 0 5 

Tioa· 
533 • 343 1,158 

Net inoomes •.•. 809 6 478 216 774 6 153 698 258 ----
6-249 ...••••• 4 0 88 ------- ------- 103 9 0 126 ------ 92 232 
256-499 ..••.. 33 0 320 ------- 123 184 62 2 342 '186 190 190 
506-749 .••••• 95 Cl 580 ------- 240 181 121 1 589 • 216 327 143 
750--999 ·---- 1M 1 803 '146 868 242 137 0 811 .............. 453 178 
1,006-1,249.- 138 1 1,009 a2,207 515 353 131 0 990 ------ 573 81 
1,2.'i6-1,499.- 114 0 1, 222 ---.-iS- 620 6152 115 1 1,249 '27 794 289 
1,506-1,749 .. 91 2 1,480 882 217 61 0 1,432 ------ 916 708 
1,756-1,999 .. 65 0 1,578 ------- ·943 73 47 0 1, 651 ---- .. - 1,015 668 
2.00(}-2,249-- 34 0 1; 787 ------- 1,086 a82 24 0 1,667 ------ 1,023 a197 
2.:1.'10-2,499 .• 34 0 2,050 ------- 1,307 aaoo 20 1 1,998 I ]50 1, 226 6266 
2,506-2,11\19.- 26 1 2, 217 '6 1, 348 '424 24 0 2,376 -- .. --- 1,530 ............. _ 
3.000-3,999.- a 0 2, 751 ------- 1,803 ------- 17 0 2, 902 ------ 2,028 ------4,000-4,11119.- 3 0 3,850 ------- 2, 497 -.------ 3 0 4, 282 ------ 3, 281 ........ -...... 
6.000 or o•·er. 4 0 2,860 --·---- 1, 729 ------- s 0 5,410 ------ 4,636 -----

See footnotes at eod of table. 
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TABLS 59.-Nii:T INCOifll AND MJ:T LOSSES FROM J'ARMING: Number of families 
, Aaving fteC farm inco111f', n11mber having net farm W.au, GHrage amO'Imle raported, 

and &JIJerCifll nelfarm morae11 iracoma or loaaes,l by incom., Middle Allamic, North 
Central, and New England farm teeliona, J996'-S6-Continued 

(White 110lU'81ief families &bet Include e biiSbaud 1111d wUe, both ae&lve-born) 

Net farm income Netfsrm Net farm lnrome Net farm 
(IDCIIl87 ud noomoney) money (money BDd nonmoney) money 

Income• income• 

--
J!'amily-income :Families Familiae 
el8811(dollars) having- Aver- Aver- AveF• Aver- having- Aver-lAver- Aver- Aver• agel agel age age Bile I a~~:e I age age net net net net net 

Net Net in• net in· net Net Net 
e!:e losses 

in· net 
iD• los&- eome lii6Silll 

lli>ID8 lossell In• losa- come losses 
come ee come ee 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (6) (8) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS 

No. No. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. No. No. Dol. 1 D•'·f Dol. Dol. 
AD income cJ-.. .. 774 II 1,344 326 824 273 831 12 ~ 72411.116 387 

= = 
Net I09SeS .•••••. 0 8 

T~-
148 """i24" 633 0 6 ···---· 1,444 1417 815 

Net incomes •••• 774 8 414 268 831 7 1, 1125 209 l, 117 337 

1 --r----&-240 _______ 
7 1 154 11136 ····oo· ,448 2 1160 a 348 ••••••• 438 

26&-499.- •• 18 0 870 ····w· 112 22 0 367 ------ 281 410 
800-749 •••••• 70 8 619 282 268 47 3 598 304 341! . 389 
760-999 .••••• 1111 1 840 1851 407 308 96 0 839 ------ 4ll8 6 202 
1,00&-1,249 •• 143 0 1,083 --·----- 678 1202 120 0 1,057 ------ 647 . 304 
1,250-U99 •• 120 0 1,309 

------~ 
712 222 117 0 1,313 --.-29· 802 560 

1,800-1,7411_. 109 0 1,526 ............... 928 142 109 1 1,545 1,076 1131 
1.7~1.999 •• 80 0 1,817 ............... 1,141 .. .............. 73 2 1, 785 186 1. 229 218 

.. ll,ooo-2,249 •• 27 0 1,923 ................ 1,209 ------- 58 0 1,918· ------ 1. 21\4 
~-

2,25&-2,499 .• 81 0 2,148 .... 7ii" 1,432 ""i2iii" 46 0 2,172 ······I 1,527 1233 
2,50&-2. 999 -. 23 1 2,413 1,505 64 0 2, 525 --···-' 1,859 1180 
a,ooo-a,999 __ 23 0 a, 270 .............. 2,250 .............. 49 0 3,121 .••••• ,2, 298 '59 
6,00&-4,999-. 8 0 4,118 ............... 3, 450 .............. 11 0 3,615' ~--··· 2, 819 .. ........... 
6,000orover. 1 0 14,3li7 •3,«1 .............. 17 0 6,211 •••••• 4,146 ............. 

IOWA VERMONT 
--· -

18,1,080 1,170 1 1231 683 AD lnoome clasaes ••• 804 797 1134 407 609 4 221 
= = = 

Netloslm ....... 0 18 ·i;080· 883 719 1,964 ------ ............ --·---- ------ ------- ------
Net .i.ucomeL -·· 804 2 1113 633 218 609 4 1,170 123 . 683 221 --- ----r-;;- - 4 --

o-240 .••••••• 22 0 147 268 1 191 135 2li1 1142 26&-499 _____ 
74 0 378 ·aioo 2li8 181 27 0 893 ------ 200 127 

800-749 •••••• 111 1 601 335 142 65 0 555 ------ 262 152 
750-999 ...••. 152 1 824 1126 461 188 89 1 783 193 376 702 
1,00&-1,249 .• 116 0 1,037 ------- 497 343 96 0 1,011 ............ 521 1765 
1,25&-1.499.- 74 0 1,267 .............. 641 1254 56 0 l, 269 .. .......... 717 1118 
1,50&-1,749 •• 46 0 1,621 .............. 799 682 60 0 1,378 ------ 803 140 
1,7~1.999 .• 28 0 1, 777 -·----- 999 126 36 0 1,638 ------ 1,034 168 
2,00&-li,:M9 •• 16 0 2,062 .............. 1, 350 

·i·~-
26 0 1,860 ------ 1,131 126 

2,25&-2.499 •• 18 0 2,004 ------- 1,281 22 1 1,999 18 1,189 1162 
2.50&-2,999 •• 14 0 2, 582 .............. 1,509 ............... 18 0 2, 438 ------ 1,609 ------a,ooo-a.999 __ 21 0 3,438 .............. 2,009 ------- .. 6· 1 2, 822 5356 2,055 146 
6,00&-4,999 •• 3 0 4,254 l, 926 ------- 2 0 11,628 ------ •999 ------6,000orover. 1 0 I 0,964 :::::::,. 6,976 ------- 3 0 4,171 ............ 2,852 ............ 

I See Glossary, Income, Parm Pamlly. 
1 Averages are based on tbe number or famlllee having net Income from l'arming (column 2 or 8). 
1 Average& are based on the number of familiee having net losses from l'arming (column 3 or 9). 
• Averages are based on tbe corresponding number of famlliea beving net money Income or net money 

losses from farming (table 48. columns 4 BDd 10). 
1 A Venll!8 based on fewer thaD 3 cases. 
1 Exclude& 1 family &bat reported -o net l'arm ineome. 
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T.t.BLJ: 60.-l".t.BIIII. OPJ:BATING &XPENDI'l'UREB: Number of families reporting e2>
pendituru for •peciji.ed itema, and arJerage amounts reporUd, by incofne, Mifidlc 
Atlantic, North Central, Gnd New England farm lU!Ctiom, 1935-86 

[White Donrelief families that iuclude a husband Uld wife, both DBtiv&born) 

l~i t ! - i! b .., 
~i 

lis 
.. -s ! :il <l 

.t:J i b B8 ·~ !D~ ,!! :i .s . 0:: " .., .. g.~ c:: f! .. 
'S dl f!oo """ ~i Illata end l'limily- E ~ E . a ~ iii •" ... t Iii c- _.s :::E .e ii. ~ r:g .s laoome class (do•la"') .!! ; i t .s ~ 1 J:!"3 ..e~ 

:L ., .c 
_., 

i _.., Iii"' '!:!' "" 
,._ 

> $ 
.., ::;! ; It = " .coo ;:.- ~ 
$ ::s <l ... _., 

a; "" "" "' 0 = Eo< ... = o-
(I) (2) (3) (f) (5) (6) en (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (H) 

FAMILIES HAVING EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

Jl&11' IEIUI&Y I No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
All iDoome classes •••• , 791 648 392 628 706 602 632 583 ~6 685 316 173 565 

= = = w = 
Net losses........ 21 18 12 18 21 18 18 11 19 10 6 It 
Net Incomes.---. '170 630 380 610 684 liiK 514 liM 325 666 306 167 5f6 --------------------1-----

~2411 ..••••••. 21 18 II 18 18 17 15 17 7 18 10 6 15 
2.'i0-499. - ----- 60 34 16 36 43 M 22 34 12 45 17 8 31 
li00-7411.----- 62 40 25 61 62 45 35 34 'rT f6 17 18 36 
751H1119 ..• ---- 73 61 31 55 fil 62 40 '" 26 65 35 12 liO 
1,IJ00-1,249 ___ 90 73 42 70 82 67 57 86 35 81 24 . 21 60 
1,~1.400 ___ 90 70 43 71 60 70 61 69 36 78 ~ 19 63 
1.~.749 ___ 5I! t8 22 43 61 40 41 '" 20 48 12 40 
1.7~1,999 ___ 61 64 aa 48 55 47 41 48 23 48 ~ 17 47 
2,ooo-2,249. __ 52 45 29 40 43 41 34 40 25 '" 12 37 
2,~2,4911 .••• 46 40 25 42 '" 35 36 37 21 40 20 9 38 
2,500-2.999 .••• 62 55 35 49 67 48 42 47 22 li6 23 15 45 
a.~.m .... 60 00 41 liO 58 51 48 55 40 M 24 6 f6 
4,0Q0-4,9\19 ____ 32 30 21 26 29 26 29 26 23 ~~ 19 10 'rT 
r,ooo or over •• J.3 ~~ 8 1 11 11 13 13 II 8 3 11 

.AVERAGE• EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

Dol., Dol. Dol. Dol. Dot. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol.! Dd. Dol. I Dol. Dol. 
Alllneomeelasses ..•• , 2. 292 665 190 361 349 78 95 118 47 11i6 ~~- 62 190 

I= == = = = = 
Net los!oes ........... 3.279 673 182 847 612 312 &21 160 lf6 191 ~93 2M 

··------~~~ 190 362 345 71 89 117 '" lli6 ~ 188 

~240. -------- 1. 690 354 84 193 1!118 611 112 100 58 149 

·~ : 
132 

~·--·--- 1,275 320 69 208 235 il3 63 65 17 113 86 

~::::::: t~ = 63 205 180 43 58 64 27 94 71 82 
116 277 203 li2 47 68 22 116 69 52 109 

1.01~1.249. __ 1 1, 982 617 91 343 349 68 68 101 47 147 61 54 120 
1.~1,400 __ , 1,557 356 104 265 2.'18 611 70 75 30 1.31 1 : 120 
1,500-1.749 .••• , l.fM 433 93 365 313 65 68 112 26 114 148 
1,7~t.m •••• i 2. 7201 6~3 141 892 354 112 123 172 : ~ 98 75 329 
2,000...2.249 ____ • 2. 2301 635 130 329 3i1 1:: 73 118 84 i9 148 
2,2!,()-2,4\19 __ i 2. 633 621 146 604 367 106 141 ~ I~ 111 37 214 
2,500-2.999 ...... ) 2. 510 693 129 351 473 96 60 136 63 69 209 
&,CiOCH,W9 .••• , .. 4!16 1191 22l 670 620 1111 ~g 183 1111 214 101 69 318 
t.or-.wa .••• , 4.361 L 100 .. : = ~ llli = :J: = 18 JM': 381 
~<aova •• 

1
10. SOIIj Z,193 121 li19 1991 1170 

I 

See footDots at eod of table. 
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TABL• 60.-rARII OPRBATINO axPRNDITt1RIII8: Number of fomiliu repurting e:r
lltJflditwu fur e'Pf!Ci/Wl item., and fJftrage amount. r'fi'Ptn'tfld, by incMM, Middle 
.AUontic. Narll Cflnlral, and N- E'llfllond farm uetiotw, 1986-M-<::ontinued 

(White DDDftliel families that !Dt-lade 1 lmsbanclllld Wife, botb Dltll"~bnm) 

fitate IDd ftlmlly• 
u-medasa (dCIIlars) 

(1) 

ii .,.a 
o=: 
~'8 
.e& 
'iii I _ .. 
~.a 
(2) 

~ ... s 

J .., 
~ 
Ill 
(3) 

& 
!!. . 

t • i I .., 
.t .! ,.;! ... 
(4) (5) (II) 

I .. -6 ~ ! = I .u "' :! Cl g_g ,; ,;; 'i !ii :.; j ,;- eli 1l 
""' i ~ .a 1 -;.a l .., : : ~ j 
ID :a 0 = (-4 

(7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) 

.., .lo. 

~~ f~ 
":!• ~== "'l'f .!!;; sa 
"'=I ~!. .S::o _ ... ;:I 
" g.r .. = (13) (14) 

I'AMILIK8 HAVING EXPKNDITURK8 I'OR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

AU Income eJasses __ -. 

OBIO 

All iDcome ~---· 

Neot IOI!SI!ll.------· 

31 
25 
32 
42 
46 
6JJ 
71 
81 

115 
ga 

117 
149 

Net income!L---·I--+---f--+--l--+-+----f---l--+--+---f--ii--
o-M9 ------· 3 
251)-499_______ 23 
li00-749_______ 82 
7l'AHIOO.-----· 1M 
1,1100-1,219__ 121 
1,250-1,499_ 104 
1,500-1, 749__ 85 
1, 750-1,999__ 58 
2,Q00-2,lM9___ 31 
2,250-2,499__ : 
l!,ii00-2,999__ 13 
3,cnH,999 __ _ 
4,1100-4,999___ : 
6,000 c. Ofti' __ L _ _!_ _ _:,_ _ _:_ _ _.:. _ _!__...:_ _ __:_ _ _,_ _ _!,_~ _ ___;!___!--

See footDotesat eud ol tallle. 
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TABLE 60.-FARM OPERATING EXPENDITURES: Numbtr of families reporting ~
penditu~t for specified item!, and aiH!rage amounts reported, by income, Middle 
Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sections, 1935-36-Continued 

(White noorelief families that inelude a husband and wife, beth nativ~-born] 

~- .. ill - ;g l> "" f! [~ 
0 .. .; -5 :8 "' g_ .Q ... 28 .. 
.!! !! 3 - "' "' """' !..a 

c~ ~ ~ ~.m 
:: "' "'"" o-

StAte and family- e;-g e - iii :>: 0 5l f.,. .$.9 s"8 tnoome clbSS (dollars) .s ~ i :0 "' ... :s ..... 13. .,; tnrl .s f 
..... 

.!~ i .s "' o·- ..'!!"' 
~ :a -a.s :f 

_, 
>< -.. "" "" s .<:1 .. .., t"' s ... ~ 

C) .. ., 
:0 .. .. ::! g. .. lil .C"" co:~ 

~ 
a> .. ::'i 

.. ;:; ""'"' E--- = ... ... "' 0 ~ E-o .... ~ o·-
(I) (2) (,) (4) (5) (5) (7) (8) (!I) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) 

AVERAGE • EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED I'l'EMS 

0~~~ ~~~1~1~1~1~1~ ~~~~~~~,~~~ 
Allincomeclasses.--- =~,!=~!==~'= 601_ 51_ 20.--~- 28, ~--~~~--~ ~; 

Net losses ________ '~084 'I,ooo· '0 '106!1 '5101 '6831 '405 '2351 '5791 '117r r 319 1125 7 6 
Net incomes_____ 581 73 94 60 50 19 51 271 35 61 40 25 45 

6-249 _________ - 431--ll73~1,3225--s2,'-s4~---;j--4--0--8 
2oo-499_______ 301 18 58 42 24 10 24 11 17 46 21 ~ 17 
506-749_______ 361 2S 54 36 34 13 29 15 23 47 21 ~~ 34 
7.1()-999_______ 381 44 57 50 42 12 32 11 20 46 21 15 31 
1,000-1,249.___ 412 43 58 41 37 15 36 16 27 50 42 10 37 
1,250-1,499 ____ • 510 57 67 46 49 15 44 22 41 61 38 22 48 
1,506-1,749.___ 692 68 132 88 54 24 46 32 49 60 47 .38 M 
1,750-1,999____ 767 90 125 84 62 22 100 32 35 69 57 34 57 
2,0011-2,249____ 775 152 69. 55 54 17 102 53 41 86 46 51 4g 
2,2.10-2,4!19.___ 1, 256 188 205 135 90 37 109 81 81 116 82 40 92 
2,.'i(l0-2,999 ____ 1. 001 ~s 61 78 106 47 92 69 28 no 831 36 83 
3.000-3,999.___ 1, 916 360 550 89 122 64 102 130 103 130 901 31 145 
4,006-4,999____ 1, 524 230 401 252 91 90 69 14 20 97] 0 167 93 
6,000 Ol" O\"er __ 2. 941 356 1, 195 266 114 (') 217 61 245 233 162 o 92 

J 

IIICRIGAN 
FAMILIES HAVING EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED -ITEMS 

No. I No. No. No. No. No., No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
All income classes ____ ==~ ~ ==~ 38~ ~ =537 _ 520 --~ -~~ 6~ ___;s_: -~ 631Jo 

Net losses________ 5 5 4 2 5 .~ 4 5 3 3 3 1 s 
Net incomes ____ . 779 481 380 380 518 -· 516 401 326 621 279 85 625 

--------------r----------
0-219_________ 9 7 4 5 6 .! 7 3 7 - 9 6 2 7 
25(H99_______ 64 32 25 29 31 42 36 . 23 26 50 24 7 4g 
506-749_______ 122 52 49 62 64 76 75 47 38 93 38 10 97 
756-999_______ 137 77 62 65 79 85 79 68 41 102 38 11 114 
1,000-1,249____ 131 86 65 55 84 96 80 59 45 92 34 13 102" 
1,2-~J-1.499.___ 116 80 65 55 86 81 86 68 54 94 45 12 liS 
1,506-1,749.___ 61 41 30 32 50 42 44 33 33 53 28 10 48 
1,756-1,999____ 47 30 22 23 37 . 32 33 27 24 41 20 5 34-
2,006-2,249____ 24 17 16 15 19 17 19 19 16 21 13 4 18 
2.2.10-2.499____ 21 18 15 15 16 16 17 16 16 21 11 4 1g 
2,!il0-2,99il.___ 24 22 11 11 24 18 20 16 14 22 10 3 }g 
3,000-3.999.___ 17 15 14 11 16 14 16 16 9 17 9 2 16 
4,()0(hf,999____ 3 2 I 2 3 2 1 3 1 3 3 1 2 
li,OOOorover.: 3 2 I 0 3 2 3 3 2; 3; o1 1 2 

AVERAGE' EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~,~,~,~ 
AUinoomeelasses____ ~~-~ 161_ 56~' 19 71 =!'~r 63 so 23 =~ 

~Ptl"""""-------· 2,0791 258'1 544h97 391 20 715 Ill 511 103 115 2 24 
N "t iooomes ____ . 6M 86 158 56 32 19 66 40 30 63 ;;o 23 31 

---,---- -----:----1----------
6-310_________ 8291 751 1901 ~ 35 301 31 42 72 71 90 86 22 
2.'iH99_______ 448 74 68 40 18 16 53 31 18 50 ~~ 22 211 
!010-749________ 411 37 80J 39 1ft 12 53 28 25 51 32 12 25 
750-91111_______ 427 44 1021 35 20 13 39 24 18 49 35 23 25 
I,!MI0-1,2411.___ 455 63 104 30 24 15 29 25 22 S~ 38 25 28 
1.2.10-1.49\l____ 675 87 1651 61 33 19 52 44 27 65 62 17 ~ 
1.!010-1,7411.___ 9711 107 314 85 45 32 88 52 55 75 61 32 3% 
1,7.10-1.9\19 ·-· 1,049 126 353, 91 46 21 112 61 42 75 67 20 35 
2.000-2.:MII -·· I, Ill I~ 21151 109 45 20 118 41 48 93 90 24 25 
2.2.10-2.49\l, ___ ll, 232i 168 270

1 

131 68 31 171 54 63 105 103 26 4z 
2.rffl-2,11Q9____ I, ij 222 104 82 71 34 149 83 60 95 68 36 35 
3.001l-3.WU.___ 1, 730 I 473 180 91 49 307 114 30 121 85 ~ 63 
4.006-4.\11111._,_ I. 3!!7 399 167 18 •~ 17 38 329 G ~~ 107 17 49> 
6,000 or o...-. _ 2,331 8 800, 0 1- 17 241 lSO 114 i05 o 100 45· 

~ (ootll- at eucl of table. 
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TABLE 60.~FARM OPERATING EXPENDITURES: Number of families reporting ex
penditures for specified items, and average amounts reported, by income, Middle 
Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sections, 1935-36'-Continued 

[White nonrelief families that include a husband and wife, both native-born] 

~~ [2 ~ I I -b i 
I ' I~ ~e ::; I" " "' ~ "' 

I ~~~I "' ; ~-~B ,D ..., 0 " .$ t': "' i.E 'g~ "'" 3 - ~-o.- ~ .:2 "' o-
State and familY· ~~ s ~ 

" ,;; ·s I"~ I 13 l e~ ~.!3 -""' Income class (dollars) ... {$ " :;; ! ,0 "' "" ~ ] 0. ,; 
~~g1 .E ' ~·- r...:9 '"'"' .se 3 .s .5 ii o·- ,~ 

.. _,I i -" ... 
~"' ""' ~ 

,; .g i 0 -,D '"'"' ""' i 'c:l·-' 

I~ "' .s .. ~ "<' I~ 

! " ..:: "' " "' ~ ... -"'"" 
~-= 

., 
"' ~ I I "' 

, ., _, 
P1 .... ~ ~ UJ C!l 1;:.:; E-< '- ;:.:; o·-

I i (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) I (9) I (10) I (11) (12) I (13) (14) 
i ' i I 

FAMILIES HAVING EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

WISCONSIN I I 1'1' I 1-'r'rj,l No. No. No. No. No. No. I N~. No. /110. I .\o. I .\o. 1 !\o. No. 
Allincomeclasses .. ,. ~~. 506 ~~ 6231 727~~~:~~~~~~ 

Net losses ........ --3 --3~--~--2~--3~--2[--3i--3l--2i-2[--111--1~---3 
Net incomes,, ... -7~ ~~~ ~ ~~ ~~~~~~-4~!~:~1._:~.~ 

0--249.-.. --... 8 7 5 8 5 6 71 61 5i ~I sl 2! 8 
250--499,,..... 18 8 12 16 11 14 13 11 91 17[ Rl 51 14 
500--749., ... ,. 73 43 43 64 39 60 69 57 371 621 31! 14 69 
75()-999....... 120 73 70 99 68 89 1001[ 91 511 103\ oil 2sl 114 
1,ooo-I,249.... 143 90 87 117 86 1os 132 112 nl 123[ fill 24 137 
1,250-1,499.... 120 84 81 104 75 94 1141102 741 105 57 17 118 
1,50()-1,749 .. ,. 109 82 71 96 75 92 100 93 621 931 51 21 108 
1,750-1,999 .. ,. so 55 51 65 53 66! 76 69

1

. 48 nj 34 11 77 
z,ooo-2,249.___ 27 1s 20 22 21 211 26 21 23 1 261 14f 2 25 
2,250-2,499.... 31 26 26 29 23 251 31 29 27· 31' 221 3 31 
2,50()-2,999.... 24 19 19 23 16 191 231 231 181 221 101 51 24 
3,ooo-3,999.... 23 19 17 19 18 20 23 21 18• 231 13 5 23 
4,Q00-4,999.... 3 3 2 2 3 2' 31 3 31 a, 21 o .2 
5,000orover.. j, 0 1 0 Q, ol 1: 11 1' I, o. 0 1 

AVERAGE' EXPENDITL"RES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

~~~~~~·~~~~~l~l~l~-':~-~~-il~.l~ 
All incom• cl!lSSffi .... 1,014 1241 104 129 18: 40, 113 581 54 941 127. f\111 87 

Net losses ........ 1,509 1351 671 681 24j~l6f 617

1

· n'j 16l 701. 1721. ~~~=~ 
Net incomes _____ 1,012 124 104 129 18/ 40/ 111 .'i8 54i 951 126 66 87 

o-249 .... ----- 1.824 M will 28l59l382:ml-3151
1129;~;7s:-;; 

.250--499 •. , .. ,. 839. 40 85 81 20 23 1561 291 Ill 611 72/ 94 58 
50()-749_______ 855 83 117 129 18 341 102

1 

44r 32 6.1i. 107, 621 64 
750-999....... 746 81 78 92 13 26 87 391 4Q. 69• 96\ 53 63 
1,0Q0-1,249 .. ,. 780 81 87 89 13 36; 91 43j 44j 731 991 M. 68 
1,25()-1,499.... 914 131 77 128 14 341 921 54 38j 85 1321 421 87 
1,500--1,749.,.- 1,174 158 123 149 22 50 1191 661 461 100[ 1331 1091 99 
1,750-1,999 .. ,, 1, 061 121 96 143 20 421 1021 621 361 108, 143 83 105 
2,Q0()-2,249.___ 1, 254 105 119 177 21 571 1691 821 61, 157i 150\ 28 128 
2,250--2,499.,.. I, 654 289 131 224 25 59 1471 79

1 
120

1 

177l 2381 li3 112 
2,50()-2,999,,.. I, 444 245 200 162 33 .531 148 85 76 142, 1201 65 115 
3,ooo-3,999.... 1, 959 299 245 236 33 76 149 135: 102 206' 1921 1!41 172 
4,()()(}-4,999 .. ,. 2, 560 263 127 337 73 17 493 1.101 249 1981 534 01 119 
~.000 or over .. 1 1.238 1 o 1 35 1 o 1 o 7 o ':JJO 1 JR5 1 210. ' 1701 1 ol 1 o 1 288 

FAMILIES HAVING EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

ILLINOIS I I I ' I . I . 
No. No. No. No. No. No. ' No. f No. No. I No. 

1 
!\"n. j Nc. i No. 

Alllncomeclasses.___ 843 632 549 639 185 778! 7551 666i 321: 831 1641_ 5591 806 

Net losses .. ------ 5 5 4 4 2 51 5/ s1 31

1 
51 a1

1 
21 5 

NetincO!Offi.____ 838 627 545 635 183 773j 750. 661

1 

318 ~~ 161 557 801 

·· o-249 ________ 3--2--2 --2~~--o ~-2~--1~'--11 --11 3:---o;-·-;--; 
~:::::::: ~ M ll ~~ 1~ ~I i~ ~~~ ~I ~~ gl 3~ ~! 
75(}-999 .... ,.. 96 64 58 70 201 861 811 691' 31. !!6, 191 61 87 
1,000-1,249.... 120 80 75 95 27 108 1041 91, 41~ 1181 20. 83 114 
1,250-1,499____ 117 85 70 86 26 1101 1001 90) 421 115! !!if 90 115 

~:~f:UL: 1~g : ~~~ ~~~ fa ~rn1 ~g~~ ~&i1 ~~ 1}~r i:i·1 ~! 1 ~~ 
2,000-2,249____ 58 46 35 40 131 53, 50 4.) 201 ;;g, 12 32 55 
2,2.'io-2,499____ 46 33 32 34110 43[ 42 39: 241 46' 121 31 46 
2,50()-2,999____ 64 55 451 oo 14 60, 61 59 2tj n4/ 15 10 63 
3,00Q-3,999____ 491 42 32 40 11 47! 47 461 26

1 
481 131 28 4S 

4,()()(}-4,999____ 11 9 10 10 61 nl 11 101 5 111 .sl 4 11 
6,000.orover__ 17 15 14 12 5 141 16 16 1.5! 17' sl 6 tn 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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TABLE 60.-FARII OPERATJNG EXPENJ>rrUllES: Number of families reporting e:D

ptnditUNJI for epecified item$, and af/Brage amounts reported, by income, Middl#J 
Atlant«:, North Central, and New England farm Bections, 1936-86-Continued 

(White nonrollef families that indude a husband and wife, both nativl!-bom] 
---

~i 15 I ~~ 
0 "" .:.-

~ -E ! 1.1 a~ '"lli 
~3 .<> :o .. s ~ !§ £ - "' "' ..... "'"' <>·- g! m "" ., .. c:::: 

fltete end family• e-g a· - c1 ~ 'E e .. ""' e2 Income ci!US (dollars) .e il i ~ ~r£ .a _.e t;g .,!. 
i @ .9 "' I ~= ::= gj -= "" "' 

.r -5 :g ;;.9 .. .<> s .. I!! .!: i 
'0 .. ::l s- = Iii .<:te 

~.9 iii !il i ~ .s .... 
...:l "" ""' 

fiJ 0 ~ E-t ~ o·-
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) {6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) 

-
AVERAGE t EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

lLLIN018-ilOD. I ., l Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
Alllnoome cl888ell.... 1, 109 165 151 64 l 37 139 124 29 86 61 136 115 

=== i== '!==== 
Net losses________ 3, 270 654 232 148 11 148 769 333 240 210 293 60 172 
Net incon1es ••••• 1,096 162 150 . 64 2 36 135 123

1 
. 28 85 50 136 115 1-·----·---,---1-

0-249 _________ 1,258 553 90 146 0 10 33 33 17 61 0 247 78 
25(1-499_ ------ 665 86 97 78 (B) 29 108 87 22 41 20 46 52 
5oo-749_______ 745 67 91 52 2 36 129 55 27 56 ~ 113 79 
750-999_______ 689 86 50 41 1 24 114 79 10 53 00 113 88 
l,ooo-1,249____ 881 106 84 58 2 32 128 111 13 64 64 129 90 
1,250-1,499____ • 922 130 92 69 1 33 142 99 15 63 - 37 137 104 
I ,5oo-l, 749.... 979 150 91 68 2 36 110 105 19 62 64 156 116 
1,750-1,999 ___ 1,100 167 140. 47 4 45 154 132 35 71 47 151 107 
2,ooo-2,249____ 1, 056 165 80 48 1 28 113 111 26 118 82 158 126 
2,250-2,499____ 1, 123 136 133 41 3 35 92 132 32 95 78 189 157 
2,5oo-2,999____ 1, 470 274 255 58 8 38 156 172 27 126 71 131 159 
3,ooo-3,999____ 1, 508 269 . 263 92 4 48 169 167 46 148 62 109 131 
4.ooo-4,999____ 3, 186 504 1, 061 222 5 87 192 347 110 150 128 120 259 
5,000 or over.. 4, 551 678 1. 221 218 8 77 397 519 258 424 321 144 286 

IOWA 
FAMILIES ~AVING EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

No. No. No. No.. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
olU inoome clssses.... 711 423 347 518 79 528 445 277 194 M9 199 348 419 

=----=-==-------- = 
Net losses________ 16 U .!! 14 3 12 13 11 7 13 8 10 10 
);et inoomee..... 69i 41. 3.. . .'i04 76 516 432 266 187 536 191 338 409 

o-249 _________ -;a~-n--ui--o 12--~~--5--5 -- 18--7 ---u;--.. 
250-499_______ 74 39 29 54 3 42 33 20 17 53 23 82 24 

=::::::: m ~ ~ 1~ 1: 1;g ~ :: ~~ 1~ ~~ :~ : 
1,0oo-1,249.... 115 79 56 76 H 88 76 48 22 88 30 67 81 
1.250-1,499____ 74 49 34 54 7 62 411 33 22 53 21 36 47 
l,5oo-1,749____ ~ 30 28 3,3 6 39 36 21 18 40 16 22 29 
1,750-1,999____ ~ 17 16 211 4 23 20 15 8 20 5 13 18 
2.ooo-2,249____ 1

1
6
8 

~g I~ ~: ~ ~~ n ~: .,, .1.
5
3 ! 6

7 1
8
2 2.250-2,4\IIL.. .i u 

::~::=:::: ~1 ~~ 1: ~: 6 ~ ~: 1~ 1r ~~ : ~ 8 
•.ooo-..999____ 1 a 2 2 1 3 2 s 2 3 o 1 

1
: 

6,000orovar.. 1 1 0 1 1 l I 1 1 1 1 1 1 
AVERAGE • EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

Do~. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. D~.. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
&II income classes.... 86~~~ 1~ 1113 :=!I~ 62 30 1, 84 62 123 31 

~l'lo._ _______ 11,069 166 1,081 768 I ~! 110 76 . 43 1110 207 857 M 
· · Ne~. i•-•----- 800 · 11 1111 - 180 • ao . 61 29 16 82 611 111 11 

--------- I~ Cl-248.________ ~ 118 141 0 16 53 17 • 88 65 117 • 
2S(HIIII_______ 511 311 80 118 (B) 22 26 17 7 87 47 115 11 
600-7411 .• _____ 15111 10 66 !~ (I). 23 lT 14 6 54 47 113 20 
750-99\l __ ----- 6631 62 84 118 ~ 25 liO 13 8 61 50 81 11 
l.ooo-1.2411____ 6.'\8 46 100 107 ~ 28 52 !? !! 113 'Ill 124 • 
1.200-1,4\111___ 841 81 114 lila ! 38 49 ~· Ia 76 53 136 40 
1.500-1,74\L.. 1107 65 120 200 1 35 36 38 26 127 73 150 11 
1,75CH.999____ 11119 72 t27 230 i ~! 62 41 !! 103 - 47 141 30 
2.ooo-2.249 ____ 1,~1111 IMl 217 2flll .! ~ 102 110 "" 113 62 :~ M 
2.2.'>0-2.4\111 ____ U50 223 5115 1.11!:! 61 l!li 101 110 83 !!! 152 !~ lit 
2.600-2.11911 ___ I, · 398 61\11 2?! ! ~ ~ .~ 48 ltu till !93 78 
3.1).1lH.II\lll ____ 2. Ill - 456 563 .! 57 ~ lut M 1115 73 286 101 
4.0lJ0-4,UW____ !. !'JOI 158 2711 IS 87 Sl 26i 175 424 . 0 ~iii 187 
6,000orover •• '4.1100 '600 •0•1,000 '55 '611'1,200 '600 125 reoo r4ii r&iiij , 250 

Set' footaotea at end ot table. 
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TABL. 60.-I'ABJI OPERATING BXPBNDITURJ18! Nvmkf' of fomili~e reporli11f ~ 
JHI'Iflihua fur ap«:ijUd ite1113, aftd -Gf/8 omounte npor'-'d, by income, MiddltJ 
Atlamic, Norllt CcrWal, oftd NIVI BnglGflllfor,. uclitm~~, J9S5-S6-Continued 

(Wbite DoDrellel flllm1iel! tbat IDelode • boallaod and wife, both aatlve-bomJ 

. -
1 .. i! "' ... 

~i ~· 
.. 
" :. .!1 ! .. :a =e~ .., 

" jf a .!1 .. 
1 ~~ :~ i i s . c ..: .. 

Btll&e aod fkmO-,.. 'a ~j fl .. 
.... e . ;.:; .!.9 sa lnclome ciAaB (dollan) .a ~ i i t = .. :!l ,; 

~! -- .... 
.e= " .s .s 1 o- ..!~ .!! i -=-... 1 i .., = .. ... 1 

.,_ _.., 
.!: i ... " "" :1 i <>.s > : .. " .. 

Eo II; ;s 
""' ""' 

.. ~ 0 Ill; Eo .a = s.s Ill 

(1) (2) m (4) (6) (6) (7) (R) (II) (10) (11) (12) (1:{) (14) 

.AMILIES HAVING EXPENDITURES I'OR SPECIFIED ITEMS 
'YDJIOJII~ 

No. No. No. N;r, No. N~ No. No. No. N~. No. N~.' No. 
AU income elulea-. 513 a~~• 238 413 304 252 311 472 liM 68 4811 

Net~----··-- -·-300 ""ti2 --489 ---304 """iii """472 ---264 ~~---489 Net incomeL.-- 613 238 1112 ;l52 

J 1~ 
1--,.. 

&-2411. -------- 2 4 2 4 2 2 2 5 I 0 5 
~99 _______ 12 26 19 'Z1 16 9 18 'Z1 14 2 23 
500-7411 ••••••• 115 43 'lll 81 47 62 30 20 30 57 34 6 58 
750-9!111 .• --··· 110 70 37 811 . 69 87 45 34 49 78 43 17 86 
1,1'110-1.249.-- 116 68 40 94 73 89 50 47 47 811 41 17 92 - 1,:150-1,4911. __ 55 :~ 25 55 50 50 36 25 35 54 21! 5 54 1,500-1,749 ____ 80 'lll 80 49 58 

~ 38 45 56 35 6 58 
1.i!".CH,999 •••• 

~ 
31 16 36 32 34 19 21! 31 20 4 36 z,ooo-2,249 ___ n 16 21! 19 26 16 19 21 25 18 2 . 25 

2.2-~2.4{>9 ___ 19 14 23 23· 23 15 13 17 21 11 4 23 2,500- 2,9119 ____ 17• 13 II> 18 1R 16 18 17 18 14 3 18 s.ooo-a.m __ 5 3 7 7 7 6 3 2 ~ 4 2 7 4.000-4,9119 ____ : 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 2 - 6,000 ar o•w. _ 0 2 3 2 2 3 2 3 1 0 3 

AVERAGB 1 EXPENDITURES FOR SPECIFIED ITEMS 

Dol.~ Dol. ~~ Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol :is Dol. Dol. 

-~-AU inoome clusM.- I. 2iil 108 32 all 35 43 134 

----:----::----: . ~:::=:-::::: "i;iSi ---208 """iti8 ---~ ---32 ---39 ----35 ----29 ----43 
134 

&-249_________ 483 1~ 83 :' 4 1 19 39 10 66 131 0 19 2.--------- 667 71 13 28 15 6 00 84 52 14 49 
500-749_______ 744 81 

1;: 
250 15 24 'lll 22 20 79 56 II 56 

750-9!111 ... ---- 847 101! 299 30 28 15 15 all 95 nl 13 66 1,()00-1,2411.-- 893 129 1~ 
332 20 33 18 13 29 106 49 14 73 

l:;'::l:l:l::: tl ~ 441 41 30 38 17 ·42 144 
611 II 122 ~~ ~ ; 59 : -~ 146 81 10 !19 

1,750-1.9119.... I. 747 ~ ~ 893 1111 1116 125 15 Il8 
2,()00-2,2411 .••• 2.008 773 53 63 87 45 00 198 liS 3 130 
2,250-!,4911.... 1.1114 396 ~ 584 82 72 4li 'Z1 36 1119 1081 13 118 2.500-2.999.__ 3. 084 094 ··m 114 74 54 123 ll9 289 

178 91 167 3,1J00-1.999___ l, 11'14 3"!5 lU!I 108 87 24 64 7 156 104, 39 76 
4.00Q-4,!1W .••• , 7~ '1,7.)2 '762 '!. 8.18 , 119 '133 '75 '199 '625 '421 ' 3491 ' 0 '431 6.000c.over •. 4. 06 1.495 0 1,586 116 94 129 186 56 74i 1201 0 208 

1 Does not indude value of ~nets nsed in Jl&YDWDt ofsbsre nmt (table 56). Had value of products uSf"d 
., paym .. u of sb,... rent ._, includ~. &otal !arm BX!l"Ddi!ores. (money and nonmoney) would be as fol
lows: J'ew J-y. $2,384; Ptonnsyl\"Billllo $1,414; Obi&, S7~; M14'bigao, I86S; Wisconsin, $1,276; llli~ois, 
~061; Iowa. $1,12'i; \"H1DOD&. $1.377. • . 

a May inrlude purdla.""" madelort~ porposeofbuildrogop herds. See Olosaary,Iuoome, Farm Family: 
Crops Store<! 110d Liustodl: OWN<~. l\;el Ch"n~. 

1 Includes espendiltm!JS lor maclunery .... tucb repla..., used machinery of the SRme kind or closely similar. 
Jb:rendiunes lor maebin«Y of a kind not previously owned are considered an investment in the farm 
IJnsillf'!'i$, and not farm B"<pendmme. . 

• Includes gssolind. oil, aDd tme for machinery used for farmrog; does not include such SJ!ellditures for 
&be family automobile. . • . . 

•Includes upendnuns lor _entes aod other _eontainen, for freight, H1'1gat1oo (exoopt taxes), harness, 
~- pnnintl. milk b....Ung. eu. Expendnu ... ~or work done on a contract basis, which <BilliOt be 
•panted into Jsoor. mat'hl..ery. and !!DPPhe!l, also~ roo;Juded. · 

1 Averal!es an bftse<l on the total ~•un'- of families lD each cldss. l"or Kew Je!"Sey, Michigan Will
mll!'in, fllinois. ~nd \"KDJOIII, _Ibis _IS '"'! ame as &be n~'- of families having expenditur~•- 'Tbra> 
families in Pe:rosylnoia. 2 lamdiftllD Ohio, and 1 family m Iowa bad oo farm expeoditurea.. 

, A_.. based on tewer thaD a--
• ao . .;o or less. 
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'J.' ABLE 61.-NONMON:EY INCOME FROM FARM-FURNISHED GOODS! Number of fami
lia having farm-furnished fuel, ice, and other nonfood products, and auerage 
ROftmoney income received from farm-furnished housing, food, and other prod!lCts, 
by income, ,~.\Iiddle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sechons, 
19S5-S8 

(VI"bite nonrelief IBIDilies that include a husband and wife, both nativ&-bom) 

Fenli- A vfl""e • nonmoney in- Fami- Avenge • nonmoney in-
lies come from farm-fur- lies come from !arm-fur-

having nished products having nished products 

Fami- !arm- Fami- farm-
Family type' and fur- fur-income class lies' lies • nished Fuel, Dished Fuel, fUE"l, Hons- fuel, Hous-

iee, All iDg Food ice, iCE-, All iDg Food ice, 
etc.• etc. etc.• etc. 

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 

NEW lERSEY PE:NNSYLV ANIA 

!>."o., No. I no!. I Dnl., Dol. 
I I 

Dol. No. No. I Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
All tn-------------- 791 391 5i2 I 228 317 27 2.023 1, 564 594 237 339 18 

~ == f.===== NPt J.....-s _________ 21 11 640 238 300 7 6 56.1 187 336 40 
Net incomes •••••• i70 380 570 228 316 26 2,016 1, 5.'\8 594 237 339 18 -----------------

3011105 
----fll-~249 ________ 2! II 344 165 156 23 18 13 182 14 

$:!.'(1 «99-. .. -- 50 27 377 158 190 29 110 60 288 104 170 14 
$-'l"l}--$7 49 .•••• ' 62 33 421 165 2"J1 2.'i 195 142 375 142 217 16 $7504W\I ______ 73 34 477 192 257 28 249 194 443 ~~ 262 18 
$1,(0:-$1,249 •. 110 47 524 214 288 24 238 185 516 299 18 
$1,2."0--$1,4\19 .. 110 44 $23 1!15 303 25 243 185 535 211 307 17 
$1,5((1-$1,749 •. 5S 34 &<5 209 340 3R 229 183 R51 2M 375 22 
f1.750-$1.\'99 .• 61 27 652 266 359 27 179 141 657 270 368 19 
$2.(1(~$2,249.- 52 26 593 237 333 23 147 122 731 298 416 17 
$2.2.".1H2,4\19_- 46 19 709 273 409 27 109 79 766 293 455 18 
$2.00(1..-$2.!1\19.- 62 25 657 257 377 23 140 113 793 3-35 438 20 
$3,1)()(43.!1\19-- 60 31 760 324 409 27 131 109 866 371 475 20 
~.0 ..... "-111111.. 32 16 1103 SOl 473 29 211 20 975· 400· foOl 14 
$5,000 Ol' OYer+. 13 6 667 352 292 23 20 12 1,00.'; 508 4'!3 14 

Tn.,.L .. ------------ 1911 95 435 207 207 21 367 264 425 196 214 15 
Types 2 and lL ....... 140 70 589 2:14 329 26 356 276 547 235 294 18 
Types 4 and 5 --·----- 287 147 604 242 33.3 29 659 506 587 238 330 19 Tn,..s6and 7 _________ 105 56 6R3 219 430 34 415 336 &SO 256 405 19 
Types 8 and 9 ......... 00 23 642 230 385 27 226 182 802 270 512 20 

-
OHIO MICHIGAN 

All types ••••••••••••• 816 ! 615 1 532 I 1541 345 l 33 784 418 I 381 I 151 I 201 I 29 

- 2 2 • 710 • 166 .• 4051 ' 139 = ==== 
'\~t losse~~ ........ 5 4 350 149 176 25 
Nt>t inoomes ...... 814 613 531 1:>3 345 33 779 414 381 151 201 29 ----------------- ----1-----

fll $249 ---- -- 4 2 286 64 197 25 9 3 244 109 122 13 
W,O.~!IG., .••• 33 23 337 99 211 27 64 32 251 109 121 21 
$.'1~7~9 ...... ll5 73 370 104 233 33 1:22 61 296· H5 11;5 26 
$750-I'WII .... ·- 155 114 456 133 293 30 137 74 358 145 190 23 
$1,01~$1,249 •• 139 103 506 142 333 3! 131 61 377 146 205 26 
$1.2.'>141,4\19 •• 114 91 500 155 372 33 116 62 429 173 223 33 
$1,500-$1,74~.- 93 74 5\19 171 ~ 39 61 31 442 174 2H 27 
$1.750 $1,9\19 .• 65 49 648 191 425 32 47 26 462 173 247 42 
$2,011l>-$2,249 •• 3! 23 651 177 439 35 24 15 497 178 284 35 
$2.t.I0-$2.4\19.- 34 25 697 232 422 43 21 IS 456 157 260 39 
s~.[.f•I-S2.9'l9. _ 27 20 745 212 500 33 24 16 509 225 246 38 
$3.11~.!1\19 .• u 10 i24 230 41i0 44 17 H 488 197 231 00 . $4,fll0-$4,9\19_- 3 a 935 285 583 67 3 1 884 431 420 33 $.5,\UJ or o\·er .. 4 3 fiH4 357 431 16 3 3 391 97 2"34 00 

~ 1.. ------------- %16 174 459 158 269 32 235 130 331 152 151 28 
Typ.,.; 2 and S ---- ••• 117 95 517 161 319 37 152 85 376 146 202 28 
Tl ~""' 4 and 5 ......... 312 23.3 51i2 150 369 33 296 152 398 155 213 30 
Tn..,. 6 and 7 ··--··-··1 106 1!-4 600 142 422 36 71 38 454 151 270 30 
Tneo band •-------~ 46 211 647 164 464 211 30 13 470 126 312 32 

S« footnotes at end of table. 

863 .ifl u 
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TABLII 61.-l'fONifON1!1T JNl"OliiB ••ow I'ARlll•ll'tJRNIBBIID ooons: Number offami
lfet~ ltolli"f fa""·fumislted fuel, ice, oftd other fiMifood produrl•, aftd atlffage 
ftOftmonlf/ ifiCOflll receiflf!d from farm-fumuhed lwuling, food, oftd other product•, 
by income, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New Englo1td farm eectiOfll, 
J 9M-36--Continued 

' (White nollll'lief famDies that Include a husband and w~. both native-born) 

Faml- Averag" 1 nonmo~y In- Faml- Average I nonmnney In-
lin come from farm-fur· lies come from farm-fur-

ba\ing nisbed products having nlsbed products 
Family type land Faml- farm• Fami- farm-

fur- fur-
income class lies• ulshed lies• nished 

fuel, AD HD~D- Food 
~el. fuel, AD Hous- Food 

FuPJ. 
ice, lng 1ce, Ire, lng Ice, 
etc.• t'tc. etc.• rtc. 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (8) (7) (8) ,(9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS 

No. No. Dol., Dol., Dol., Dol. No. No. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
AU types ••••••••••••• 783 568 558 217 288 . 63 843 806 513 144 357 12 

==i= 
Net losses .•••••••• 3 2 385 132 248 6 6 6 572 . 157 403 12 
Net Incomes •••••• 780 568 560 218 288 63 838 800 512 144 356 12 --------------------------$11--1249 ________ 

8 8 460 200 212 48 3 3 420 98 298 24 
$250-$499 ...... 18 14 390 137 203 50 22 20 361 90 260 11 
$.">00-$749.. •••• 73 47 446 168 239 39 50 45 373 86 272 15 
$750-~------ 120 76 448 180 231 37 96 91 409 108 288 13 
$1,(10()-$1,249 •• 143 lOll 496 190 2M 52 120 114 469 117 340 . 12 
$1,250-$1,499.- 120 87 562 214 296 52 117 113 493 119 360 14 
$1,1i00·$1,i49 •• 1011 83 607 247 301 59 110 105 533 157 364 12 
$1,750-$1,999.- 80 57 661 260 341 60 75 74 560 153 395 12 
$2.(10()-$2,249.- 27 20 692 258 355 79 58 55 550 173 367 10 
$2,250-$2.499.- 31 26 690 274 357 59 46 46 57ll 187 380 11 
$2,~$2.999 •• 24 21 775 318 381 76 64 61 615 186 419 10 
$3,(10()-$3,{199 •• 23 17 893 334 4S3 76 ~9 47 647 196 441 10 
$4,(10()-$4,999 •• 3 a 651 210 351 90 11 10 669 280 375 14 
$5,000 or over •• 1 1 1916 1180 '636 1100 17 16 634 204 418 12 

Type 1 ................ 128 101 488 222 211 55 200 188 431 144 275 12 

Types 2 and •-------- 178 123 522 220 252 50 183 172 490 135 344 11 
Types 4 and 11--·--·-- 247 173 559 216 297 46 317 306 544 163 368 13 

Types 6 and 7 ---·--· 17~ 128 608 214 334 60 liS 114 580 112 458 12 
Types 8 and 11-------- li8 43 688 220 402 66 26 26 619 121 480 18 

-. 
IOWA VERMONT 

AU tJ'PeB---------- n2 487 634 142 387 26 613 465 610 169 259 82 

Net ~---·----- 18 8 579 195 370 14 ""6i3" """".(65" ""6iii" ""i69" ""259" Net Incomes •••••• llll6 479 S33 141 387 25 ---·ii 
- -----~ ---

~9 _______ 
22 15 387 86 257 26 & 3 208 83 103 22 

$250-$499.--- 74 50 404 101 282 21 27 22 314 113 1R6 55 $500-Si49. ____ 112 72 425 108 297 22 85 55 356 120 175 61 
Si 50-$999 ...... 153 113 487 120 343 24 90 83 434 143 213 78 
$1,(10()-$1,249.- 116 82 538 128 382 28 96 90 472 154 243 711 
$1,25&-$1,499 •• 74 45 590 159 411 20 55 52 562 187 280 96 
$1.~1,749 •• 46 84 647 188 4211 30 60 55 575 191 296 88 
$1,750-$1.999 .• 26 19 669 225 420 24 36 35 672 202 347 123 
$2,ooo-S2,2411.- 16 9 747 216 502 29 26 23 615 208 316 91 
$2,250-$2.499.- 18 11 742 220 511 11 23 21 656 257 315 84 
$2,500-$2.999.- 14 9 848 316 495 37 18 18 774 261 384 129 

' $3,(10()-$3,999.- 21 17 8U 241 664 38 7 4 630 175 400 i~ $4,(10()-$4,999 .. I 2 695 207 467 21 I 2 1860 .1292 1513 
•. 'ss,oooorover .. 1 1 1988 1360 1528 1100 I 2 1, 281 555 626 100 

Type 1 ................ 1116 138 446 136 2!17 23 119 102 424 158 197 71 Types 2 and a ________ 185 100 608 139 349 20 78 69 485 180 232 72 
Types ~ aod L------ 215 168 li63 151 385 27 191 180 507 170 250 88 
Types 6 aod 1------ 105 n 6.."6 131 467 28 83 74 068 159 313 81 
Types 8 aod '------- 12 If 722 190 60f, :18 42 40 698 183 409 108 

1 For description al famfl7 types - Glossary, Family Type. 
1 All families bad some nonmoney_ income from farm.fumished gooda. All esoept 21n New Jersey, 121D 

pennsylvaoia, 1 In Obio1 1 In Michigan, 2 In Iowa, aod a In Vermon*- tbal operated their tarma eDtlrei~ 
rent-free bed nonmoney moome from housing. 

1 Inclurles such products as tobecco, cotton, wool, or feathers. 
• See Glossary, Income, Farm Family: Farm·J'umlsbed -~nets Used by Pamlly, and OollDpa.nq of 

Farm Dwt'lling. Avenges are based on tbe number ot lamilie8 ID each cla8a (columa 2 _. 8) ;, 
. • Average based on rewar than a-
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TA.BLII 62.-A.VERA.Gm QUA.NTITY OJ' FA.RM-I'URNISHED FOOD: Average ' quantitielt 

of specified foods h~me-produced for family use, by fam~ly type and income, Middle 
Atlantic, North Central, an~d New England .farm sectwns, 1935--36 1 

(White nonreller families that Include a husband and wife, both native-hom] 

1il 1il 

t' a :rl :.. a .. 
Family type and In- .. 

~ t 
0 

~ ~ Iii 
0 

oome class (dollars) 
~ !3. ~ s ~ gJ, ~ 'ii 

f '3 :S " :S ~ .. 0 0 .. "" 0 0 
~ t.l liil 11< 11< 0 11< ~ t.l Jiil 11< 11< 0 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) 

PENNSYLVANIA ILLINOIS 

Gal. I Gal. I Doz. No.I Lb. I Lb., Bu. Gal. I Gal. I Doz. I No., Lb. I Lb., Bu. 
AU tYJl81-----------· 206 H ll6 28 500 193 27 248 48 160 68 637 148 12 

=========:t::==== = == ======= 
Net losses~.----- 2431 4 93 19 693 232 25 247 47 187 61 633 260 23 
Net Incomes ••••• 206 H 116 28 500 193 27 248 48 160 68 637 148 12 ---- 1- I--

0-499~------- 79 11 69 16 229 59 16 204 41 133 51 430 89 9 600-999 ______ 139 12 89 21 365 88 22 200 37 131 65 613 129 10 
1,0!l0-l, 499 ..• 182 l4 103 26 447 137 25 242 47 149 69 618 142 11 
1,500-1.9911... 234 14 129 30 649 226 29 271 50 178 72 659 156 13 
2,ooo-2,999 .•• 277 14 140 35 648 293 31 262 55 168 68 735 167 12 
8,000 or over. 289 17 159 42 699 387 34 289 57 199 82 735 159 17 == = = = = = 

Type 1-------------- l(\4 8 85 21 345 90 17 158 39 121 55 493 121 10 --r----------~ ----1------ --
Net losses~-~---- 1364 126 1104 148 I 300 •o --i58" --39" --65- ---493" ---ici Net Incomes ..... 103 7 86 2i 345 90 17 121 121 ----------------------------

G-499 ........ 46 II 59 14 185 34 12 105 26 90 41 317 63 7 
6()()...009~----- 94 8 76 20 33R 74 16 141 35 120 50 477 73 10 
l,D00-1,499. -- 119 7 85 21 382 89 17 161 42 115 50 473 144 10 
1,500-1,999~ .. 128 6 132 27 427 124 19 182 36 120 57 655 161 10 
2.ooo-2.999 ... 146 5 95 28 461 188 20 183 50 127 72 474 161 II 
8,000 or over~ 229 9 130 25 421 235 24 140 47 158 73 626 100 14 

= = = = = --= ----= = = = = Types J and 1 ....... 183 12 102 26 436 154 22 243 46 161 67 593 146 11 ---- --------------
Net lo89<ll ~ ...... 1169 •o 152 112 11,300 1450 140 1228 158 1130 178 1542 1250 I 20 
Netlnoomce ..... 184 12 102 26 434 153 22 243 46 161 67 593 144 11 ------------~-----1- -·-·~---~ --

0-499~ ··----- 114 14 63 15 262 311 16 178 54 144 49 413 53 6 
6lliHI99. ~ ---- 144 11 94 22 341 88 20 193 45 124 57 501 144. 8 
I,D00-1,499 .. 173 13 89 21 359 137 20 240 43 149 75 659 175 12 
1,500-1,999 ... 210 13 110 31 635 186 25 251 47 191 79 680 132 12 
2.ooo-2,999 ... 199 13 118 30 646 221 22 306 45 170 58 592 124 9 
a.ooo or over. 2711 6 151 42 606 258 27 229 63 197 43 658 141 14 = ----= '=no' ----------= = Types 4 and 5 ....... 177 13 112 30 624 26 250 49 172 69 691 146 12 

1-
Net losses~ ...... 243 0 95 14 817 192 13 I 208 146 I 156 160 11,040 IO 112 
Netinoomos •.••• 177 13 112 30 622 170 26 250 411 172 69 691 146 12 ----------------------------

0-499 ~ -----·- 72 12 70 20 251 72 16 271 38 143 66 629 105 7 
600-{1911 ~. ~ --- 129 14 85 20 378 66 22 205 29 148 58 501 114 II 
l.D00-1,499~ -- 166 17 102 30 614 118 26 236 46 147 66 663 111 11 1,.'>00-1,999 ___ 1113 16 122 32 504 201 27 270 54 188 75 705 163 13 
2.0iJ0-2.999 ~ .. 228 11 136 86 680 258 29 254 64 172 65 755 175 13 a.ooo oc over. 228 6 137 40 649 338 30 272 62 217 77 788 176 18 

1= I= = = = = = 
Tr!*fland '---·-·· 286 16 128 29 660 2llO 32 364 64 184 80 7111 186 15 

Net'""-""~~~------
1- r-

1364 126 I 364 130 . 11,000 11860 160 
Net IDoo-.•••. 286 16 128 Ill 650 280 32 864 64 182 80 7811 180 14 

1-
lt,lWlo 0-41111 .... ____ 212 18 113 17 292 711 28 I 364 'Ill 1364 172 I 500 16 

500-999~ ~~--- 213 14 102 20 377 158 29 318 43 129 43 602 208 10 l,Oii0-1,499 ... 251 16 lUI 27 434 186 29 170 62 199 88 690 160 14 
1,500-1,999~-- 270 13 118 24 636 281 31 845 63 182 69 841 165 15 
2.D00-2.1199 ~ .. 146 12 141 33 622 349 83 305 77 177 86 1,066 199 16 a.ooo oc over. 144 27 172 43 880 468 40 631 90 205 141 794 163 22 = = 'm= = == = = = Tr!*iandlll ...... ag 24 176 411 IIIII 42 437 54 210 116 732 252 22 

See foot notal at end of table. 
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TABL8 62.-ATJIRAGR QUANTITT OJ' J'AR'If-J'URNii'!HED rooo: A""age 1 q•tantiti~• 
of ~jim foorh lwm~prodU«d fur family u•e, by family ly~ and income, Middle 
Atlantic., North Central, and Nflll England farm •ectiom, 1935-86--Continued 

IWbite IIOIIftlief families that IDclude a bmbend lmd wire, both natiV&-born) 

i 
I 1 

l'amiiY type and in- i a ... = a " ~ !: come ciMI (doDars) :!!! .. • f! :! .. ~ • "3 ... !J 
I! .. ... 

~ ~ 
.. ~ 

..., 
i .. 0 f. 0 ::!! 

.. 0 Q u li:l "" li:l "" "" 
(I) (2) (3} (4) (5) (II) (7) (8) (II) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) 

NEW lERSEY OHIO 

Gal. Gal., Doz. No. D.~ Bu. Gal., Gal. Dot.,No .. L&. I .b. 
AD types ___________ 

ZJ2 8 112 ZJ :181 29 21 212 47 146 36 440 156 

Net Josses •• ----- 29t =u 116 22 3!!0 26 24 1377 139 I 177 I :43 I 42-~ ~:.00 
Net illcomes..---- 230 8 112 ZJ 218 29 21 212 47 146 36 440 155 

o-499. ------- 111 3 '19 16 1:43 2 15 132 33 1117 211 248 ff1 

500-1199.----- 158 6 ·~ 20 221 17 19 163 40 121 30 343 98 
l,OIJ0-1,4!19 ••• 213 8 1117 %i 240 20 18 212 48 143 36 468 1118 
1,500-1,9!19 .•• 218 12 119 ZJ 298 15 24 252 53 162 43' 605 175 
2,()00-2,9!19 ••• 211 I 130 :18 342 lri 24 287 56 177 42 554 261 
3,000 .. over. 318 I 110 25 396 85 24 :184 59 214 40 562 I 178 

Type 1..------------ 132 6 80 17 180 12 12 136 40 116 31 
351 ,.25 

Types 2 and 3.------ 239 7 115 28 316 29 22 200 45 141 34 396 143 

Types 4 and 6 •• ----- 239 9 120 24 293 21 23 221 50 156 40 471 11\3 
Types 6 and 7------ 357 If 126 23 366 56 24 326 53 174 34 514 175 

Types 8 and I.------ 293 4 147 28 332 48 lri 274 61 181 39 6lri!238 

MICIDGAN WISCONSlS 

AD types ____________ 
228 12 129 24 221 j1oo 25 :184 13 167 36, 5041159 

Net Josws. ------ 244 a 133 21 220 0 30 377 6 182 20 357 Ul7 
Nel incomes.--- 228 12 129 24 221 101 25 :184 13 167 36 5011 159 

o-499. - ------ 141 5 91 17 122 32 21 232 17 143 23 212 74 

500-1199.- ---- 1116 12 114 21 181 67 22 256 10 142 29 367 105 
1,()00-1,499 ___ 241 12 138 25 248 112 21 275 14 157 34 484 13S 
1,500-1,9!19 ••• 275 18 134 24 211 151 29 304 14 180 40 588 IDa 
2,()00-2,9!19 ••• 309 17 176 30 288 139 29 311 15 202 43 670 261 
3,000 .. over_ 267 7 166 53 200 229 21 416 23 271 72 852 240 Type._ _____________ 

150 10 114 21 148 75 18 213 12 137 28 335 90 
Types I! and J _______ 219 17 129 26 233 88 22 250 9 159 34 

4141 139 
Types 4 IUld 5.------ 243 12 132 24 240 103 28 269 15 167 39 519 159 
Types 6 and 7.------ 353 12 154 21 316 149 37 374 14 189 38 603 200 

Types 81md I.------ 435 II 174 30 328 218 50 350 19 194 49 815 25<; 

IOWA VERMONT 

AD typea ____________ 334 ft1 176 57 419 173 15 326 12 124 171~1~ 
N~t loa!es •• ----- 11!2 68 149 52 475 194 15 ,----
Nel iDcomeL--- 235 67 177 ill 418 173 15 --326- 12 --i~- --i7" """i39' "ii2" 

o-499. ------- 11!2 51 130 41 310 86 11 210 4 74 11 78 32 

500-1199 .. ---- 216 60 155 41 lri6 136 14 263 6 100 12 101 73 
1,0011-1,499 ••• 2-~ 74 191 66 435 191 16 310 12 119 17 134 98 
1,500-},9!19 ___ 257 73 225 65 ~ 236 14 379 20 150 20 178 149 
2,01J0-!,IliiiL. 291 11 214 75 551 295 26 440 17 145 25 213 189 
3,000 .. over- 317 10 267 tr1 622 340 22 ii17 25 297 34 114 265 

Type._ _____________ 154 51 127 li8 335 125 11 211 12 102 14 123 65 

Types 2 and 3 .• ----- 241 63 174 51 383 1511 13 294 8 119 18 138 90 

Types 4 and 5 .• ----- 238 71 189 59 4.31 188 17 312 10 122 17 128 Ill 

Types 6 and 7------- 325 til 220 611 5011 223 20 436 13 135 14 176 145 

Types land'------- 353 71 257 113 642 281 25 652 29 180 31 171 206 

a A wrages 1119 based on die nnmber of 1ami1ies iD each elass (table 51). 
I Average based OD fewer lban 3 cues. 
1 See lable 40 for averages bJ iDcome ,._ PeDDSJIVanla families of typee 8 8Dd II. 

I .s 
~ 
"" (l!j) 

Bu. 
33 

124 
23 -
18 
19 
ZJ 
25 
29 
21 
17 
19 
24 
31 
35 

3& 
--

32 
36 

211 
32 
35 
37 
43 
53 
23 
31 
37 
41 
59 

42 
6:=: 

42 

29 
lri 
42 
43 
53 
55 
30 
38 
40 
54 
M 
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TABLE 63.-FAMILY TYPE: Number of families, aiJerage size of family, and a11erage 
number of persons other than husband and W1fe under 16 or 16 or clder,1 by relief 
status and family type, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm 
acctions, 1935-36 

(White families that include a hiiSband and wife, both native-born) 

All families N onreliof families Relief families 

Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver- Aver- ATer-
StAte and family age age age age age age age age a!'!e 

type • Ko. Fam- per- per- per- Fam- per- per- per- Fam- per- per- per-
ilies sons sons sons ilies sons sons sons ilies sons sons sons 

per under 16 or per under 16 or per under 16or ram-
16' older• ram- 16. older• ram- 16. older• iJyl Uyl ilyl 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 

----------------------
NEW JERSEY 

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
All types .••.•.•. 861 4.06 1.16 0.92 791 3.97 1.07 0.91 70 5.04 2.04 1.00 -------------------------)_ ____________ 

211 2.01 
--i~oo- ------- 199 2.01 -·i:iiii" ------- 12 2.00 ·Too· -------2------------- 72 3.00 69 3.00 3 3.00 a _____________ 

80 4.00 2.00 71 4.00 2.00 -T28- 9 4.01 2.00 
····---------- 203 3.46 .18 1.29 192 3.45 .18 11 3.52 • 18 1.36 5 _____________ 

l06 5.35 1.65 1.82 95 5.34 1.55 1.82 10 5.37 1.60 1.80 
6 _____________ 58 5.44• 3.46 53 5.45 3.46 5 5.33 3.40 7 _____________ 

6.1 7.39 3. 48 I. 92 52 7.33 3.44 1.00 11 '7.64' 3.64 2.00 
8------------- 41 5.29 --4"86" 3.29 39 5.28 --4:24" 3.28 2 I 5.50 ------ . I 3. 50 g _____________ 

28 9. 76 2.89 21 9. 71 3.48 7 9.93 6.71 1.14 
--= = = = = = --= = --

PENNSYLV Al>liA 

All types •••.••.. 2,096 4. 74 1.80 • 93 2,023 4. 72 1. 77 .94 73 5.42 2.58 .84 
)_ ____________ 377 2.03 --i:oo· -- ~-- -- 367 2.03 --i:oo· ------- 10 2.00 -.-i:oo· -------2------------ 197 3.00 195 3.00 2 13.00 3 _____________ 16'1 4.01 2.00 161 4.01 2.00 5 4.00 2.00 ---i:23 •------------- 422 3.54 .29 1.24 409 3.54 .29 1.24 13 3.46 .23 5 _____________ 257 6. 48 1. 76 l. 74 250 5.48 1. 76 1. 74 7 5. 70 2.00 1. 71 6 _____________ 

193 5.46 3.45 179 5.44 3.44 14 5.57 3.57 ; _____________ 
246 7. 36 3.97 1. 42 236 7.37 3.94 1.46 10 7.20 4.60 .60 8 _____________ 
46 5. 26 --s:aa· 3. 26 44 5.25 

""5:25" 
3. 25 2 15.50 ·Tao· 13.50 

9 _____ -------- 192 9.96 2. 51 1R2 9.94 2.54 10 10.38 2.00 
===== ====== 

OHTO 

Alltnll's ________ 836 3.00 1.08 .82 816 3.86 1.06 .81 20 5.30 2.10 1. 25' 

'------------- 239 2.01 ·Too-
__ ,., ____ 

2:!6 2.01 --i:oo· ------- 3 2.00 -------2 _____________ 
76 3.01 74 3.01 1 1a.oo -.-i:iiii" 3 ____________ 
44 3.99 2.00 43 3.99 2.00 1 14.00 '2.00 

•----·-------- 217 3.51 .25 I. 26 214 3. 52 .25 --i:zr 3 2.92 .00 --·i:oo 5 _____________ 
101 5.40 1. 79 1. 61 98 6.42 1.81 1.61 3 4.92 1.33 1.67 6 _____________ 
58 5. 33 3.33 57 5.34 3.33 1 • 5.00 •3.00 

7 ------------ 50 7. 28 3.54 1. 76 49 7.29 3.51 1.80 1 '6.83 15.00 1,00 8 _____________ 
23 5.08 ------- 3.09 21 5.0R ------- 3.10 2 15.04 ------- 13.00 9 _____________ 
29 9.60 4. 72 2.97 24 9.62 4.58 3.12 5 9. 51 li.40 2.20 -- --= = = = = = = = 

IUCIIIGAN 

All npes ________ 810 3. 74 1.02 .71 784 3.69 .98 .70 26 5.31 2.35 .96 ---------------------------!. ____________ 
239 2.01 --i:oo· ------- 235 2.01 ------- 4 2.00 -------2 ..... ________ 91 3.02 90 3.02 --i:oo· 1 13.00 -.-i:oo· a _____________ 
64 4.00 2.00 --i:2i" 62 4.00 2.00 2 • 4.00 12.00 

•------------- 2!'9 3. 43 . 21 203 3.43 . 21 --i:2i" 6 3.50 .33 --Ti7 5 _____________ 
117 6. 51 1.87 1.63 93 6.49 1.84 1.63 4 5. 91 2.50 1.50 6 _____________ 
38 6.49 3.50 36 5.50 3. 53 2 15.00 •a.oo 7 _____________ 39 7.37 3.95 1. 41 35 7. 31 3.88 1.43 4 7.89 4.50 ---i:25 

~ 12 5.25 3.25 12 5. 25 3.25 0 
9 :::::::::::: 21 9.87 --4:7i" 3.111 18 9.69 --4:39" 3.33 3 ·io:oo· --6~67" ---2:33 

,= === =~== ===I= 
See footnotes at eod of table. 
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TABLa 63.--I'AIIILT .,TPII: Nvwt'#Nr of /tJM11ia, a.noge ftN of faMily, and tlllf!rtUJe 
ttv...W of ~ other thntl labofld fJftd W'if• vltdw UJ • UJ • ol"-r,1 6y relief 
akltua end fa,uly 1!nJe, Middl• .Jlalontic, Nortla Celllral, cmd N .. Efllland !•"" 
Ndioftc, 19.'15-36----Continued . 

(WJIIMI8mi .. &WI_..a.._baod ..t1rilll, ~ -~-~ 

AD IIIDllla Naarelief a.mDill llftlef l'amiliee 

A- A,_ A"'- Awr- Awr- "''""'" 
Aft!'- Aftf· Aftr-8&ale and fllmDy - - - - age ~ 
age .. -&7pe I No. =- 11<'1'- per- per- hiD per- per- per- ~--
per· per- per-- 1101111 - na - eons 1101111 Oiea - lOIII 110011 per ander IGor 

per ander IGor 
per 

UDder IGor 
film· .... older• film· ... older' film- ,,. older• ilyl ily I Oyl 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (ll) (V) (10) (II) (12). (IJ) 

WJIIDORBDI 
Ne. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 

AD~--······ m 4.53 1. 71 0.81 783 4.1i0 L'l8 o .• 12 G. 71 2.1'l I.ID 

L----·- 128 2.02 
"Tiil ----...... 128 1.02 ""i"iil" ------ 0 ------- ------- ................. 

'----···· IK 3.01 ____ ........ 
tl3 3.01 -----·- 1 •a.oo •Loo .................. 

1-------- 85 4.00 2.00 ""i"2i" 
85 4.00 2.00 

,. ______ 
0 ------- _,.. _____ -·-----'--------· 138 1.57 .32 135 a. 67 .32 L3t 1 1"4. 00 •.oo 12.01) & ___________ 

114 5.41 L85 Llil 112 5.40 L116 L Iii. 2 •&. n I 2.00 ILliO' 

'--------- II 5.38 3.42 110 5.37 1.41 1 • 8. 00 I 4.00 --i"ii 7 _________ 
87 7.31 1.86 L46 8t 7.31 1.111 L43 3 7.33 1.00 •------- 3t &.31 3.33 2'll 5. 31 ------- 1.31 2 15.50 ------- •a. 50' •--------- 38 10.11 5.61 2.42 84 10.02 5.53 2.41 2 ~ 11.54 17.00 I 2. 50' 

IU.IIIOIB 

AU~---···· IIS7 ... 1.21 .'10 8t3 1.87 Lll • '18 If ... 2.111 •• 
L-------·· :102 2.01 'Too· .................... 200 2.01 ------ 2 I 2.00 .................. ..................... 
2-. •••••••••• 88 1.00 .................... 88 a.oo LOO ------- 0 .• i""iiii- "ii"iiii" ------a._ __________ 

18 1.1111 1.00 ------- 97 a.w 2.00 ------- 1 -------
··-··-···-··· 216 1.41 .28 1.21 :liS 1.4!1 .28 1.21 s 8.44 .33 LOft 
L---····-·· 105 5.26 1.73 L64 104 5.211 1. 71 LCI& 1 • 8.00 I 8.00 ILOit 
'--····-···· • 5.33 1.211 -Tss· 65 5.33 1.211 ------- 1 • 5. 00 •s.oo -------
1---·------ all 7.35 I.Bl 53 7.31 &.71 1.114 6 7.3t 4.80 •• ·····-········ II 5.36 --.. -.. 1.38 11 6.36 ------- 1.38 ~ ~i4.2i" "i7:ii) ""iii» •----------- 16 1.61 2.67 14 1.28 4.711 2.50 

IOWA 

:AU typea_ ••••••• 748 1.11 L28 .112 712 &.81 Llll .11 Ill 4.82 LM .85 
L_ ________ 

200 2.02 ""i"iiii" ------- 195 2.02 "Too· ------- 6 2.00 ------- -------:1, ________ 
83 1.00 ------- 81 1.00 ------- 2 13.00 I LOO .................... 

2-. •••••••••• 811 4.00 2.00 ------- 8t 4.00 2.00 ------- 5 4.06 2.00 -------
'-----·-·· 152 1.46 .'II Lll 147 1.441 .'II Lit 5 8.40 .20 1.1D 
'---····· 78 6.41 L88 L5G 88 6.31 L86 L53 10 1.112 2.10 LIID 
'----······· 65 &.41 &.38 ------- 11 &.40 1.38 ------- • 5.50 1.50 """i"ii 7 ___________ 

48 7.'Z1 4.08 1.29 44 7.38 4.07 1.31 4 7.26 4.llli 
•------··· 16 5.38 ------- a. 31 Ul 1.37 ------- a. 31 0 ------- ------- ""ii"ii ..___ _____ 

17 10.08 &.3t 2.88 16 10.01 &.21 1.87 1 10.00 I 5. 00 

VJIIUIOlft 

4.871 A.Dtypea_.. •• 642 4.21 L40 •• Jill 4.21 L38 •• 211 L71 .17 

L--······· 121 2.01 ""i"iiii" ------- 119 2.01 ""i"iiii" ------- I 2.00 ------- ------2.. ___________ 
41 1.02 -·-·--- 41 1.02 ------- 0 ------- ------- -------

L-......... 32 4.00 1.00 ------- 211 4.00 2.00 ------- 3 4.00 2.00 """i"iiii ._ ________ 
138 1.41 .38 Lll 127 1.46 .:as 1.20 II 3.25 .23 & ___________ 

70 1.37 Ltl Lil 64 5.37 l.M L48 6 5.40 L67 LSI 6 __________ 
42 5.57 3.57 ""i"ili" 

40 5.111 ... ------- ll lli.OO • a.oo -------
'---·····-·· 48 7.40 I. 'II 43 7.41 1.77 L65 5 7.37 4.00 L40 .__ ______ 

15 6.04 ------- 1.20 15 1.04 ------- 1.20 0 --ii"ii •----······· • 1.73 1.21 2.64 'Z1 1.71 1.21 2.'18 1 "it: iii" •s.oo 

1 YeaM!QUivalent parBOilS. SI!Jbt d~may _. betw- tbe ·~for all members aDd the 
amount obtained by addmc 2 (bosbend aDd wik) to Ule sum ol tbe ..,..._ for persons ond« 16 aDd IGor 
old«. TIM& ~ ftSI11l from dilf........,. iD Ule methods ol computing aven.ges (« all members 

. and r« peraoos other th8ll bosballd aDd wife. See 0~, Year-equivalent Persoa. A.-en.ges ue bued 
- Ule corresponding number ol f8milies iD -* class (colu.mDa 2, I. and li). 

I For <1..-1ptioa otlamily types,- Ololaory, .family TyJIL 
1 lndudes husband aDd wile. 
• E:rclude& busbend and wife. 
• A venae basad oa In"• &ball I-
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T.u~u 6-l..-AVKUGB su:B or II'AIULT BY n-PB AJoo, u;co~~&: A~~~Wage :riu of farm1y 
fUI.d -.c tu•mber of per.-. oUu:r Uaar& h~Ubaraci orad wife vrader 16 or 16 or 
olMr,• btl jamilr ly~ orad ~-. Middle Atlar&tic., Norll& Cer&lrol, orad New Bflfl
wnd farm ~ctimu, 19~6 

(Wbile IIIOIInlliet familial &118& iDelude • ll.usbod lllld wile. bo&ll. lia&Re-bamJ 

Typed Uld a j I 
TypeetUidi Types ' an4 7 T)'Jie58IIDCII 

Btate and r.mn,- .:! I p-
All p- ~ All p_.. Per- All 

Per- I p-.__ ., ... (clollan) ...... ...... ...... 
lly ,.= ily BODS BODS ily 80IIS BODS ily """" -Wider 16ar Wider 16or under 16or = Jil - 161 oldel"• - Jil old«• mem- 16• older' bersl bers• bers• 

(1) (J} (I) (4) (i) (I) (7) (8) 00 (10) (11) (12) 

011' IEUin' 
Ne. Ne. Ne. Ne. No. No. Ne. Ne. No. No. No. 

AD iDeome "'----- I. 61 L61 t.OII 0.63 LfG 1.38 1.4.5 G.tM 6.83 1.48 1.35 

Net"--------- 1.67 L61 t.ll .78 1.31 1.00 1.31 .61 • 6. 00 •. 00 • 4.00 
Net illoomeL.. ___ I. SO LliO t.OII .63 Lt6 6.311 1.4.5 .115 6.86 Lil 3.31 

11-411!1 _______ 
1.20 Llll t.OO .115 L35 • 7.00 ll.liO 'LliO 6.67 2.67 2.00 

600--41911.----- 3.42 1.42 1.15 .62 1.311 6.111 I.M .'0 li.lll .25 1.61 I.,O»-l.4llll ____ 1.52 1.62 1.11!1 .55 L4.5 6.25 1.'0 .115 &.fill LOll 3.62 1,500--l,'MI ___ 1.48 L48 t.20 .73 Lt7 6.1i6 1.63 Lll IUiO 6.00 2.60 
I.«X>--2.~---- 1.56 Lfi8 i.Ot .62 1.44 6.11 1.31 1.00 7.00 1.80 1.111 
l,iQI ar owar .. 1.62 1.62 4.211 .61 L65 6.tM 1.83 LOll 6.i0 I. :II l.liO 

I'DX811. .. .ullA 

AD~Deome~---- 1.411 L4.5 t.-211 .85 LO 6.M 1.73 .83 .... t.21 2.611 

Net"-------- • t.OO • aoo 6.31 2.00 1.33 ------- ------- ------ 'JLSI • 6.li0 •a.oo Net iDoomeL ___ 1.411 L4.5 4.'0 .M 1.43 I.M l.i3 .83 9.01 4.21 2.61 ...... _____ 1.23 LZ2 1.65 .60 1.17 1.33 4.00 .33 &72 4.29 2.43 
5(J4IUt.-- --- l.tl L41 t.02 .61 1.35 1.51 t.OII .43 &65 3.46 1.21 1.(0}-1,41111 ___ 1.38 1.311 t.l7 • 74 L44 6.211 ••• •• &il t.6t 2.011 1,500--1.9!<8 ____ 1.51 Llil t.25 .81 L42 6.48 1.57 .a 9.011 t.21 2.65 2,(10))-2,8 ____ 1.55 1.51 t.fi8 LO& 1.53 6.70 1.82 .88 9.16 t.n 2.32 
l.fdar•••-- l.li6 L61 4.611 Ll6 L51 6.86 1.62 1.31 1.111 1.57 3.65 

OBJO 

.7.r: .u m-.,._ ____ 1.17 Ll7 t.l2 6.31 1.42 .83 7.1i0 2.44 1.11 
Not._ _______ 

• I. 00 '1.00 -·.:-u· ---~7·- -·i'a· • 7.'10 •a.oo •li.OO ------- 2:"«- ---i:"ii !Sel iDor.mM., ____ 1.17 1.17 6.23 1.42 .82 7.60 .... ________ 
1.06 1.12 l.liO .liO LOO -Teo- --i:"-- -·-:-a· • 5.1i0 •.oo •a. 50 600-M .. ____ 
1.211 Ll!ll 1.88 .55 Lit! 6. 74 L80 3.00 1,(.0}--1, f9G ____ 1.40 L38 4.02 .61 L35 1.15 1.27 .89 7.65 ll.n 3.07 1m--1.'MI ____ 1.53 L65 t.ll .87 L44 6.07 1.32 .72 8.1i0 1.25 1.25 

J.C<JD-2.M •••• 1.56 LSI t.47 LOO Lt6 1.83 1.50 L311 7.6t 165 3.1» 
l.fdaro•·• •s.oo • 1.00 t.U .811 LZ2 7.211 t.33 1.00 - ---- ------- -----

IIJCIIlGd ... .__.__ ___ 1.42 Ltl t.OII .72 LM &.40 &.70 .20 7.11 163 &.3D 

N-'"------ •a. 38 • LliO • i.CJI.I 'li.OO '1.00 - i:"4ii' --i:"N- ---~70- --7:ii- ---iii !Se&~-- 1.42 Ltl 4.08 .72 Lai -Tiii-
... ________ , 1.31 

L31 4.11 .90 1.!1 6.00 1.33 .87 • 8.00 • a.oo •t.oo 
~----··· 1.311 Ll7 1.84 .M L211 1.!1 1.76 .53 6.00 .n 3.29 
I ,0110-J.41111__ I. fl L 40 t.OII .fill L36 1.37 1.80 .fit 7. 75 1.25 2.50 
1~&--1.11198 .••• , 1.61 1.62 t.tl .116 Lf1 6.88 1.88 LOO &til t.OO 1.00 2.()J()-.2,M____ I. 311 1. 31 f.42 .112 ~50 6.43 3.29 Lit 8.95 3.1-l 1.86 
.......... _~ 1.31 1.82 .eo Llll • 7.00 •1oo • 3.00 &61 131 t.3S 

All..:::::_____ a.. ~ ... L112 ... 1.31 1.61 •• 1.17 1.36 2.77 
s~a.-______ •a.so j'LSO --.:-.- --i'iii' --i'4ii- • 7. 00 • 5. 00 •.oo ·air- --i:"-- ---177 "'ec ----· ~ L. 

... 1.63 •• ..._ _________ 
•a. eo *LOO 4.11 LOO Lll I. 75 1.75 2.00 •s.oo •. 00 .... 

~------- 1.56 LM 4.15 .811 L31 1.07 1.65 .55 8.25 a.n 2.01 l.oo&-1.f91._ a. f1 L. t.fl LOS LG 1.!1 1.116 .tl &87 1.75 2.75 1.500-1,M ___ ... L61 ... L07 L44 1.45 1.17 .'I'll &Ill 1.011 1.08 2.._...._ ____ 1.17 L87 t.55 LOI LliO 1.:17 1.47 .82 7.31 1.78 2.56 
J,OOOar ---~·, L40 ... LU L4t 7.01 1.00 100 &.6i t.&i I.OD 
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TAIILI: 64.-ATIIRAGil SIZE OJ' PAM1LT liT TYPE AND INCOME: A11erage Bite of family 
and overage number of per11om other than hu11band and 'Wife under 18 or 18 or 
older,• by family type and income, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New Eng-
land farm 11ectiom, 1935-38-Continued . 

[White nonrelief families that include a bu.•baud and wife, both native-born) 

Types2and8 Types4And a Types II and 7 Types8and9 

State and family· All Per· All Per· Pet· All Per· PI!!'- All Per· p.,.. 
Income class (dollars) fam· fam- fam• ram· 

lly sons ily sons sons ily sons sons ily sons sons 
onder onder 16 or onder 16 or onder 16or mem· 16 I mem- 161 older• mem- 16 I older• mem• 16 I older • bers• bers 1 bers• bers• 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (&) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) 

-·------------------
ILLINOIS 

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
All income classes •••• 3.52 1.03 4.07 0. 75 1.36 6.24 3.48 0. 74 7.li6 2.68 2.88 

--------------------
Net losses •••••.•• '4.00 • 2.00 '4.00 '1. 60 •.so • 5.00 •3.00 • .00 
Net incomes ..•.•. 3.52 1.52 4.07 .76 1.36 6.26 3.49 .74 ··1:oo· ""2:68· """i'88 

------------------------
H99 .•••••••• 3.54 1.60 3.38 .12 1.25 '7.00 •5.00 •.oo •9.00 • 7.00 • . 00 
&00-999.- -···· 3.32 1.32 3.81 .li& 1.42 6.16 3. 74 .42 8.80 3.60 3.20 
1,()()()...1,499 ..•• 3.58 1.67 4.03 .84 1.29 6.27 3.li6 • 71 ·6.33 .00 3.33 
1,&00-1,999 .••• 3.65 1.58 4.14 .84 1.29 6.08 3.35 .73 9.00 6.00 2.00 

' 2,()()()...2,999 .••• 3. 56 1.56 4.10 • 76 1.35 6.14 3.14 .86 6.98 .00 4.00 
· 3,000 or over •. 8.56· 1.65 ·4.31· .66. •1.63 7.11 3.67 1.44· 7. 511- 3.00 2.50 

= = ~ = = --~ 
IOW.L 

All Income classes •••• 3.51 1. 51 4.07 . 77 1.30 6.23 3.67 .66 7. 73 2.62 . 3.09 
--------------------= 

Net losses .••••••• 3.60 1.60 4.01 1.00 1.00 '6.00 '4.00 ' .00 •5.00 • .00 '3:00 
Net incomes •••••• 3.50 1.61 4.07 . 77 1.30 6.23 3.66 .li& 7.82 2.71 3.10 ------------------------

H99 .•••••••• 3.46 1.41 3.88 .62 I. 25 6.25 4.25 .00 '12.00 •s.oo • 5.00 
&00-999.-- •••• 3.41 1. 41 3.91 .67 1.24 6.06 3.87 .18 9.00 4.71 2.29 
1,()()()...1,499 .••• 3.51 1.54 4.19 .85 1.33 6.32 3.26 1.03 8.44 3.50 2.90 
1,500-1,999 .••• 3. 73 1. 71 4.11 .86 1. 27 6.15 3.50 .67 6.67 1.00 3.67 
2,()()()...2,999-- •• 3.60 1.60 4.46 .95 1. 60 6.67 3.67 1.00 6.33 .50 3.83 
3,000 or over •. '4.00 • 2.00 4.18 .80 1.40 6.68 4.14 .r.7 6.28 1.25 3.00 

= = = = = = ------ --
VBBIION'I' 

All income elasses •••• 3.38 1.37 4.10 .82 1.30 6.03 3.69 .86 8.07 3.36 2.88 
-----------------= == 

Net losses .....••. ---- ~-- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- ------- -------Net incomes •••••• 3.38 1.37 4.10 .82 1.30 6.03 3.69 .86 8.07 3.36 2.88 ----------------------
'H99 .•••••••• • 3.00 '1.00 3.41 .50 1.25 6.60 4.00 .50 9.33 6.67 1.67 
&00-999 .••.••• 3.24 1.25 3.80 .53 1.24 6.22 3. 76 .48 8.27 4.11 2.22 
1,()()()...1,499 •••. 3.36 1.34 4.27 1.02 1.27 6.69 3. 70 1.00 6.82 2.00 3.00 
1,500-1,999 .••• 3. 70 1. 70 4.32 .93 1.41 6.43 3.36 1.07 9.18 4.09 3.45 
2,00()-2,999 ...• 3.66 1.62 3.97 .82 1.21 6. 73 4.00 . 73 6. 59 I. 50 3.17 
3,000 or over •• •3.00 '1.00 4.60 1.00 1.60 7.67 2.33 3.33 •to. 56 • 5.50 •a.oo 

t Year-equivalent persons. Slight discrepancies may occur between the average for all members and 
the amount obtained by adding 2.00 (husband and wife) to the sum of the averages for persons under 16 
and 16 or older. These'discn>psneies result lrtlm·dillerences in-the methods of compating-.weragegfor all 
members and lor perOOIIll other than husband and wifa.. . Bee Glossary, Year-equivalent Pefl'on, for descripo 
tion or methods used in comP.oting. 

• Includes husband and wtfe. 
• Eicludes husband and wife. 
• A versge based on fewer than 3 cases. 
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TABLE 65.-FAMILY MEMBERS 16 OR OLDER: Average number 1 of family members of 
1pecijied relatiOftship to husband and wife in relief and nonrelief families, bY_ age 
and family type, Middle Atlafflic, North Central, and Ne11J E11f!land farm eechons, 
1935-36 

State and family 
type No. 

[White fBDlilies that inelnde a husband and wife, both native-born) 

All members 

J&-a 30or 
oldec 

Sons and 
daur;hters 

1&-29 so or 
oldec 

Parents 

l&-211 30or 
older 

Other relatives 

1&-211 30or 
older 

Persons not 
related 

1&-211 30or 
old« 

ro oo ~ oo ~ oo m oo oo ~ M 
------1----~------------

Number Number Number Number Number Number Number Number NUmber NuMber 
'NEW JI!RSEY 

AD specified types .• ~~~~~ _o:c.·.c.15=-+-o...,.08~If-o.--::10=-~ __ 0_.0_1 
'--------·----·- .93 .36 .87 .15 .00 .12 .05 .08 .01 .01 
5............... 1.tll .40 1.35 .12 .00 .16 .08 .10 .00 .02 
7............... 1.611 .26 1.57 .09 .oo .11 .09 .06 .03 .00 
8............... 2.39 .90 2.10 .36 .00 .32 .17 .22 .12 .00 
11............... 2. 39 . 53 2. 25 . 25 . 00 .14 . U • M -00 • 00 

AJ':~~t~-- U1 .24 1.36 .09 .00 .10 .04 .Oi .01 (*) ----1-·---- -----------~ 
'--------------- .99 .26 .115 .12 .00 .10 .02 .04 .02 (I) 
5............... 1.46 .28 1.40 .06 .00 .13 .06 .08 (2) .01 
7............... 1. 29 .13 1. 25 .02 - .00 .08 .03 .03 .01 .00 
8 _______________ 2.74 .55 2.61 .33 .00 .11 .13 ·.09 .00 .02 
11 ••••.•••••••••• ~ .26 2.21 .12 .00 .10 .03 .(M .01 .00 

ORTO 
All specified types •• 1.28 .33 1 .. 31 .12 .00 .13 .07 .07 .01 .01 --------- ---:13 ---

~ •--------------- .114 .32 .88 .00 .13 .05 .06 .01 
5 .••••.••••.•••• 1.43 .25 1.36 .(M .00 .16 .06 .05 .01 .00 
7--------------- L42 .36 1.31 .15 .00 .09 .08 .09 .03 .03 
8 .•••••••••••••. 2.56 .66 2.39 .22 .00 .22 .17 .22 .00 ,oo 
"----·-···------ 2.48 .48 2.35 .17 .00 .14 .14 .17 .00 .00 

K~GAN • 
All specified types..~~~~~___:_!!_~--=-~-+-..:-~~ 

'--------------- .84 .38 .30 .14 .00 .14 .(M .09 .00 .01 
li............... 1.31 .32 1.26 .03 .00 .24 .04 .04 .01 .01 
7............... 1.21 .21 1.13 .10 .00 .08 .08 .03 .00 .00 
8............... 2.58 .67 2.08 .17 .00 .33 .42 .17 .08 .00 
11............... 2.81 .39 2.71 .M .00 .10 .10 .05 .00 .00 

Wl8rolfstlf 

AUspeciftedtypes .• ~~~____:E._~~~~~~ 
'--------------- .94 .33 .88 .15 .00 .15 .05 .03 .01 .00 
5............... 1.32 .27 1.29 .03 .00 .19 .03 .05 .00 .00 
7............... 1.28 .18 L23 .03 .00 .06 .05 .09 .00 .00 
8............... 2.46 .112 l!.38 .58 .00 .17 .08 .17 .00 .00 
11............... 2.42 .11 2.36 .08 .00 .00 .06 .03 .00 .00 

ILU'NOI8 

AU&pecified types_.~~ ~~~~~l-...:.::=-~~=-+--=·-=::00 
•-------------- .97 .24 .114 .14 .00 .07 .03 .00 

.04 (I) 

.03 (I) 
5............... 1.43 .23 1.37 .06 .00 .15 .06 .00 .02 .00 
7............... 1.42 .13 1.42 .03 .00 .05 .00 .00 .05 .00 
8............... 2.27 LOll 2.27 .64 .00 .27 .00 .00 .18 .00 

11............... 2.12 ==·=55=1'=2.=05~IF==·='=1'1==· oo~F==,·:::07~==·=07=1==,;;,=1==~4==·;,;;oo; 
IOWA 

.07 .00 

AU specified types__ 1. 17 • 28 L 13 . II . 00 . 10 . (M • 07 (I) • 00 

•--······-·-···· ~ ------:-25 ~--:12 ----:oil~~ -:o& ---:oo ~ 
'--·------------ 1.38 .21 1.31 .03 .00 .15 .06 .03 .01 .00 
7............... 1.13 .111 1.13 .05 .00 .08 .00 .06 .00 .00 
8............... 2.12 1.25 2.00 .88 .00 .12 .12 .25 .00 .00 
11............... 2.63 .36 2.63 .00 .00 .18 .00 .18 .00 .00 

'nRIIO!ft 
AU spec:ified types_. I. II . 311 1. Ill • l1 • 00 • 15 .115 • Ill • 01 . 01 

•--------······- ---:87 ------:-32 ------:811--:li" ---:oo ---:H ~ ~ -----:-m --:iii $............... 1.11 .31 1.04 .08 .00 ··.21· .06 .09 .02 · .01 
7............... 1.31 .31 1.211 .03 .00 .11 .02 .17 .00 .00 
•--···--···-···- 2.47 .74 2.47 .31 .00 .27 .00 .'ZI .00 .00 
•---··········-- 2.:&1 .43 2.14 .211 .00 .Ill .Ill .07 .00 .00 

1 A ......,es are hued oa the number ol families ill eaeb dass. Any per.n who - a member of the
==·~ ume duriDc the repon :veu: ill •nsidared as I member. Tbenfore these are DOl,.._. 

• O-OOIQ or leis. 
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TABU 6G.-coiiP08ITIOW OP PA111Lill8 OP aACB TTPa: Dilflril>uiWA of mief OM J101to 
rrlief familiu trithi11 IGC1 familr type 6r ""~ of IIIHiber1 11rader 18 and 18 rw 
Wkr, Middh Atlolllic, Ntmla en.tnU, a!ld New E'llfllatul/flrffllediaM, 1936-3tl 

[Widle~a.&IDelarlea.....,...ncl • .., ~lad~ ..ct~ 

1'11111~ ~ lllld mmposltloli al N~ PeaD- Midi- Wlso IJB. v. .._. sy). OhiD .... 
IIIIDilil8 iiMiuded ia .... Qp8 I JaaF .... ipa .... Doll --(I) 00 (I) (Q (S) (~ m (I) (V) (10) 

N .. Ne. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
Type t: B118bend lllld wife aa1J'. I 211 m 231 231 128 D :IJO 121 
Type t 1 dlild Ulldow 1& •.•• -- I 72 IWI 71 Ill 1M 88 113 • T:rpe 1: I dilldlwt .....S. 1&. ••••• f 80 16& tt .. 85 till • II 

,.,.,_ f: 1 ~ M uroldor~ 
.. witbou& 1 .... ...-. ... prdlea"' .,.._ ____________ 

lurf D fZI 117 D 131 Ill 1111 138 

C1Jmbboatioa ~------- I 1011 197 101 m • 111 Ill 75 Combn.tioD .. ~.. _________ 
f • 102 17 tt .. f5 211 • Cam~ ... .___ ______ 
f .. 121 .. tt tt eo fl II 

Type I: 1 ehild1111derl&,l p8Wm 
16ur older, uad •• lolben. ... 
prdlea al-ee------------ Iori lOll 'lSI 101 WI Uf -tG& 'Ill • CGmbillatioa ..... ______ 

I • 82 • 21 11 30 It Ia 
CombU.tion ~-------- I Ill 29 • t • 10 • 5 
-~biua1ioa .. ~___ I 'Z1 c - 32 • 311 35 31 71 . . bU.tioa .. ~.._ ________ • IS 51 II :10 18 18 17 Ia 
Camhiatioa Sol.----- I • • 16 Ill 23 u lf II 

'J'rpell: larfdalldranmcJ.-1&. •• 1•1 • •• • • II .. • 411 
Comblnatloa .. _________ • II lOll • It Ill ~ 40 II • CclmbiDatioa ... ________ • • ff1 It It • Ill • 31 

Type 7: 1 ehDd aDder 11111111 ... 
lio&bsll,nprdlessal._ •••••• , ... • - 10 • ffl . Ill .. • Combb.doa ......_ _____ 

7 f • I 1 7 I I • C1Jmbiualioa .....___ ____ • 1 I 0 0 1 0 1 • C1Jmbu.tioa ... ______ 7 10 15 I I 5 • 1 i Combillatioo ..___ _____ 8 f 13 1 1 I 1 0 f Comt>u.tioa .. .__ ______ 7 • 31 15 • II 7 7 8 
CombiDatioo ~-~------- 8 • i • 1 I • I 5 
Combu.tioD t-1-------- 7 I 35 I I 18 10 8 • Combu.tioa t-:a.. ______ 8 ' 31 I • • I f I Combioatioa .... _______ 7 .. II • • 7 It • 11 • 
Combu.tioa ~·--------- 8 I 21 • f I • I • Combu.tioa ....___ ____ • • 31 I f t I 7 • 

'J'rpell: 1.-fs---16.-older... .... fl • 23 12 :H 11 11 II 

CGmbllllltfGn "------ • • lN II • 11 7 II 11 Combu.tioa ...._ __________ • 11 11 I I 8 f I I 

Typet: .A.D~IIIO&IaciDdad 
7•- • 1!111 • iD tJ1IIS ..._ ______ 

II • 11 17 • 
Com~~~-~----- 7 I I 6 I 1 I 1 1 CombiaecioD ..... ___________ • 1 I 0 0 1 1 0 • Combina&ioD G-7- ----- ··- 1 I • 0 0 0 0 0 
Combioatioa Hlurmcn .••• ··- 1 5 0 0 I 0 1 • Combu.tion H • men- t.-- I I 0 0 0 • I I 
C<>Wt.H.Iioa H ar ----- ··- f 11 I I f 1 f • Cambu.tioa ...... ----- ··- 1 211 I I f • I 1 
Combioatioa ... , .. ----- lor- • 28 f • • I I I 

CombU.ticoa G-1. ----- ·-- 1 • 11 • 7 • • 11 
Combu.tioa 7. __. .. 
m------------- ··- • .. • • u I • I 



·FAMILY INOO'XE 183 
TABU 67.--i:BILDU:S tnfDBB H: 1\ •• lftber ., ,__.I tntder 18 yean II/ age. , 

jorwilr t~, re/Mf .,..,., •red i-. Middk Atlantic; lfarlla c-traz. sad Net~~ 
Er19l4rulj- wctiou,1 19/Ja--36 ' 

(W1dte flullilis diM iadllde • llaslJanll .... will!, bolla llldive-bca:a] 

l8te,. rellol ll8lul, ud 
famil7~e-.(doll.n). 

.AJI I I • 5 • 7 • 
(0 (2) (3) (4) (5) (a) (7) (II) tv) (JIJj 

_.,..." ~hnnt ~~~---1 ........ '-. Na .... N...-AD IIIIIIJa ______________ 

- lllO 
n 180 ae 163 liOO Zlll -Jl<oliel tlunilW- --------- 141 15 I J8 t 16 17 40 ~ );waelilf familia_ _____ 843 115 • Ia M 147 181 17!1 • 

St!t "'-------- !2 t 1 • • 7 7 I • 
);(!t ~------- 821 Ill • 1.18 M 1411 1ft 1ft • ..... _________ 

a 4 8 • 4 u • 7 8 
------------ M Ill n II • 210 21 17 I 
l.CJ»-J,«<t _____ •• 17 15 12 111 215 • 2111 14 
J,.SOIH.-------~ 162 II u H 4 21 21 4f 215 2.CJ»-2, ______ 

Zlll 23 n Ill 7 II • 5I %1 I.OOOor _____ 
121 u 111 IZ 5 21 15 II It 

CIIIID , 
AD IIIIIIJa ____________ ~--

105 1011 75 1111 M 181 .. 17f· 117 

Jl<oliel r.miHee- ------- a I I 2 • 4 I 5 'II );CIIIftliof fllmitieL. ____ 1161 15 74 88 M m 110 m no 
N4!t "----·----- • (C) I • • • • I • .... a...-_ _____ .. 15 7;1 88 M m 1111 - 118 

------------ 11 I 7 2 • t • 0 • ----------- 182 210 22 J8 11 13 -rr II J8 
J.CJ»-1.«11 .••••. - IZ 10 • 17 47 71 so 38 
1..500-1.------- 2111 21 !I zr 15 Iii so II 2111 

~.!:'.ir.:::::t U5 11 • 8 11 li 18 II 28 
3i 4 1 • 0 8 • zr • 

~ 
.All familiel ________________ 

810 1011 .. Ull 4f 181 113 15f • 
RdifffuDiliM_ -------- II 7 I • t 10 • 18 20 ,._..,fuliliM ______ ,. .. ., Itt a 171 121 Ill 'i1l 

St!t "- -------- I 1 "I 2 0 t • • • .... ~------ 1IIC tl2 • 122 a •• .. Ill 7lt ..... ________ 
4f I • • 5 H 7 I I ---------- 1M 23 II • u 37 I! I! 5 

LCJ»-1.------ 100 17 IZ f2 u 56 • ft1 2111 
1..500-1.------ Ull 15 8 2111 8 • 12 Ill 11 2.CJ»-2, __ ---- 87 10 10 10 2 20 111 II 22 1.000•----. .. 2 t :1 I I 0 t 7 

-.oo ... 
..lllluDIJML ______________ 

l.Mf •• .. .,. .. m m 115 -llellof fuldUM_ -------- .. a: I t I • • • • • 14 ,._._lamlJis.. ______ • .. 170 4f ::m .. - -s • .._ ______ • I I :1 • • 0 I • .... ~------ LIZJ ., tl2 - 4f ::m - 121 IIIII ...... ______ .. I I • I 2 • 7 • ---------- 11!1 21 • 50 14 If .. 511 a ............ ____ m I& a il 1-1 75 lOt Itt 10 
UOIH.--·-- 121 ,. II 4f t .511 7Z 82 17 2.(WW)-1 ______ •• .. f ... f I! • It :15 I,IIQO•---- • f I • I 8 f II H 

"""'"=== 
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TABLa 67.-i:BILDRII:!f UNDJ:B 1e: Number o/ per«m~a• vndu .16 '!}ear• of age, by 
Jamilv type, relief .catm, and iru:ome, Middle Atlantic:. North Central, ana .Vew 
Enqlond farm lediOM,• 1935-38-Continued 

[Wbite lamllel tbat laclude a bus band IIIMI wife, botll Dati.,.borD) 

Stahl, relief status, and 
P.-and• 1e :reus of age ID tamilles of type'-

f8Jilily-1Deome class (doUan) 
AD a a 8 

~· 
2 • 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (8) (7) (8} 
~ e.-

ILLIJIIOIB 
Numllor Pmtflt Namllor Nambn Numlltr Number Number Numbn,Numlltr 

AU lamllle8 ••• --··-······· 1,006 100 86 198 60 182 217 221 74 

r===; =---
Relief families .••••••••• 40 4 0 2 1 a 

Mt 7 Nonrelief f!l~~-- 11116 - 110 86 1114 611 179 21f ~....:.._!!_ --1- 1-
Net looses .••••••••• 10 1 0 4 8 a a 0 0 
Net incomes •••••••• 1186 96 86 190 511 176 211 197 87 

1---------1--
H99 .• ---······ 22 2 a 8 1 0 0 6 7 
500·991L •..••••• 150 14 21 20 4 16 52 19 18 
1,0()0-1,499 •••••• 298 29 25 66 22 39 72 74 0 
1.500-1,999 •••••• 248 24 18 50 13 50 44 f3 30 
2.(100-2,899. ----· 181 18 14 36 18 f9 lrT 29 0 
3,000 or over •••• 87 8 6 12 a 22 6 r. 11 

= 
IOWA 

All f8llliliel ••••••••••••••••• 954 100 83 178 fl 147 220 198 lilt 

Relief families .••.•••••• 70 7 2 10 1 21 If 17 5 
Nonrelief famllleL ...... 88t 1111 81 168 40 126 208 179 M ---1----- ---------------Net losses ........... 16 2 2 8 2 2 4 0 0 

Net IDcomea •••••••• 868 91 79 162 38 124 202 179 M 
1-------------------------

H99 ..•••••••••• 90 9 13 18 5 15 14 20 5 
501HI91L ........ 313 83 34 f8 14 33 1111 58 33 
1,001H.499 ...... r.o 29 22 62 8 39 62 52 35 
1,500-1.999 •••••• 100 10 8 30 4 15 19 23 3 
2,()()0-2,899 .••••• 61 6 4 12 4 17 3 8 a 
3,0QQ or oy• •••• 44 II 0 2 3 5 11 18 5 

VBBJIO!ft 

All famlllea ••••••••••••••••• '161 100 49 64 35 134 150 182 147 

Relief famDiea .••••••••• 50 7 0 8 2 10 8 20 6 
Nonrelier f8Jililiea ••••••• 'Ill 1111 49 58 33 124 144 ~~~ 

Net l01l91!8 .••••••••. ·------- -------- -------- ................ -------- -------- -------- -------- --------
Net incom•----···· n1 1111 49 58 33 124 144 162 141 ---------------------------

H99 ............ 47 (I 2 0 1 3 11 13 17 
li00-IKI9.-- ------ 187 25 18 12 8 18 57 37 37 
1,0()0-1.499. ----- 195 25 21 22 13 43 29 45 22 
1,500-1,899 •••••• 152 20 a 14 8 35 20 27 46 
2,0()0-2,999. ----- 105 14 a 10 2 21 27 33 !I 
3.000 or ov• •••• 25 a 3 0 1 4 0 7 11 

t Year..,qnlvalent persona. Bee 0101198rJ, Year..,qulvalt>nt Person. Families of tJll88 1 8Dd 8, omitted 
from this table, do not include year..,qolvalent per&oJIII under 16 years of &~~e. 

• For data for PeDDsylvanla aee table 29. 
• For description or r8Jilily t)'Jle8- GloasarJ', F811lily Type. 
• 0.50 percent or lesl. 



FAMILY BOOliE 18.5 

T.,BLB 6S.-FAJIILT L'ICOJIE A:!OD F.A111LT TYPE: Number of fam11iu of specified 
tv~• afld ~ number of periWM per family, by iRCtnne, Middle Atlantic, 
.\-ortll ~ral, artd .\·ev~ England farm. .u:lions, 19SD-S8 ! 

: tnJite oollft'li.,( families thai ~ a hosbuld aDd wife, both •tive-bonll 

FIIDiilies ol type ,_ 

~'*'* ar;..i !e:mLy-iMOIIIIIr ~ i 
n.~~~~~~ ;AnT: • I 'I"·. a 

~ ' ~ 

5 II 1 8 II 

(II) (7) (I) (II) , (10) (11) 

Aver
age 
per-
801111 
per 

fam
ily II 

(12} 

Aver- Aver-
age age 
per- per-
80011 !lOllS 

ODder l&or 
I&•• l"lderU 

(U) (If) m ' <2> (3) i <«> I <i> 
--~~---+--+--+-~---~-r~r--1--~----

:SEW' lUSKY ! i ~ ; ! Xo. : Xe. ; 1\·o.l Ko. .,..,_ No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No . 
• 'lil iur'llllt do.Bs---···-' 'i'lll ' 1~ 1 88 11 192 95 53 52 • 21 J. 'Tl L f11 0. 91 

'= 
~"' ., ____________ J n ,, 4 J 1 1 2 1 5 4 2 1 2 o t.IO L05 L05 
~t( .-.----··----'~ 195 \ • ' • i 187 Ill 51 51 ~ 21 aiJ1 L07 .Ill 

~~~=======~= ~ 1 ~ 1 :.5

1

1 :
4
2 ·1.: : : ~ ~ ~ ~: :: :: :;II()-74'J ___________ ,, ili2' ~a:J I II 7 5 2 5 1 a 58 .85 • 72 

7--- -----·--·-· ~ , - 1 lll 4 2 2 5 1 a 30 • 511 • 75 
I.O'I()-L:z.ot. _____ , Ill 1 ' 12 22 5 5 a 2 2 aao .86 .M 
1.2'i0-Lf\19._____ Ill I 111 II 6 216 II 8 ' 7 2 4.17 LOI t~ 

t~:!t~====: :: i ~ ~ : ~ J ~ ~ : : ~ t: t: .M 
.tJ•~.._2.24!1. _____ i 52 I : !, 5 5 12 8 6 4 a I 4. 211 L 3J .114 
2.2;1)-2.4!$ _____ , *, .. . 1 11 1 4 10 5 2 a t. i'D L87 .!IG 
2..'Jf0).2.\IAI. _____ ,._ ili2 I_ II I 5 4 22 8 4 7 4 2 4. 41 L 14 L 211 
3.1.•1()-l.w.l. _____ c illl 7 5 II 21 12 I 2 2 I 4. f11 • 88 L 18 
v•----------j :nl 3 a 1 t 5 2 4 2 2 4.110 L84 LOll 
.>,OCtJ w .,...,.. • •••. , 11 ·~==2===o~=2~=2=+=1==1==2+=a=l==o=l==t.=•==·= =L=31=!==L=38= 

PL"'nLT~ j t II. I 
.u in«<llllt dafRs ________ ~· ;JIIR ' 195 161 4011 200 1i'D - 44 ' 182 4.72 L77 .M 

~..t "--····------- 7 1 t I)~ I 1 2 0 0 0 2 6.43 3.00 L43 
~" ----------2.011, ,.. : lil5 1110 a ,. li'D • tt ll'IO t. n L 'ill .!IG 

.,_Mil ___________ ~ 181 "! o 2 2 e 1 1 e 1 a• L28 .u 

~~:========; ~ ~ ~ i 14 J ~ J ~ : ~ -: ~~ :: :g 
7-----··-··--i z•' ~I : 111 sa 211 21 18 2 It 4. n L38 • n 
t.OI()-L7tt _____ 1 rt!; 44 31& 18 51 25 211 11 t 12 4.211 L54 .ffT 
~-~·--------·' 2-G' r. %1 21 64 %1 18 %1 5 15 4.41 L61 .88 
1.51~L;f!1 _____ _1 2!11 1 2f i 30 :!115 40 2f 23 31 5 211 lUJ.I %.05 LOO 
J_;;.,.J.'lf .. ______ : 1:9 r :!2 1

1 
8 U 41 Ill :!115 Z 4 Ill 5.12 2.00 LOll 

:Frl()-2._________ 147 i 16 I u 10 23 M 111 23 a 18 5. 35 2. 28 Lf11 
2.r0).2.M ______ . 1••1 J i i 6 :!115 15 8 25 3 16 5.!!0 2.50 L21 
2.~.0)-%., .. ______ : 140. 

7
7 I z 10 :!2 211 u :!115 5 21 5.85 2.54 L211 

J.O:t-..J.lf;O ______ , lll, v 14 :!2 21 II. 21> 5 21 5.91 :t:H L58 
._.,.....__. ______ , 211' 2. 2 a 2 8 2 t 2 a 5.3D L!ID L50 
.i.(Uiar ..-... 

1 
•• __ ,==»=', =1;,:[0 =::l=i==l=1=,.,;;1=t=~7=1:=,.;;2~,;19==::2d,~=::t~,;'-;;.;08~,;2.;;;;»~=L;;;;:;;85 

AL a..x,..,. ::._ _______ _! ~~~I 2315! 74! 43 1214 t8 S1 411 ] lM a• Lilli .81 

~"'...._·---------, z, o;l'l-.-~, o 1 i o · o 15.00 7%.00 •Loo 
~"' ----·----~- 2315 , 1J 43 . 214j M ~ S1 ~ 21 M Ul LOI .liU 

~~=~~~~~~~· .~ ~ ~! ~10:. 11 i J I J 1
1 

i 1 i ! i !~ ~5 ~s 
L',_•H.201 _____ ; Ill• . :a I - T •I 13 11 ' f 5 a87 LOI'l • 78 
l.:t'<)-U'"--··-· 114 ! 25 ' 11 211 ~ 14 . 10 10 2 3 4. 05 L :!2 • 85 
Llo,._L7•-----· til: »: I 28

1 

21 II 4 2 I aM LOI .114 
1.7,._1..,. _____ _; -.s ~ i az I ' Jtti '•! •, ! 11 ~ t.M ut LOi 

~::-!:i:;:!-====: : ~ ; I :I ~ Jt T t' I i 2 i t: t: u: 
!:~::!:====. ~. ; i .·I : : ~ : : f : : :I ~: t~ ~: ._.,......_ ______ I' II I II I II 2! I· I 5.25 1111)· L3J 
~ .. _. ____ t' z • •• 11 '' 1! •i • • as Loo .25 

==================:::;a 
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TnLII 68..-I'AIIILT 1Xco11a AND I'&IIILT nPa: Nutnber of /a•ilie• of •~Mtl 
eypu and aerap ttutraber of,__ ~family, by ;-, MiddU Allomic, 
NtlrlA Cemrul, and N- Bnglaujarm eeetiofte, 1.936--.76-Coutinued 

(WbiW:...Uef tamil8 111M iDrlade a lnabaD4 aad wiJI, lloUI M&iftollorD] 

·l'alllil8 ef lrP8 ._ ......... Aver- Aver--per- --Slate and famlly..J:ncome 
IODS P<'l" .,_ 

da8 (clollan) per 
..,,. 101)!1 

AQ 1 ll I • 6 • 7 • • fam- onder IGor 
iJyll 16" olderu 

(I) (1) (3) (4) (I) (I) (7) (I) (I) {10) (11) (12) (13) (14) -
IIICBJGAJI 

Ne. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. NtJ. 
All._~-----.. 784 236 1111 63 lJJil Ill 116 86 Ill 18 a eo O.UII 0.78 

Nee loale!l .••••••••••• 6 2 1 1 0 1 0 0 • 0 1.25 1.00 .30 
Nee iacolllllll-·----·- m 2!113 811 II lJJil 112 • 86 Ill 18 1.1111 .UII .70 

0-240. --------·- • I 0 0 1 0 1 0 • 1 3.33 .78 .641 250-499 __________ 
M 33 I I II 7 1 I • 0 aoo .Oil .42 li00-i4t _________ 

122 44 11 7 43 7 I 1 2 1 1.23 .ea .61 
7....-. ---·----- 137 80 30 u II 11 a 7 4 0 1.37 .80 .51 
L000-1,241.-••••• 131 34 Ill • 31 15 12 8 1 2 1.82 1.21 .61 1,250-1,499. _____ 116 18 13 Ill 34 10 7 8 2 3 4.06 1.22 .82 
1,600-1,7441.---·· 11 IS 4 8 17 10 1 2 1 3 f. OS 1.15 .87 1,750-1,9911. _____ 

47 11 4 I 11 11 2 II • 0 f. OS 1.23 .7ft 
2,000-2,241----- ,. 8 a 1 2 5 1 0 • 4 4.46 1.17 1.211 
2,2.'i0-2,4911.-•••• 21 I f I ·6 a 1 2 1 1 4.30 1.28 1.00 2,600-2,9911. _____ ,. 6 I 8 I a 1 2 0 1 4.12 1.33 .79 
3,~9911----·· 17 4 2 1 7 1 0 1 0 1 3.72 .70 1.00 
f,(J0()-4,91111 •••••••• 8 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 8.67 1.33 2.33 
1,000orOYIK 1 •••• I t 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 1.33 ------· 1.33 

WIIIDOIBW 

AD moo------·-·· 781 128 • 86 136 112 98 M 22 34 4.50 1.'18 .88 
Net Joaes _________ 

3 0 1 1 0 0 0 I 0 0 4.67 2.87 .00 
Ne& IDc:omes..---··- 780 128 IIlii II 131 111 110 811 22 34 4.50 1.10 .80 

0-2411 ___________ 
8 f 1 0 0 0 0 t 1 0 a. 75 .88 .88 250-499 _________ 

18 11 I 0 2 1 I I 1 0 3.011 .50 ,61 li00-7411 _________ 
73 17 7 12 16 I • 6 0 4 4.19 1.118 .49 

71i1H199. ------ 130 21 Ia 13 20 15 18 10 ' 6 4.38 1.113 .76 1,000-1,2411. ____ 143 111 111 16 26 22 18 17 2 5 4.511 1.82 .72 1,2.'i0-1,499. _____ 130 14 23 12 22 16 13 11 a 6 t.tll 1.77 .72 l,li00-1,748. ____ 1011 30 12 12 17 1& 13 16 a 2 4.42 LIIO .82 L 750-1.9911. ____ 80 11 II 10 13 16 8 • 2 5 4.67 1.82 .86 2,000-2,2411 ____ 27 t • II • II 1 f 2 1 4.94 1.48 1.44 2,250-2,4911 ______ II I 2 4 7 I 6 3 0 0 4.48 Ln .81 
2,1i00-2,WII.----·· 1M I II :1 1 ' :1 1 3 3 4.97 1.96 t~ 3,~9911 ______ 

23 1 a I a 4 1 8 8 1 6.86 1.13 4,00()-4,9911 _______ a D D 0 2 0 0 0 8 1 5.67 2.00 1.67 
6,000 oro.,... •--- 1 0 0 D 0 0 0 0 • 1 '&IK '3. 00 r t. oo 

JLUWOIII 

AD iDCome ~---·-·· Ml l!OO • , 211 liN 8i &a 11 14 3.87 1.18 .'18 

5 0 0 2 I 1 
l 

Net 'lolaa .• -----·---- 1 0 0 0 4.20 2.00f .20 
Ne& IDcome&.----·· 831 l!OO • Ill 212 101 II 511 11 14 3.87 1.18 .70 

0-2411----------- s II D 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4.33 2.33 .00 250-4911.--------- 22 7 I 3 8 0 0 1 • 0 3.15 .68 .46 
li00-7411 .••••••• -- ao 16 2 4 11 8 4 0 1 2 3.68 .118 .M 
750-9911.--------- 16 39 111 • 13 2 10 6 0 2 3.42 1.06 .34 
1,000-1,249 ·----·- lSI 12 18 18 :15 10 11 8 • 0 3.87 l.ll3 .46 1,250-1,499 ______ 117 30 • 15 34 14 11 11 a 0 an 1.28 .68 l,li00-l,74D. _____ 110 21 14 16 ~ 12 11 7 0 0 :a. 78 Ll9 .80 
1, 750-1,9911._ ••••. 75 14 • 10 I& 3 5 1 5 4.38 1.56 .83 
2,0011-2,2411.----- 18 10 I I 17 II 6 II 2 0 3.87 L 12 .76 
2,2o;0-2,499 ·---- fl 8 I f 23 4 0 a 1 0 3.68 .80 .87 2,500-2,9911 ____ M I II 8 18 14 I 4 1 2 f.t.l 1.23 1.14 3,001hJ,9911 ____ foil • I 4 13 12 2 4 8 2 4.38 1.35 1.00 t,OO(J-4,9911 ____ 11 4 0 0 I 1 0 1 0 0 3.M .45 1.011 
6,000 or ovs •--·- 17 2 2 2 I 2 • 2 2 0 4.35 .IK Ltl 

See footDotes at eDd at table. 
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TAB~ 68.-FAJIUT nrco11B .e--n FAJIILY 'ITPB: Sumber of fartn1iei of llfl«ified 
tv~• arwl tlt'CNJ~ """'be- of periiOfU PfiT family, by itiCOme, .\fiddk Atlantic. 
SorU. Cnairol, a red Sew Englorwl fantt autiou, 1935--36--C.ontinued : 

[.-biw JDODr'elier luDilies tbat iodude • lmsbuJcl Uld wile, botb ~I 

Families~ type I- I A 'OW- I ATI!I' ! A"'!!' 

a-:!!~~~._! AIQ"--! -~-.--2-~-~--,-~-.~~1 -5-=-,:-.-.---7 ...... 11.-~-,-1-.~ ~ ! £ l E 
' l I I ~.!HH~II 

(I) I (2) : (3) (4) ! (5) (6) ' (i) i (S) (I) ! 00) I 01) (l2) I (U) I 04) 

IOWA ll\e. ! ~o· .. l~o-.. 1 !to"•· I N9. i Ne. ! Ne. ! Ne.l N•.l Ne. No. I Ne. 11\·a. 
AD ...,.._~--------1 712 • 11'5! Ill! lit 147 I ell r 61! 44! 16 16, 3.86 UK I 0.61 

"'"' """"""---------r=t6i 5 i 'I' 31 3 I 1 I 1 I 0 I I .~ I I'<!C me:.-_______ \ 61'16 ' 190 I 79 81 144 I 61 60 44 15 ... 
~t -

0-119. ·---·------i 22 i 8 ! I I 2 -~4~ I ! 0 ,. I ! 0 2,';o)-4'ie ___________ , 74 i 25 ' 'I 7 - 7 4 3 I 0 
61.,_,~---------- 112 I 3S 11 13 •

1 
10 4 o 

·~------------: l.'il I 53 23 11 I 17 8 2 
UO>-LM9 _____ 1 116 ! 18 1211ll 13 I 13 12111 2 

HEtE===: : i 1: , ~ I ,: II :31 :1 : : 
2.<•:~2.249______ 16 : • o a o 1 4 

!f:§5:-~-;==~11l ~ i ! I !I ! ; I ! I ~I i 11 ! 
i.OOOaroftll'•---- Ji o, o o v ol o 1 o 

AD:~--------' 511 ! no I e I a lm 11 I 40 I o 

0 
1 
2 
3 
6 
1 
I 
0 
I 
0 
0 
I 
0 
0 

3.44' t~l .44 
3.87 .61 

3.021 .77 I .23 
3.54 99' .54 
3.56 ill I .a 
3.64! LDI .41 
4.291 L531 .ii 
I.M, L:M .till 
4.210j Li'Zj .61 
3.751 Ll51 .62 
5.00 I Ll9 LSI 
4.061 1.11 .M 
3.811 .116, .113 
Ullll LQ L28 .t: ;.~:I .61 

'LOO 

.116 
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TABLX 69.-1NCOMB AND 817.1: OF FAMTLT: Perunlagt distribution of familitll by 
income and rt~ief 11tatu11, and m~dian inco~ and al1tragt Bizt of rtlief and non
rehef familiu, by family type, Middle Atla,llic, l'>ortl& Central, and ftttW England 
farm ~~tdiom,' 19Sii-:J6 

(White families that inrlnde a husband and wife, both native-born) 

Family type ._ Family-type • combinations 
Item 

1 2 3 • & • 7 2and3 4and6 lland7 Band I 

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) (fl) (7) (8) (II) (IO) (II) (12) 

---- - -- ---
NBWIBR9ET 

Pl:l. Pl:l. Pl:l. PrJ. Pl:l. PrJ. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pl:l. Pl:l. 
All families .••••.•.•••••. 100 IOO IOO 100 IOO 100 100 IOO IOO IOO 100 

= -- = ---== 
Rt>lief families.-------- 6 4 11 5 IO 9 17 8 7 13 I3 
Nonrelief families ••••.. 94 116 89 115 110 9I 83 112 flil 87 87 ---- ---------Net losses ___________ 2 1 3 2 4 3 2 2 3 2 3 Net incomes _________ 112 115 86 flil 86 88 8I 110 110 86 84 ------------- ------------
~99. ----------- Ill 11 3 8 7 0 3 7 7 2 4 
$500--$9911.--------- 25 I5 IO 14 IO I2 6 I3 13 9 18 
$1,1100--$1,499------- 24 21 20 24 I5 22 14 20 20 18 19 
$1,500-$1,9911 ••••••• I2 Ill 15 13 17 12 19 16 15 16 7 S2.0IJO-S2.999 _______ 10 I6 18 21 19 35 26 17 20 30 22 
$3,000 or o.-er •••••• & 14 20 13 18 7 13 17 I5 IO It 

Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
Median Income •-------- I,OUI 1,444 1,650 I,t38 I,594 1, 750 1,688 1,618 1,486 1, 703 1,375 

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. Nft. No. Ne. 
Averatre persons per 2. 01 3.00 4.00 3.46 6.35 6.44 7.311 3.53 4.10 6.46 7.11 

family •--·------------- --= 
omo 

Pl:l. Pd. PrJ. Pl:l. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pl:l. All families ______________ 100 100 100 100 IOO 100 IOO 100 100 100 100 
= ----= ----= ---

Rt>lief families.-------- I 1 2 I 3 2 2 2 2 2 13 Nonrelief families ______ 911 911 98 911 '11 98 98 98 98 98 87 ----,_ ----0 -----r--------'---Net I~JE~SeS ___________ 0 1 0 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 • Net illoomes _________ 911 98 98 99 '11 118 96 97 98 w 87 ----,- ------------
$0-$499.----------- 10 9 2 1 1 0 0 7 1 0 • $.'i004999.- -------- 44 30 20 30 17 26 16 26 25 21 19 
$1,()()(1-$1,499 _______ ll4 41 41 32 27 311 32 40 31 34 27 $1,500-$1,9911 _______ 12 12 26 22 29 26 20 16 ll4 23 15 $2,1100--$2,9911 _______ 7 5 9 I2 Ill 8 18 7 14 13 22 
$3,000 or over ______ 2 1 0 2 4 2 10 1 3 • 0 

Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
Median Income •- ------- 1151 I,081 1,341 1,247 I,530 1,300 1,47i 1,162 1,343 1,388 1, I94 

Averal!t! pen!ODS per No. No. No. No. ·No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
family •---------------- 2.01 3.01 3.99 3. 51 6.40 6.33 7.28 3.37 4.11 6.23 7.110 

IIICIIIGAJI 
PrJ. Pd. Pl:l. Pl:l. Pl:l. Pd. Pl:l. Ptl. Pd. PrJ. Pd. All families. _____________ IOO IOO 100 lOll 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

= = ---- --- = 
Relief families.-------- 2 1 3 3 4 5 IO 2 3 8 9 Nonrelief families ______ 98 911 '11 '11 116 115 110 98 '11 112 91 -------------------------1-

Net Jesses.---------- I 1 2 0 I 0 0 I (I) 0 0 
Net incomes.-------- '11 98 95 '11 ,115 95 90 '11 117 112 91 

$0-$499.----------- 16 7 5 7 7 5 3 II 7 4 3 
$500-$9119.--------- 311 34 28 36 Ill ll4 20 31 30 22 21 
$1,()()0-$1,499 _______ 21 35 32 31 35 50 41 34 33 46 25 $1,500-$1,9911 _______ 11 9 20 13 22 8 13 14 I6 IO 12 
$2,1100--$2,9911.------ 7 II 8 6 11 8 IO IO 8 g 21 
$3,000 or over------ 3 2 2 4 I 0 3 2 3 1 g 

Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dft/. 
Median income •-------- 1102 I,Ql& 1,222 I,OSS 1,296 1,125 I,203 I, 129 1, I58 1.156 1,37$ 

Aver112e persons per No. Ne. No. No. J\T'o. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
family •-------------- 2.01 3.02 4.00 3.43 6. 51 6. 411 7.37 3.42 4.00 6.44 8.19 

- ---------= ------= 
See footnotes at end of table. 

' 
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TABLE 69.-INC'O:MB AND SIZE OJ' FAMILY: Pert:nllage diatnOutiMJ of farniliu by 
iru:mml arul rdief atailuJ, and me4ian income arul a~~erage size of relief and non
reluf jamiJietJ, by family type, llfiddle AUanlic, North Cenlral, arul Net~~~ Englar&d 
form •uliona, 1 1935-36-C{)ntinued · 

(l\mte familleB that include a husband and wile, both nan-born] 

Family type"-- Family-type • combinati~DS 

Item 

I I 213 i 4 l 5 ~~ ~ 2and3 fand5
1
6and7 8and9 

(2) ' (3) ~ (5) ~6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) 

1

1-1 .-. --
AD famll-=~~.S:. ______ I ~00 1 r:·1 r:·! r~-1 r:·~ ~- r:· -r~· r:· r:· p~oo 

(1} 

Relieffamilies _________ --0-~ I 1: 0 i' 1j 2 
:.Oonnolk'i la.milies______ 100 1____!!.~.-~_J 118 

SPI """"'"- ---------- 0 l I l 0 I 0 
Set inoome~_________ 100 118 98 .~~~ 

SQ-$4!19____________ 12 2 I 0 I 1 I 1 
f.;l~&-~---------- :N 21 I 30 I 26 16 
Sl.t'n41,499_______ 26 41i 321 36 33 
SI •. '"•(Jti-SJ.!'\19_______ :H8 2341 2!: I 2210 I 2717. 
12.()1&-$2.11\19_______ • I 
13.000 oc over------ 1 3 2 4 f 

Dol. I Dol. Dol. 1 Dol. Dol. 
Medianineome•------•-1,145 jl.2113 il,2»1

1

1,2M .

1

1.4till 

A....,.,., penoos P« l l\-o., No., !\'o. No. No. f&Dlllyf _______________ 2.02 3.01. 4.00: 3.57 5.41 

nuNOR I PW. II PW.IPW. i Pd. i PW 
• \II l&miliei;_ ------------- i 100 100 . 100 ! 100 I 100 

== === 
1 3 1 U:l 2 7 

99 97 911 118 93 
1---

0 1 1 0 I 0 
99 116 98 99 97 Ill 
~ --

1 3 1 1 2 3 
30 17 25 22 24 23 
34 33 38 34 33 27 
23 25 24 :H 24 30 

10 I , 7 14 9 15 
I ll 3 4 6 5 

Dol. DrJI. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
1, 229 II, 352 1,21:1Q 1,362 I, 281 -1,333 

Xo.l l\-o. No. No. _No. No. 
5.38 7.31 3.48 4.fl 6. 32 8.19 =,-
Pt:t. Pt:t. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd • 
100 100 100 100 100 100 

----
2 9 4 

118 91 98 w 113 96 
Rdirl forn;!ies _____ ---~ I 1 0 ! l I I I I 
="••nr<>url famtht>S______ 1111 1 100 : 1111 1 99 1 911 

~~~ 1..,_,. _ --------~--0 --0 121{;)1--1 
- ~~ """-'lDH _________ I 9ll 100 I e7 119 98 

f»-H~------------~-4 -3 111-4~ 0 
:;::;..~~4(.9:::::::1 ~ : ~ g ~ 

r---
2 0 

116 Ill 
=jR}' .-1----

1 1 I 0 
98 98 94 116 

$I ....... _i-fl.m _______ 

1

17

1
• 21 2'1 i 22 26 

f~•rr•-S2.W9_______ 12 16 I Ill 27 26 
""·' ... J«OH'I' .•• ___ 71 &I G I II 14 

1 IW. Dol. I Dol. Dol. Dol 
!'>!e<!ian lnoo""''---·----,1.:.!75 11,303 '1,500 1,675 1,825 

A <erv• ('<nODS Pt'f No. • .. -o., Jo.'o., ..... o. No. 
f•m1iy '---------------. 2.01! 3.00 3.99 3.411 5.25 

IOW'.l .=!=,=>=,= 

I PW.I Pd.i PW.I PW.I PW 

0 2 1~ I 2 1 4 
21 9 11 15 19 
33 :t.! 32 23 33 12 
21 30 23- 23 21 23 
18 16 17 27 17 23 
3 12 6 12 7 15 

Dol. Dol. Dol. DrJI. Dol. Dol. 
1,386 1,407 1,438 1, 723 1,432 I 1, 875 

Ko. 1\"o. No. No. No. No. 
'5.33 7.35 3.53 4.07 6.28 7.81 
o==-1==1= 

Pr:t. 
-'II familtd.. .• ----- 1110 i 100 , 100 I 100 I 100 

F==:=.=·=· ;___ --- ------
R-Iio-!f~rnil~ -------1 21 21 G' 3) Jll 61 8 Kl71 71 3 

·I Pt:t.l Pt:t-1 Pd. Pd. I Pd. 100 100 100 100 100 100 --=------------
~,ur~i;.-llauulie ______ :~~~~~~~,~~ 1161~.~~ 

-..;,.,I·~ ----------,· 21 2 'i 31 21 l I 21 0 31 21 I I 3 
'>.-t ""-"IDPS --------~~ 96 Ill ~~._!:_~~~--91_~~ 

..... _ $4911 - --_________ : If\ ' ttl I 10 ' 16j 10 I 6 8 13 14 7 3 
s.· • .-..."'.<9 ---------1 .., i 41 1 21 l 34 23 41 25 33 30 34 21 
Sl.•n>-ti.M ..••••• , 21 I 27 2!1 i 22 27 29 34 28 23 31 31 
fl .. 'w•i-SI.\ffl_ ------ 7 I 7 ! 17 ' 10 9 9 13 12 10 II 9 
S~.·••>-S2.W9 _______ , 4 , 5 . 7 I 8 , 13 ' 2 f. 6 10 3 18 
13.000orQt'EI' ...•.• 2: 0, 11 51 f. 5 8 I 4 6 12 . I IW., IW. ! Dol.,1 

Dol. I Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol.l Dol. Dol. Del. 
li«'IUIIDcome •------ Mil &n l,CH6 ll;a& ,1,038 11411 :1,0111 1156 1158 1,005 1,:m 

A,., rve PEI'IIOII8 per l\·o. No. II No. No. ! No. No.I Ne. No. No. No. No. '-=' •--·------1 
102 ! s. oo ._ oo ; a. 46 , a 46 I i. 41 r. 37 s. s2 I 4.14 11.24 7. ao 
====:::::z;:====~---== 

~ footDoU!B at eDCl ot table. 

~G--U 
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T..t.BL8 69.--b"COIOI ..a.ND en:• oP PAVfLT: Per~age di~tributiOft of ftJmt1it~ by 
ittrome and nlief tt6fut, o11d mtdian inrome and o~rage trize of rl!li~f aftd non
relieffomiluiJ, by family ty,n, Middh Atlantic, Korth Central, and Ne!D England 
farm wctiofta,1 19S6-S6-Continued 

[White l'llmilies tbllt ID~Iude a bmband and wife, botb D11t'-born] 

Family type.._ Family-type • combinations 

Item 
1 2 I 4 6 • 7 2and3 4and5 land 7 Bandt 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (!I) (10) (11) (12) 

TUIIO:!'I'I 
Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. Pd. 

AD families.. ••••••••••••• 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

t==;' --=g 
~I Relief fllmilit>s. -------- 0 9 5 10 4 7 8 lt 

Nonrelief families ____ • 100 91 II 95 90 911 93 12 • 
Net~---------- ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ ------ -·------ -------- ------- ---·----Net incomes ________ • 100 91 93 91 95 90 911 93 12 • 

•s..w. ---------- 11 4 0 4 3 7 6 2 4 7 7 
S!i00-$11199. --------- 40 37 19 29 14 38 19 30 2t 77 30 
$1.00)-$1.499 _______ 27 43 34 25 30 Ill 25 40 27 22 26 
$1,/i00-$1 ,999_ ------ 12 6 22 20 27 14 17 12 22 16 26 
S:Z.tffl--$2.999 ••••••• 8 6 16 13 14 17 17 10 14 17 14 
$3,000 IW OYI!I" •••••• 0 4 0 2 3 0 II 2 2 3 6 

Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. Dol. 
MediaD IDomle ~------- m 1,0117 1,300 1,167 1,375 1,000 1,219 1,151 1,228 1, 1411 1,375 

Averue persons per No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. family I _____________ 
2.03 3.02 4.00 3.45 6.37 5. 57 7.40 3.40 4.10 1.56 &C» 

1 For <lata for Pennsylvania !lee tabll' 28. 
I For description of family ~see OIOS9BIY, Family Type. For mm!5JIOIIiling coonts of families. -

table 63 for relief families aod table 68 for nolllt'lif'f. Perteotage distrihutioos have not bel'n com put<><! for 
types 8 anti 9 separatl'ly because ol the small nnmber of cases. Median incomes lor these types ..,parately 
wereaslollows· New1ersl'y-type8, $1,339; type !I. $1,500. Ohi<>-type8. $1,156: tYP<'9. $1.225. Michi~ 
type 8, $1,000; type t, Sl.S42. Wisconsin-type 8, $1,333; type 9, $1,333. Dlinoi!t-type 8, 1:!.002; type 11, 
$1,825. low.-type 8, $2.001; type 9, $1,062. Vermont-type 8. $1.406: type 9. $1.250. All of these medi3DS 
umpt those lor type 8 in New1Pr<ey and type 9 in Wisconsin are based on lewer tbao 30 but m«e tbao ~ 
cases. For averue si•e of family lor these groups see table 63. 

I Relief and noorelief families. 1\.lediaos were computed on tbe assumption (substanti!llly supported by 
availAble data) that all relief families bad incomes below the me<lian for the entire sample. 

• Y ....-.equivalent persons lD relief aod nooreliellamilies. See Glossary, Yeu-eqoivalent Per.son. 
• 0.50 percrnt or less. 
• MediaD based 011:.16 CUB. 



TAD I.E 70.-MP:MDF:Rfl ov I!Oil~&Hor.D NOT rN ECONOMIC FAMn.v: Number of families having perso~-;-;.~· the -,;~~chold who WP-re not mem'bert · 
of II" uonomic family, and arJerage number of euch nonfamily members, by relief Blatu•, by income, and by family type, }.fiddle Atlantic, 
North C'1mtral, and New England farm eectione, 1936-38 

StatAl, l't'IIPf 1tatna, lam· 

A 

R 
N 

Uy-lncomn ch1111, and 
(IUUIJf type 

(I) 

I<IIIW lERBIIT 

U lamtl1111 .............. 

ollerramlllos ........... 
onrelM ramtuos ....... 

Income clBSaea: 
Net loa•ea ........... 
Net Incomes ........ 

$0-$490 ........... 
$500-$U99 .......... 
$1,000-$1,400 ....... .I ,601)-$1,009 ....... 
$2,00()..$2,909 ....... 
$3,000 or over ...... 

FAmily-type groupa: 
Type 1 .............. 
Types 2 and 8 .•••••• 
Typos 4 and 6 ••••••• 
Types 6 and 7 ....... 

FRm· 
II lea 

(2) 

--
ND. 
861 

= 
70 

791 --
21 

770 --
71 

136 
1HO 
119 
160 
106 

109 
140 
287 
105 

Any 

(8) 

--
No. 
3!!0 

= 
16 

864 --
11 

868 --
82 
63 
68 
48 
86 
66 

90 
79 

124 
45 

[White lamlllet that Include a bWiband and wile, both natlve·horn) 

Famllle1 havlnr In the honaebold nonramlly members Average nonramlly mem~ers I 

-
Oocupytnr rooms on nontranslent basis Occupying rooms on nontronslent ba1l1 

-
Bona Paid help Bonrd· Tour· Son1 Paid help Bo11rd· Rnd erR lsts &nd ers dau~h· Other Room. wlt.h· and Quests Any dan~b· Other Room- with· ters room- ers ters roorn- ers 

Any room- ers with· out tr&n• All rflom .. ers with· out 
ruom sient• room 

In~ with ont Ilo!lqe. Farm lng With out nouse· Farm and board board bold and board board bold 
board· bn&rd• 

tog tog 

(4) (6) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (16) (16) (17) (18) (19) (2~) 

------------- --------------------
No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
aaa 26 30 1 87 21!2 8 1 87 1.10 1. 20 1. 26 1. 27 11.00 0.60 1. 05 0. 27 

= = = ===== = = = = = = = = --= 
10 8 2 0 1 6 1 0 6 .37 .M .62 I, 26 ····-·- 1,27 .60 1,19 

828 28 28 1 86 287 2 1 81 1. 18 1.22 1. 31 1.34 11.00 .62 1.06 I, 31 --r------- ------------------------
10 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 1 1.66 1.69 ............ ............ ............. .............. 1.60 -------

813 21 as 1 86 277 2 1 . 80 1.12 I. 21 1.31 1.34 11,00 .62 1.08 I, 81 ---.-------------------------- ....... ------
24 2 0 ' 18 1 0 lO .68 .74 1.12 1,97 ··Too· • 31 .66 1,64 
42 4 6 1 1 36 0 0 16 .06 1.16 1.60 1.37 1,02 ,93 .............. 
66 g 6 0 • 47 0 0 17 .03 1.06 1.01 .06 .............. .78 .87 -------46 0 6 0 2 42 0 1 6 1.13 1.16 'Tao· 1.16 ............. 11.00 1.06 "i:68' 84 6 8 0 12 78 1 0 20 1.49 1.48 1.89 .............. .62 1.18 
62 1 1 0 13 66 0 0 13 1.16 1.20 11.00 I, 79 .............. ,66 1.16 ............. 
70 11 8 1 10 64 1 0 17 1.11 1. 20 1.47 .99 •1.00 ,46 1.02 I, 68 
69 2 . 2 0 11 66 1 0 21 1.20 1. 32 11.60 I, 71 ............... .67 1.22 1,04 

112 g 14 0 11 100 0 
"A 

28 1.09 1.16 1.11 1. 2A .............. .60 .06 .. ............ 
42 .0 1 0 3 40 0 9 1.06 1.08 12.00 .............. .91 1.02 

Tonr· 
l•ts 
and 
tran· 

sients 

(21) 

--
No. 

10.40 
= --·--·-1,40 --
-------I, 40 --
.............. 
··;:4o· 
............... 
............. 
.............. ............. 

Ones 

(22) 

No. 
0.1 g 

= .o 5 
20 

1,1 2 
20 

.o 7 

.a 1 

:a 23 
3 

.1 8 

.1 4 

,2 II 
.1 6 

:2 ~ 6 
Typea 1 and a. •••••• 60 26 11 1 a 0 1 18 0 0 

1::11:1:::: -====::a,=====:;:,-====:a,= ===== =~=· 
6 '1.30 1. 66 

=·' = 
··Too- 2. 74 ------- 11.00 1.26 

.. :::::., 
======,=~=~========-==I 

20 
=-= ..... 

See foot.11ote1 at en4 of table. co ..... 



TABLE 70.-'-MilMBl!:RB OJ' HOUSEHOLD NOT IN l!:CONOMIC FAMILY: Number of familie~t having persona in the household who were not membm-1 
of the economic family, and average number of such nonfamily members, by relief status, by income, and by family type, Middle .Atlantic, 
North Central, and New England farm sections, 1935-36-Continued · 

[White CamUlea that Include a husband and w!Ce, both native-hom} 

FamUles having In tho household nontamlly members Average nonCamlly members• 

Occupying rooms on nontranslent basis Oocupylng rooms on nontranslent basis 

State! relief atatus, tam- Fam- Sons Paid help Board· Tour- Sons Paid help Board- Tour-lly- ncome cl81i8, and Willi and ers lsts and ers lats family type daugh- Other Room- with· and Guests Any daugh- Other Room- with- and Gu1111ta Any ters room- ers ters room- ers 
Any room- ers with- out tran- All room· ers with· out tr~n-

room slants room sienla lng with out House· Farm lng with out Bouse· Farm and board board hold and board board hold 
board- board· 

lng lng 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17) (18) (19) (20) (21) (22) 

-----------------------1-----------· ------
PENNSYLVANIA 

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
All fam.llies ••.••••••••••. 2,096 731 636 137 85 6 183 357 4 2 135 O.Q6 1.03 1. 21 1.10 1.00 0. 46 0. M6 1. 21 a 0.04 0.23 

= ----= = = --= = = --~ ------------= = = 
Reller lam lites.. ......... 73 4 4 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 76 . 76 1.29 1.00 ··i:oo· --·:46' ·--:86' '"i:2i' ""i:06· --··:23 N onrelief families .••••.. 2,0:13 727 632 135 82 6 183 357 4 2 135 .95 1.03 1.22 1.10 

-------------------------------------------
Income classes: 

Net losses ........... 7 2 2 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1,56 I, 66 ----- ~-
I 1.00 --·---- -·----- 1,12 ------· ·-----· ---·--· Net incomes ......... 2, 016 725 630 136 81 6 183 356 4 2 136 .116 1.03 1.22 1.11 1.00 .46 86 1.21 1,04 .23 --------------------------------------r-·------

$0-$499 ----------- 108 28 19 7 2 2 6 6 0 0 13 .90 1.23 1. 60 11.50 11.00 .48 .80 --i:oi· .................. .IIi 
$Sll0-$YY9.. .. .. • .. • 444 139 10~ 48 24 1 18 30 2 0 35 • 94 1. 11 1. 23 1. 26 12.00 .26 .7~ ............... .:.18 
$J,Oll0-$J,499....... 4Ml 149 127 29 26 1 31 66 0 0 32 . 84 . 94 1.10 1.09 •.111 .33 .72 ··Too· ---<;;--- .20 
$1,50G-$J,YYU....... 408 161 143 26 14 o 46 92 1 1 ao • w 1. os 1. 28 1.11 ................... .48 .!18 .24 
$2,UOII-$2,99Y....... 3911 lll3 151 17 12 0 64 106 1 1 19 . 99 I. 02 1. 30 .90 ------- .50 .89 • 2. 00 1,04 .23 
$3,000 or over...... 179 85 82 s a 2 ao 57 o o 6 1.00 1.02 .86 .54 •.oa .58 .w -·----- ------- .16 

Family-type groups: 
'J'ype !. ............. 307 140 113 39 20 3 30 47 1 0 41 1.09 1.22 1. 3ll 1. ftO 1.33 .36 .84 •1.00. --·-·-- .34 
Types 2 and 3 ...... _ 356 !51 139 16 17 0 56 H9 1 0 19 1. uo 1.05 1. 68 .81 --'i:ss· .46 .91 1.!13 

"(ii" 
.Ill 

'J'ypes 4 and 6 ....... 669 212 174 52 31 2 16 92 2 1 47 .SK .99 l.OM 1.09 .62 • 77 11.49 .2'J 
Types 6 and 7 ...... 416 172 168 16 8 1 72 911 0 l 18 . 86 . 92 ].01 1.09 1,86 .44 .!18 ------- 1,04 .06 
Types 8 and 9....... 226 · 52 48 12 6 0 9 30 0 II 10 .97 1.01 .94 .63 ------- .66 .91 ------- ------- .17 

=I== ==~======-==== = = = ~ ==~===: ===; 

CIO 
CD 
CIO .. 



01110 

AD ramUleL ••••••••••••• &16 4f,O 2/111 " 11 0 80 1112 2 2 271 .46 .61 1.24 .'1'9 ------- .32 .li6 1!.00 1.06 .111 
m-= == ~ = = = = = = = = = = = = = 

R•ll•ffamllfH .•••••••••• 20 8 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 6 .25 1,14 'T24. ···:79· .............. 1.04 1,26 ··Too· ··.-:06· .:14 
Noorelleffamillee ••••••• 816 C44 256 1C 17 0 611 1111 2 2 266 .47 .62 --·---- .82 .66 .18 -----------------------------

lnromeol-: 
I .oc Not'"""""----······· II II 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1,04 ··:62' ···:79' .............. --·:32' ···:66' ·.-roil ··.-:o&· Not lncomtW •••••••• 814 «2 256 14 17 0 69 191 2 ll 264 .47 1. 24 .............. .18 --------------------------------------

to-tlllll ·•••••••••• 37 18 8 1 1 0 8 4 0 0 11 .38 .69 I 2. 00 •1.00 .36 .36 ............... ................. ,12 
ar.oo-•m .......... 2.10 117 61 a 4 0 6 48 0 0 74 .42 .47 1.00 .87 .11 .41 ··Too· To6· .27 
SI,OfJ0-$1,41111 .•••••• 253 135 73 & 8 0 20 49 1 2 84 ... 3 • 61 1.40 .86 ,28 ,65 .14 
SI,IIIJO ... I,IKIII_ ...... 158 94 63 8 ll 0 18 51 1 0 63 .44 .M 1.11 1,44 .22 .51 11,00 ............... .12 
$2,000 ... 2,91111 ••••••• 96 65 42 0 8 0 10 32 0 0 35 .64 .85 .63 ,62 .86 ................ ................ ,16 
$.'1,000 or OVAf ...... 21 13 II 0 1 0 ll 7 0 0 7 .82 .116 •1.00 1,86 .86 .............. .............. .27 

Famlly-typeeroups: 
73 8 8 19 .71 .88 .44 .64 11.00 .20 Type!. ............. 236 180 0 58 1 0 78 .53 1.11 ................ 

Typas 2 and 8 ....... 117 65 41 ll 0 0 12 31 0 0 34 .36 .46 11.50 .............. .13 .46 ·.-i:oil --.-:o&· .12 
Types 4 and a .•••••• 812 172 89 8 10 0 13 66 1 2 116 .45 .61 1. 81 .69 .............. .25 .61 .19 loll 
Typos 6 and 7 ••••••• 106 56 43 1 2 0 13 29 0 0 24 ,48 .58 1,50 1 1.00 .............. .32 ,62 .............. .............. .10 ·Co-
Types8 and 9 ....... 45 21 10 0 2 0 2 7 0 0 14' .52 .80 .............. '1.00 ------- I .94 .59 ------- ------- .21 ~ ==== = = ==== = = = = = = = = = = 

~ IIIICIIIG~If 

All tamlllee .............. 810 888 220 8 28 1 48 163 2 235 .43 .63 .97 .67 I .08 .so .61 1.06 1,41 .12 .... = = = = = = = = = = --= = = = = = !ill Relief f&.mtlles.. ......... 26 g II 0 2 0 2 1 0 0 II .25 ,39 1,10 1.36 11.00 .06 
N ourelleC ramO lei ••••••• 784 879 21& 8 26 1 41 162 l 2 230 .44 .64 ·--:97' • 71 -·.-:os· .ao .61 ··.-:oo· -·.-:4i' .12 8 ---------------------------------------- Iii:: Income ol111111es: 

Net lo11es .......... " 5 8 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 . .39 1,56 1,56 --.-:4i· 1,08 t1:J 
Net Incomes •••••••• 773 376 213 8 26 1 41 160 1 2 229 .44 .64 --:97' ···:7i' -... :as· ···:ao· .61 --.-:a&· .12 -------------------------- --------------

10-$400---......... 73 84 17 0 2 0 1 14 0 0 26 .37 .54 ·-roo· I .51 .............. •.os .58 ··.-:ao· -·.-:a2· .• 18 
150()-$!1!19 .......... 259 118 35 4 9 0 12 87 1 1 71 .33 • 53 .63 --.-:as· .18 .47 .11 

1,000-$1,499 ....... :147 115 76 3 g 1 14 54 0 0 64 .48 .62 ,92 .76 .24 .63 .............. --.-:&i' .13 
tl,60o-$1,009 ....... 108 52 25 1 5 0 4 19 0 1 35 .51 .81 11.00 .58 .............. .65 .73 .. .............. .13 
Sli,00()-$2,!1!19 ....... 69 46 30 0 0 0 6 27 0 0 26 .55 .76 ............... -.-i:oil ------- .47 .74 .............. .............. .10 
t;~,ooo or over ...... :13 16 10 0 1 0 4 9 0 0 8 .57 .88 .............. ------- .36 .59 ............. ............. .Oil 

Family-type eroups: 
Type!. ............. 235 120 67 2 9 1 19 47 0 0 74 .47 • 71 11.00 .76 . l.OB .26 .'71 ··.-:ail ............. .12 
Types 2 &.nd 8 ....... 152 80 54 0 4 0 10 411 1 0 39 .40 .52 --·:us· .60 ............. _ .32 .50 --.-:ai· .09 
Types 4 &.nd 11 ••••••• 2IJ6 142 77 5 12 0 7 58 0 1 93 .49 .72 .74 ................ .43 .67 .. ........... .14 
Types 6 and 7 ••••••• 71 30 15 a l 0 6 10 0 1 18 .28 .46 11,00 1,26 ............... .'J!l .42 .. ............ J .02 .09 
Types 8 and 9 ••••••• 80 '7 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 6 .16 •.16 ................ .............. ------- .............. 1,16 .............. .............. .13 

=========·= ==== = = ==·==== = = = 
See tootDatel at end of table. ,... 
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TABLE 70.-MEMBERS OJ' HOUSEHOLD NOT IN ECONOMIC FAMILY: Number of familiel haiJing per1on1 in the hou1ehold who were not member1 ..... 
of the economic family, and average number of such nonfamilJI members, by relief atatus, b11 income, and bv jamil11 111pe, Middle Atlantic, :e 
North Central, and New England farm aections, 1935-86-Continued · 

State, relief status. ram· 
lly-inrome ci118S, Blld 
family t.vpe 

(1) 

WI800NIWI' 

AU tamlllea ••••••••••••. 

Relfef families .••••••••• 
Nonrelief familles ••••••• 

Income ciBSSilll: 
Net losses .•••••••••• 
Net IDcomes ........ 

10-$499 ............ 
$500-$999 .. -- -· ·---
$1,000-$1,499 ------
$1 ,500-$1,9U9 ....... 
$2,000-$2,999 .•••••• 
~.ooo or over ................ 

Family-type groups: 
Type 1. ............. 
Types 2 and 3 ....... 
Typ•s 4 and 5 ••••••• 
Types 6 and 7 ....... 
Types 8 and 11 ....... 

[White ramllles that Include a husband and wtre, both ~~atlv•bom] lie 

Pamlllea having In the household noDfamR:v memben 

Occup)'llli rooma on nontr&Dslent basil 

Fam- Sons Paid help Board· Tour· 
UiBII and ers lata 

.A.Dy daugh- Other Room· with· and ters room· ers 
Any room- ers with· out tran-

room slants lng with out Uouse- Farm and board board bold 
board· 

log 

(2) (3) (4) (6) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) ----------------1-

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
795 608 446 1 21 2 88 405 1 1 
--= ----= = ------= 

12 2 2 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 
783 606 444 1 21 2 87 403 1 1 --------------------

8 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 
780 60S 443 1 21 2 87 402 1 1 --------------------
26 16 14 1 0 0 6 12 0 0 

193 ll6 80 1 4 0 12 72 0 0 
263 169 140 2 9 1 25 134 0 0 
189 139 123 3 8 1 26 108 0 1 
82 66 59 0 0 0 14 68 1 0 
27 19 18 0 0 0 6 18 0 0 

128 96 85 2 6 0 16 74 0 0 
178 137 125 0 6 1 33 116 0 0 
247 149 123 4 8 0 14 109 1 0 
174 102 96 1 1 1 25 89 0 1 
66 22 15 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 

===,===:::::;;:::;;::: = ===== 

AVB1'818 noDfamR;v membenl 

Occup)'lng rooms on nontriiDSient baala 

Sons Paid help Board· and ers 
Guests Any daugh- Other Room· with· ters room- ers 

AU room- ers with· out 
room lng with out House- Farm and board b011rd bold 

board· 
log 

(12) (13) (14) (16) (lB} (17) (18) (19) (20) 

----1-

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
191 0.67 o. 71 0.84 o. 78 10.68 0.28 0.66 (") 

--= --= = = = 
0 I.M 1,54 

---~84- ---~78" ·-r5a· I, 24 1,52 
""(ii>"" 191 .67 .71 .28 .68 --------

1 1,28 1.13 ................... .................. ................... ---:28- •.13 
""(ii)" 190 .67 • 71 .84 .78 1,68 .68 --------1---

II .44 .39 1.19 
·Tail ............... .13 .39 ................. 

37 .50 .65 I, 75 ··;:is· .21 .61 ............... 
60 .66 .59 1.65 .74 .28 .M .................. 
67 • 72 .76 1.20 .66 J 1.00 .31 • 71 --,.-.,--20 .88 .94. ................ ................. ................. .39 .86 
10 L18 1.17 ................... ................. ................. .22 1.10 ................ 

J 1.00 1.06 .45 .84 41 .88 .91 ·.-roo· .................. 
46 • 70 .73 

---~sr 
.37 .34 .66 

""(ii)" 68 .68 .65 .91 
--i~iii" 

.11 • 70 
27 .M .55 1,62 •.M .20 .53 .................. 
II .31 .32 ------- ................ ................. .. ............... .32 -------

--:--===~= 

Toulr'-
latl 
and 
lri\D• 
aientl 

(21) 

No. 
'0.13 

--i~ii" 

··rir 
............ 
.................. 
""i~ii" 
................. 
.................. 
................. 
................. 
""i~ii" 
................... 

Guena 

(22) 

No. 
0.18 

-·-·:ii 
1-

1,10 
.13 

.28 

.12 

.12 

.13 

.16 

.14 

.19 

.11 

.11 

.07 

.28 

U1 
p 

~ 
§ 
0 
t.ll 



JU.Jlf018 

Alllamllleo •••••••••••••• 8.~7 1\44 43ft 8 II 68 412 0 227 .47 .52 1.65 .80 1.69 .32 .46 ------- I,OZ .13 

--= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = 
n~ll•f famfll"• ---······- 14 6 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 4 .45 1,85 ................. 

---~80-
1,69 

---~32-
11,00 ................... 

·-;~02-
,13 

Noorellel ramllleo ••••••• 843 639 4.'14 6 II 0 68 411 0 1 223 .47 .62 1.65 ------- .46 ................ .13 

------------------------------------------
Inc<>mP ~lost.ee: 

0 NPI)I .. !OOS ••••••••••• 5 6 5 0 0 0 1 4 0 4 1.09 .115 --1:65· .. .............. '1.00 .93 ................. 
··;~02' 

.18 
Net looomes •••••••• 838 634 429 5 9 0 67 407 0 1 2111 .47 .62 .80 ------- .31 .46 ------- .13 

------------------------------------------
~$400 ••••••••••• 25 16 II 0 1 0 1 11 0 0 6 .46 ,1\4 1.42 I .08 .60 ................. .23 
$.100-,111111 .••••••••. 146 65 66 1 2 0 10 64 0 1 42 ,39 .44 ·;4:1o· 

·- 75 .24 .33 ··;:02· .10 
SI,000-$1,400 .•••••. 237 140 112 2 2 0 14 107 0 0 1\4 .43 .49 '1.26 1.84 .36 .42 .. ............... ................. .09 
SI,Ml0-SI,1!91l ••••••• 1~5 1211 100 1 2 0 II 09 0 0 63 .42 .48 I .07 '1.05 .26 .42 ... ............... ................. .10 
·~.000-$~.1!91l ••••••• 168 117 !18 1 1 0 20 88 0 0 44 .60 ,55 11.00 11.00 .32 .52 .. ............... ................ .25 
$.1,000 or ov~r ...... 77 60 42 0 1 0 11 38 0 0 20 .64 .70 •.48 .36 ,66 ------- ................. .11 

Fnmil)'·typa groups: ' 
TypeL ............. 2011 129 90 2 2 0 17 89 0 0 61 .62 .58 '1.25 11.00 .48 .411 ------- ··;:02· .20 
'fYJlll8 2 and L ••••. 1R3 123 108 0 4 0 18 103 0 1 43 .47 • 61 ·;:z:38· .55 .24 .48 .09 
'fyiJf'S 4 and 5 .•••••• 317 197 1511 2 1 0 21 150 0 0 82 .45 .49 11,00 .33 .43 ------- .............. .14 -~ Typeg 6 and 7.. ..... 118 80 64 I 2 0 10 62 0 0 82' .40 .46 '1.00 •.911 .16 .40 .................. ------- .08 
Typas 8 aod 9 ••••••• 25 10 7 0 0 0 2 7 0 0 5 .87 1.20 ------- ------- ------- '· 75 .911 ------- ------- .06 t;ol 

--= --= = = = = = = = ----------= = = = 
,.., 

IOWA £=1 
1-<1 

All famtllas •• - •••••••••• 748 321 247 5 23 0 611 181 0 120 .42 .46 .• 85 .57 ------- .21 .45 11.00 
~------ .15 

= = = = = = = --= --= = --= = ----= = = = ~ 
Relief families ••••••••••• 36 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 .23 ............... ------- .23 
Nonreliel families ••••••• 712 318 247 5 23 0 611 181 1 0 126 .42 .46 ·--:ii5' • 57 ------- • 21 ···:45' '1.00 ------- .15 8 ------------------------------------------ IS: Iocome classes: 

Net lossM .•••••••••• 16 12 11 0 1 0 2 8 0 0 3 .58 .53 
·--~ii5" 

1,611 .............. 1.36 .66 ·.-i:oo· ------- .36 ti'.l 
Net locomes •••••••• 696 306 236 5 22 0 67 173 1 0 123 .41 .45 • 56 ------- .21 .44 ............... .15 

------ ----------------------------------
~$4911 .••••••••••• 96 31 25 2 8 0 4 18 0 0 9 .32 .35 I .47 .39 .20 .32 ............... .13 
$51l0-$V09 .......... 265 117 88 2 14 0 25 55 1 0 43 .38 .41 J .87 .54 .19 .40 ·.-i:oo· ............... .17 
$1,0110-$1,4110 ••••••. 1110 77 69 0 1 0 17 48 0 0 211 .31 .34 •. 75 .14 .35 ------- ------- .13 
ll,li00-$1,0U9 ••••••• 72 33 23 0 2 0 7 17 0 0 22 .38 .40 

'ii~5ii' 
•.62 .29 .40 .............. ............... .15 

$2,000-$2,9Y9 ••••••• 48 30 25 1 1 0 6 21 0 0 12 . 73 .81 1.69 .37 .74 ------- .............. .44 
$.~,000 or over ...... 25 18 16 0 1 0 8· 14 0 0 8 .76 .82 11,00 .33 .68 -----·- ------- .07 

Family-type groups: 
Type 1. .•••••••••••• 1115 91 70 0 6 0 18 53 0 0 40 .311 .42 ""i.'ii?" 

.42 .21 .43 -.-i:oo· ............... ,16 
Types 2 aod 3 .•••••• 165 80 67 2 7 0 21 45 1 0 25 .38 .41 .48 .14 .43 ............... .09 
Types 4 and 5 .•••••• 215 84 60 2 7 0 13 43 0 0 37 .43 .48 •1.14 .68 .17 .46 ------- ------- .19 
Types 6 and 7 .•••••• 105 52 42 1 3 0 17 33 0 0 111 .46 . 52 I ,23 .83 .34 .41 .............. ................ .11 
Typas 8 aod 9 ••••••• 32 11 8 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 5 .62 .68 ------- ------- ------- ------- .77 ------- ------- .29 

======= ============= = 
See footnotes at end of table. ...... 

(C) 
~ 



TABLIIr70.-MEMBERS OF HOUSEHOLD NOT IN ECONOMIC FAMILY: Number of families having perBon/1 in the hou11ehold who were not memberl 
of the economic family, and average number of such nonfamily member~~, by relief statu•, by income, and by family type, Middle Atlantic, 

. North Central, and New England farm Bections, 1996-98-Continued 
[White ramUie& tbat Include a husband and wife, both native-born) 

Families having In the holiB8hold nnntamlly memben Average nontamlly memberal 

Oocupytng room on nontrBilBient basta Occupying rooma on nontranstent basil 

8tate
1 

relief status, I'Bm- F11.m- !Ions Paid help Board- TOUI'- Bona Paid help Board- '!'our-lly- ncome elan, and and and 
family type Illes daugh- Other Room- era lsts daugh- Other Room- ers lata 

Any with- and Guests Any with- and OUNtl ters room- ers out tran- ters room- 81'!1 out trl!.n• Any room- ers with- room slent.a AU room- ers with· room slenta Jng with out House- Farm lng With out House- Farm and bo11.rd boord bold I!.Dd board board bold 
board· board· 

lng lng 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (6) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17) (Ill) (19) (211) (21) (22) 

----------------------------------------
VBRHONT No. Nn. No. No. No. No. No. No. No, No. .No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 

All fRmlllos •••••••••••••• 642 411 330 10 34 2 64 301 3 3 216 0.85 0.89 0. 72 o. 74 '0.29 o. 51 o. 76 0.16 0.44 ~ 
Reller f11.mil!es ..••••••••• 29 16 -ij- 0 --1- --0- ·--~- 8 --0- --0- 11 --:40 ----:68 -- --r:n -- •• 06 ---:58 ---- ---:~iii 
N onrelief families ••••••• 513 395 322 10 33 2 63 293 3 3 205 .87 .90 ···:72" • 74 -·.-:29· .62 .17 .16 ···:-44· .26 

Income classes: ------------------------------------------
Net losses .•••••••••• ............ ............ ------ ------- ---·--- .. ............ ------- .............. .............. ------- ------- ------ ------ .............. ------- ------- ................ .. ............ .. ............ ------- -------Net incomes •••••••• 513 395 322 10 33 2 63 293 3 3 205 .87 .90 • 72 .74 1.29 .52 .17 .16 .44 • 25 
~$499. ___________ 32 19 11 1 1 1 2 9 0 

--0- 11 ----:-93 -:47 ..-:tiS ~ ""'1:46 .....-:-25 ~ -·.-:oo· --.-:08· """"""1.i4 
$5(){}--$1199 ..•••••••• 156 112 87 3 14 1 12 74 1 1 63 .63 .611 .117 .63 •.12 .37 .47 .30 
$1,006-$1,499 .•••••• 151 117 90 2 7 0 26 92 2 0 60 • 79 .85 •• 65 .40 ------- .46 .74 1.21 --.-:os· .13 
$1,506-$1,9119 ••••••• 96 82 67 3 8 0 9 62 0 1 42 .05 1.08 .46 1.00 ------- .50 .93 ------- .14 
$2,00()-$2,9119 .•••••• 67 58 52 1 1 0 14 50 0 0 24 1. 20 1. 22 • 1.58 • .33 ------- • 72 1.03 .............. .26 
$3,000 or over •••••• 12 7 6 0 2 0 1 6 0 1 6 2.26 2.28 ............... '1.82 ------- J 1.00 1.61 ------- -.-i:i&" .19 

Family-type groups: 
Type ! .............. 119 97 84 4 10 0 21 74 2 0 49 .97 • 91 .98 .79 ··.-:40· .48 .74 •.13 ··.-:os· .36 
Types 2 and 3 .•••••• 7~ 68 60 0 4 1 17 54 1 2 26 .90 .116 ···:66· .52 .56 .85 •.17 .1~ 
Types 4 and 5 ••••••• 191 147 111 6 12 0 18 102 0 1 U2 • 79 .~6 .71 ------- .52 • 73 ---·--- 11.15 .26 
Types 6 and 7 ••••••• 83 61 50 0 3 0 6 49 0 0 27 .89 .03 ------- 1.46 ··.-:i2" .57 .80 ------- ------- .ao 
Types 8 and 11 ••••••• 42 22 17 0 4 1 2 14 0 0 11 .84 .82 ----·-- .40 •.M .80 .............. ------- .40 

1 Year-equivalent perAons. Tbls figure Is computed for each fam1ly by dividing by 52 the tot11.l number of weeks of residence in tbe household for all persons not memben of the 
economic family. Averages are based on the number of families that reportod weeks of household memborship of nonfamily members of specillcd types. The counts in columns 3-1~ 
are the families that reported having In the boQllehold any nonfamily members of tbe specified types; B lew of tbese families failed to report the weeks ot membership. 

• Avera~e based on fewer than a oases. I Not reported. •Less than 1 person-week. 



1'ABLII: 71.-AGE or utrsBAND8 AND or wtvt:s: Nnmber of husbrmds and of wives in specified age groups, b?J relief status, by income, and by 
family type, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sections, 1935-36 

State, rellef 1tatn~. fAmlly-lnrome cl881, a.nd 
family type a 

(I) 

[White rsmUies that Include a husband and wife, both natl'<"e-born] 

Husbands or age •-
Fsml· 
Ilea' 70or 20-29 30-39 4()-49 60--59 6IHl4 65-69 older • 20-29 

(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 

Wives or age._ 

70or 30-39 4()-49 50-59 61Hl4 65-69 older • 

(11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) 

-------------1----------------------------------
NBW IBRBBY 

Number Number Number Number Number Number N~tmher Number Number Number Number Number Numbtr Number Number 
All famlllea........................................ 861 28 164 244 222 88 68 47 67 100 268 196 74 41 24 

= = = = = ------------ = = --- = --- = 
Rflll~r fsmt!IM. _. _ ••••••• ····--------·----·-------- 70 2 12 20 15 13 3 5 6 22 17 17 4 5 0 
:Nonrellllf famUios ................................. 791 26 152 224 207 76 66 42 62 168 261 179 70 86 24 ---------------------------------------------

Income ~1118.•os: 
Net lo"'"'"- •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 21 1 5 5 5 1 1 3 2 5 6 3 3 1 2 
:Net Incomes •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 770 25 147 219 202 74 64 39 60 163 246 176 67 35 22 ------------------·----------- ---------------

~249.-- --.-------------------------- 21 1 4 6 4 4 2 1 1 3 8 5 8 1 0 
$2/i0-$499- ----------------------------- 50 0 12 8 16 3 7 4 3 11 10 12 8 8 3 
$r.tl0-$749- -·-·- ------·- -------------- _._ 62 2 10 10 21 10 6 3 9 8 12 22 8 1 2 
$71i0-$P911. _ ..•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 73 2 6 16 22 11 10 6 1 12 20 19 10 8 8 
$1,0!10-$1, 240 ____ ----------- -· ---------- 90 8 14 18 29 14 8 4 6 16 20 30 9 6 8 
$1, 2/i0-$1, 4911.-----.-----.-------------- 00 2 18 27 23 8 7 5 7 22 32 16 g 2 2 
S1,iill0-$1, 749 •••••••••••••••••••• _ •••• __ 58 4 12 22 10 3 6 2 5 12 28 6 2 4 1 
$1, 7/i0-$1, 0911 ___________________ -------- 61 4 14 14 17 2 6 6 10 14 11 16 3 8 4 .2,000-$2,24Q ___________________________ 

62 3 10 19 12 4 3 1 6 12 19 12 3 0 0 
$2, 2/i0-$2, 4911.-------- -·---. ----- -·- •• -- 46 0 17 14 8 4 2 1 8 16 18 7 1 0 1 
.2,1ill0-$2, 9911 ____ •• --- ·----· ··---. ·----. 62 3 g 22 19 3 4 2 3 12 26 14 4 2 1 
.:l,OOQ-$3, 91liJ. •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 60 1 14 25 10 4 2 • l 17 25 8 3 ·4 2 
$4,01l0-14, 0911.------------.------------- 32 0 6 14 8 8 1 0 4 6 13 6 2 1 0 
$6,000 or over •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 13 0 1 6 3 1 2 1 1 2 4 3 2 1 0 

== = = = = === = = = = Family-type groups: 
Type 1. ...... ------------------·---------- 199 6 20 23 65 37 20 20 11 19 29 75 30 24 ll 
Typ~s 2 and 3 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 140 16 71 36 15 2 1 0 34 71 29 4 0 0 1 
TYPl'B 4 and 6 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 21!7 3 24 90 97 27 28 18 10 26 122 77 33 10 10 
Types 6 and 7 ............................. 106 2 31 66 12 3 2 0 6 48 42 8 2 0 0 
TYPes 8 and 9 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 60 1 6 20 18 6 6 4 2 6 20 16 6 2 2 

=======. .c=:==.=======:,======.~l======.=,=,=====.=====- ======= =-==:z::z:: ~ ====-===:r: 
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TABLII 71.-.&o:m OJ' B'll'BBANDB AND OJ' wrvms: Number of husbands and of wives in specified age groupe, bv reliefatatus, bv imome, and 611 
familll type, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England /arm aecliona, 1936-88-Continued 

[White ramlllea that Include a hUB band and wtre, both natlve-bornJ 

BllBbaDdl oC qe ._ WIVIIoC ... ._ 
State, reUelltlltllB, ramlly-lnaoma al111, and Faml· 

ramu:v type• Ilea• 70or 70or 20-411 ao-a9 411-49 110-&9 ecHJ4 6&-89 older• 20-20 8()-39 46-411 80-311 ~4 6&-811 older • 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (6) (6) ('1) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) 118) (14) (13) (lfl) - -------------------------------

J'BNNITLV.t.tnl. 
Number Number Number Number Nl).mber Number Number Nu.mber Number Numb" Numb" Number Number Numb" Number All CBmlllee ..•..•••••.•••..••••.....•••.......•••.. 2,0110 168 470 au2 4110 164 104 118 200 MO 612 4~ 136 63 "' -===== = ==-== =====- ........... ==-===-~ =--=- -==- =-=== -==< - ........... - -:Reller CBmlllfll ...•.•••••••.•.....•.•.•.....•.•.•.. 78 7 20 19 14 2 8 8 11 20 18 14 4 4 I 

:Nonrollullamlllos .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2,028 Ja1 460 &78 476 162 116 116 193 620 694 439 132 Ill 70 ---------------------------------------------Inoomo ohuoaos: 
8 1 Not lo••e•- •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ., 0 I 1 0 1 0 1 a a 0 0 0 :Net lnoomna •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2,016 1a1 449 &70 47a 101 90 114 193 Sill 691 436 131 61 79 ------------ ------ ------------------------"'""'249_ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 18 0 a 1 2 2 2 6 2 4 8 8 2 1 8 

$2~$4P9 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 90 9 7 0 19 7 12 27 10 8 11 17 12 8 24 
·~1111-$740 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1R6 18 26 80 1!0 24 21 81 16 84 84 61 28 18 Ill 
S7011-.11119. _ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 249 18 48 a7 66 88 14 14 26 a8 62 68 21 12 11 
$1,1JO<h,1,240 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2:18 17 64 70 66 19 12 11 10 74 a7 68 19 6 6 
$1,2.1Uo$1,4\lll ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 243 24 60 6a 6a 20 tl 8 20 68 82 61 18 a 1 
$1,6!J0-$1,740 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 229 Ia 61 77 61 12 9 4 26 72 71 48 7 l II 
$1 ,;nol-$1 ,uoo ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 170 19 88 64 44 12 II 7 18 48 69 87 11 a 4 
$2,1HI0-$2, 249 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 147 14 38 46 34 11 2 2 10 80 411 81 8 a 0 
·~.2fio-$2, 4119 .•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 109 8 8H 40 16 8 1 8 4 42 41 16 4 2 1 
$2,61111-$2,11\111 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 140 7 80 61 81 6 a 3 10 40 66 29 1 1 a 
~:1,0011-$3,11119 .•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 131 8 81 61 28 8 8 4 18 88 .a 27 6 a 2 

4,11110·$4, IIIJU _ •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 28 4 1 11 0 2 1 0 4 a 14 6 1 0 0 
$6,000 or over •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 20 0 8 8 6 0 8 0 0 a 0 a 3 1 0 - -=-= .......:= =-== - --== ==--=- .......... =--= - - - - - -Fam4~;,~Ye!:.~~~~~---······················· 367 29 27 47 02 68 42 62 86 80 49 11& 62 81 44 -----------------------0 -- ----------------Not lo.sos .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Net lnoowel •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 866 20 27 47 01 68 42 62 86 80 49 1\4 82 31 44 ---------------------------------------------~0-$409 ••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••• ft9 8 8 2 9 6 12 25 8 1 4 12 II 7 19 

r.llll-$11119 .•.••••••••••••••••••••••• 112 10 8 13 87 30 18 26 18 10 14 43 211 18 18 
$1,01111-$1 ,400 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 83 6 7 17 2a 17 8 4 7 7 14 88 16 3 a t.t .~1111-$1 ,11110 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 46 a 5 6 1ft 9 a 4 4 7 8 18 I) 0 :1 

2,11110-$2,11119 .•••••••••••••••••••••• 26 8 8 6 3 7 1 8 4 2 6 8 a 3 1 
• a,ooo or uver ••••••••••••••••••••.• 10 8 1 4 2 0 0 0 a 8 • 0 0 0 0 

~ =-=-===-~ ~F-==== ~ ~ ......,., - - - ~ - - -

-co 
00 



Typae211ftd 1..... .•••••••.•..•••••••••••• 8/18 88 184 78 G 'I I 11 101 141 87 31 =Til I 

Nlrtl-............................. 1 --0--;) l 0--;) 0 --;;-~--0 ~r---o--;;- 0 --o 
Net looomlll. ••••• .• •••••••••••• •••• •• 868 88 184 7& 43 7 II 11 101 141 86 81 4 !I I 

tf441111 ···························---;- 8 ----.---;--;---; ~-. --., ---.--0 -. 0 1 '--8 
81100--$111111.......................... 78 1~ 22 lft 1& 4 0 4 22 22 17 10 I I 8 
••.ono-•t,41111....................... 104 23 41 24 18 1 o 2 2ft 47 111 11 1 o 0 
8l.llll0-$1,111111....................... 77 14 84 19 7 2 0 1 2& 88 14 • 0 0 1 
82,0110-$2,111111....................... &1 18 23 11 8 0 0 1 12 24 12 II 0 0 1 
ta,OOO or OVII' •••••••••••••••••• •••• 27 ll 10 4 8 0 1 0 10 11 4 1 1 0 0 

----====--~--==--==-~--==-~~-=---
TYJ'IIIhncU............. •••••••••••• •••• MD 6 &0 1128 231 69 48 88 8 78 260 214 68 21 ll1 --------------·------------------Net lnMM. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 8 0 0 1 0 1 o 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 

Net lnoom01.......................... 686 a &0 227 281 68 43 82 I 77 260 212 a6 21 ll1 ------------eo-t41ML ···~··•••·•••••••••·· •••• 18 0 0 0 II 4 1 ft 0 0 6 4 8 
ar.oo-$11011 .•••••••••••••••••••••••• 147 1 11 42 ao 20 18 12 a 1a aa 1 48 14 
.1,000-$1,41111....................... lft7 1 20 82 80 17 II II 2 29 65 88 17 
81,1100-$l,UIIII........... •••••••••• •• 124 8 2 81 42 11 11 4 3 9 82 •U 11 
•2.om-s2,111l11....................... 13D o 14 88 a1 11 4 1 o 18 eo 49 a 
ss,oooorovll'...................... 61 o a 24 20 a a ll o 6 29 17 8 

1 
9 

:-
0 
ll 

a 
7 
4 
8 
1 
1 

--=====~~=-===========:~=-=====-=====-=====~~~---=-===-: 
Typa16 and 7 ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••• •• 416 as 19ll 138 411 6 1 a 47 208 124 88 1 1 1 _______________ ,___ ___ ·f---1---

Net lollll'll............................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Net looomea. ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 41ft 88 192 133 49 n 1 a 47 1108 124 33 1 1 1 ---------------------------------------1!0 ... 4110............................ e o a o 1 o o , o o a 1 o o o o 

8fl00-$D99.. •••••••••••••••••••••••• aa 11 so 14 a 1 o 1 ' 89 ., a o o o 
81,000-$1,4110....................... 91 11 88 28 18 1 0 0 18 89 83 6 0 0 0 
81,110D-$1,D!III....................... 101 12 en 30 13 o o 1 11 a1 84 10 o o 1 
$2,000--$2,999....................... 114 8 &9 38 u 11 1 · o 16 66 aa a 1 1 o 
ea,oooorovar...................... 44 0 16 22 6 1 0 0 8 18 14 9 0 0 0 

~ =-=====-~ ======:::~ ~ ======= ~ =--====-=-== ~ =-===-= =======-----T:vJII!I8 and 9........................ ••••• 228 1 47 80 61 18 8 7 8 68 04 46 9 6 a ---=-=-====------=--=----------=--=----s~e footnotes n t end of tnble. 



TABLBI 71.-.t.GIII OJ' B'OSBANDS AND OJ' Wiv:ms: Number of husbanda and of toiuea in apel:ijied age groupe, by relief atalua, by income, and bll 
family type, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm aectiona, J9S6-811-Continued 

[White rammee that lnolude a huah&Dd and wife, both naC!v•bol'll) 

Bus banda of 111e '- Wlveaora11e'-

State, railer ate.tua, tamlly·lnoome oleea, and Faml· -
tamlly type 1 Ilea• 70or 70or :10-29 81H19 ,11-49 8CHI9 110-64 86-69 older' »-W 81H19 (().49 81H9 110-66 86-611 older I 

(1) (2) (8) (4) (6) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (18) (U) (16) (18) 

---- --------------------------------- -
OHIO Numb«r Numb«r Numbtr Numbtr Numbtr Numhtr Number Numbtr Number Number Numbtr Numbtr Number Number Number 

All famWea ........................................ 836 ~~ 120 lUI 244 DO 61 7~ M 16~ 232 224 74 M 8:11 
-=== --=== ~ = -===== =-== .........:= - - -= -== -== - - -Reller families ..................................... 20 2 a ' 8 2 ll ' 1 ' 8 ' 1 I I 

:Nonrellef families ................................. 816 88 117 1107 241 88 69 71 M 161 :1126 120 78 aa 80 --- ------------------- ---------- ----l'Doome olaases: 
Net 1081188 ................................. ll 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
Net lnoomea .............................. sa 83 117 1106 1141 88 69 70 M 160 126 120 78 611 Ill 

------------- ---------------- - ---- -
10-$249 ................................ 4 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 a 0 
8250-$499 .............................. 88 8 2 ' 0 e ' a 4 ' 2 14 ' II a 
$600-$7411 .............................. 96 8 16 12 24 1~ 11 14 6 1~ 17 26 16 10 • f760-$9U9 .............................. 1M 9 18 86 62 18 12 16 11 23 41 49 16 10 • 
$1,000=:1,249 ........................... 139 8 26 83 42 12 9 9 16 24 44 83 10 • • 
~1,250 1,4UU ........................... 1a 6 26 26 29 8 11 8 9 29 26 81 10 6 • 1,60D-$1,749 ........................... 118 a 10 38 81 10 8 ' II 22 81 20 I • 1 
$1,760-$1,999 ........................... 6~ 1 11 26 16 8 0 8 2 21 27 II a II 1 
$~.00!1-$2,2411 ........................... 84 0 6 12 8 8 8 I 1 9 11 6 ' I 1 
~.2~0-$2,499 ........................... 84 1 ' 8 16 2 1 a 2 6 II 13 1 8 1 
$2,60D-$2,YY9 ........................... '¥1 0 1 9 10 a 2 2 1 8 10 9 2 I 0 
$3,000·$:!,999 ........................... 14 0 I 6 2 0 2 2 0 8 6 1 2 0 I 
$4.000-$4,999 ........................... 8 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 
f6,00Uor over .......................... • 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 0 

Fam.p:P:e ~~-~~: .......................... 236 10 16 27 74 48 80 87 18 18 84 84 ., IT 11 
Typf!l! 2 and 8 ............................. 117 16 46 26 24 6 0 0 26 41 34 1~ 1 0 0 
Typos 4 and & ............................. 812 8 17 97 117 82 22 24 6 35 120 99 24 Ill 7 
Typll8 6 and 7 ............................. 106 4 36 46 10 2 2 7 9 60 21 8 1 2 6 
Types 8 and 9 ............................. ~ 0 a 12 16 6 6 8 0 7 17 14 a 2 0 

--== =-==== = == = .....:===. == ==-==-= = ==o ==-== '"""""""' =--== - -KICIIIOA.H 
All tamllles ........................................ 810 89 131 219 207 90 72 61 77 149 247 198 72 88 116 

==-== = =======a;:::::::~ ===r=;:::c ~ = = = --== - - ~ Reller ramUiea_.. .................................. 26 o 1 9 9 I 6 . 1 1 1 1 13 7 2 1 1 
:Nonrelluffamllles_................................ 784 89 130 ~~~--7-1 60 76 148 234 189 70 88 26 ------ 1-

Cit 
CD 
w ... 



InroN':i'i;::.;:'________________________________ ~ n j 2 2 o o o 1 2 1 23~ 1 
7
z 3~ o 

liOPt lnoomrs. ----------------------------- 1.9 39 128 208 198 85 71 49 74 147 188 :15 ---------------------------------------------
t/l-$24P ..•.• ------- •••..•• -···------ .• 
$2.'>0-$4~9 • --------.------------------. 
$-'oiK~·$74U .••••• ---- ••••.••••••••••••••• 
$7.111·$\IUD .• -·- ••••••• _ ••••• _ ••••••••••• 
$1,000-$1.249 ----·-· -· ·- •• ---- ---··- --.
$1 ,2.1(}-$1 ,499-- -·- -···· ••• -----.- --·- ••. 
$1 ,liii0-$1 '749 __________ ---·- -------· •• --
$1 '71i0--*1 ,999. -·- ··--- ·-. --·--- ----· ----
$2,0!10-$2,249 ----------. ·-·· -··- -· ...... 
$2.2-111-$2,4«9 ..••••••• -·-··- ------------
$2.fofiii-$2,9U9 .......................... . 
$~,0rl0-$-l, 9«9 .•••• --'- ................... . 
$4,0!10-$4,999 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
S.'i,OOO or over .••• ··-·····-·-·-······---

FRJJ!fly-type groups: 
Type!. ........... -•••••••••••••••••••••••. 
Types 2 and 3 ............................ . 
Types 4 Rnd_5 ............................ . 
Typrs 6 and 7 ............................ . 
Types 8 and 9 ............................ . 

WISCONSIN 
All rammes •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

g 
fo4 

122 
1:l7 
131 
116 
61 
47 
24 
21 
24 
17 
3 
3 

235 
. 152 

296 
71 
30 

0 
6 
4 
7 
9 
2 
2 
4 
0 
3 
1 
2 
0 
0 

8 
24 
5 
1 
1 

1 
fl 

17 
22 
27 
21 
8 

10 
6 
2 
6 
2 
0 
0 

20 
54 
24 
31 

1 

3 
11 
27 
32 
32 
4.'i 
20 
13 
8 
6 
7 
3 
1 
0 

32 
41 

100 
24 
13 

1 
14 
23 
38 
36 
31 
16 
12 
3 
9 
6 
6 
0 
3 

60 
22 
97 
11 
8 

2 
10 
16 
13 
15 
11 
5 
5 
4 
0 
2 
1 
1 
0 

42 
5 

35 
2 
1 

1 
7 

23 
15 
5 
2 
6 
3 
2 
l 
2 
3 
1 
0 

40 
3 

24 
1 
3 

1 
10 
12 
10 
7 
4 
4 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

32 
3 

11 
1 
3 

0 
7 

13 
12 
17 
8 
5 
6 
2 
2 
0 
2 
0 
0 

20 
39 
6 

10 
1 

1 
9 
II 
29 
25 
32 
11 
11 
7 
3 
7 
1 
0 
0 

15 
53 
40 
37 
3 

3 
13 
35 
31 
39 
42 
23 
15 
6 
!I 

10 
6 
1 
1 

41 
37 

124 
17 
15 

1 
21 
25 
42 
33 
24 
11 
9 
3 
5 
4 
6 
2 
2 

79 
16 
85 
5 
4 

2 
3 

22 
7 
8 
8 
6 
5 
5 
0 
2 
2 
0 
0 

35 
4 

25 
2 
4 

2 
5 

10 
D 
6 
0 
3 
1 
1 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 

27 
1 
8 
0 
2 

0 
6 
8 
6 
4 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

16 
1 
7 
0 
1 

======= ------==---=~ 

795 57 198 178 45 34 19 122 239 248 130 24 19 10 
------=---===------------=---=== 

Reller families ........... _........................ 12 1 2 4 3 2 o o 2 2 2 5 1 0 o 
Nonrelle! families................................. 783 66 196 260 175 43 34 19 120 237 246 12.~ 23 19 10 

Income ciiiSl!es: 
Net losses •.•••••••••••••••••••••• • ••••••••• 
Net Incomes ............................. . 

3 
780 

0 
66 

2 
194 

0 
260 

1 
174 

0 
43 

0 
34 

0 
19 

1 
119 

2 
235 

0 
246 

0 
125 

0 
23 

0 
19 

0 
10 

$0-$249________________________________ 8 1 0 3 1 3 0 0 2 1 1 3 1 0 0 
$21i0-$4!l9.............................. 18 4 0 4 3 1 4 2 2 2 6 2 3 2 0 
$-~00--*749______________________________ 73 6 21 24 18 2 3 0 13 27 22 8 2 1 0 
$700.$0!l9______________________________ 120 10 35 28 29 8 4 6 17 41 29 23 3 3 3 
$1,()0()-$1,2411........................... 143 13 40 50 26 7 5 2 29 41 43 20 4 4 1 
$1,250-$1,499___________________________ 120 6 35 39 28 g 3 0 2\ 36 40 20 1 2 0 
$1,500--*1,749___________________________ 109 8 23 44 26 4 2 2 15 34 38 17 3 0 2 
$1,750-$1,0011........................... . 80 7 19 28 16 3 4 3 14 27 19 12 4 2 2 
$2,()0()-$2,249___________________________ 27 1 7 8 7 2 2 0 2 6 13 5 0 1 0 
$2,250-$2,499___________________________ 31 1 5 14 5 1 3 2 2 7 13 7 1 0 1 
$2,500-$2,9!l9........................... 24 0 1 12 6 2 1 2 0 6 13 2 0 2 1 
$3,000-$3,999___________________________ 23 0 7 5 8 1 2 0 1 6 9 6 1 1 0 
$4,000-$4,999 ••••••••• __________________ 3 0 1 1 0 0 l 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 
$5,000 or over.......................... 1 0 o o 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 D 

Family-type groups: 
Type !.................................... 128 21 20 22 31 15 .14 5 21 27 25 30 10 " 4 
Types 2 and 3............................. "178 23 84 51 15 3 1 1 61 68 37 10 1 U t 0 
Types • and 5............................. :147 8 26 88 84 19 13 9 20 41 104 62 9 7 - 4 
Types 6 and?............................. 174 3 64 75 27 3 2 0 17 86 50 10 0 1 1 
Types 8 and 9............................. 56 1 2 24 18 3 4 4 1 15 · 21 . 13 3 2 1 

=============================-= ============= See footnotes at end of table. . 



TABLE 71.-AGE OF HUSBANDS AND OF WIVES: Number o/ hU8banda and of wives in iJptJcified age groups, by relief a!alua, by iM011M1, anll &1 
· family type, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England farm sectioM, 1935-38-Continued t-:1 

[Wblte families tbat Include a husband and wife, both native-born] i:s 
State, relief status, famUy-iucome class, and 

faiuUy tn>e 1 

(.1) 

Faml· 
Ilea • 

(2) 

Husbands or ege ._ Wives of age II-

211-:lll 30-311 40-411 &0-611 1!0-64. 66-69 ol~~: t 20-29 30-39 40-49 GIHD 1!0-64. 66-69 ol~e~r• 
oo oo ~ ~ m oo oo ~ ~ ~ • ~ ~ ~ -------------'--·l------------i---·---1---t---f--·f--l----

ILLINOIS Number Ntvmber Ntvmber Ntvmber Number Numb" Ntvmber Numb" Number Number Num~tr Numb" Number Nwmbn N111mb" 
All lamllloa........................................ 8li7 tif IIIII 2tl1 199 60 M 29 !Oil 223 263 17' 6:1 26 Ill 

========~~~======::;;:::;::==================a 
Rolleffamllles •.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 14 1 6 6 0 1 1 1 1 8 4 1 1 0 1 
Nonrellel (Rwllias................................. 843 83 183 258 199 68 63 23 102 217 258 173 62 26 12 

Income ciRsses: ---------------------------1----------;-----
Net losses................................. S 0 2 2 · 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 0 0 
Net Incomes.............................. 833 63 181 2M 11111 69 63 27 101 215 257 173 61 26 12 --------l-------l---------------

$0-$2411................................ 3 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 
S250-$499 .•••••••••••••••••••• ~........ 22 I 6 4 4 8 3 2 3 3 6 7 2 2 0 
$~00-$749............................ .• 60 6 6 15 13 4 3 3 8 10 15 11 6 0 2 
$75()-$1199 .•.••••••••• -................ 96 8 2ll 23 17 7 10 3 13 31 25 Ul 6 4 2 
$1,()()1}-$1,249........................... 120 II 31 30 31 11 .3 4 13 38 31 22 I 5 2 
$1,25()-$1,499........................... 111 10 32 aa 30 a 7 2 13 36 36 22 o a o 
$1,600-$1,749........................... 110 10 19 38 27 8 s 3 111 28 a1 20 4 a 1 
$1,750-$1,1199........................... 76 6 21 27 13 6 1 2 12 22 211 11 1 2 1 
$2,()0()-$2,249........................... 58 4 11 18 16 3 5 1 y 10 19 15 3 3 0 
$2,250-$2,499._........................ 46 4 3 19 9 8 3 0 5 4 111 13 6 I 0 
$2,500·$2,999............................ 04 a 13 19 17 2 4 4 5 19 19 13 4 I I 
$:!,000-$3,1!1111........................... 49 1 II 18 13 1 S 2 6 9 ~ 9 3 2 1 
$4,()()1}-$4,9119_________________________ 11 o 2 4 a 1 1 o 1 1 11 a 1 o o 
$5,000 or over.......................... 17 0 1 6 6 3 2 I 0 3 6 6 a 0 0 

F8Illlly-type (lroup~: 

~~g:s 12 ·ani!-a::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~~~::::at::::::~:::::::::::::::::::: 
Types 8 and 9 .••••••••••••••••••.•.••••••• 

IOWA. 
All families .•••••.•.••.••••••••••••••••.•••••••.••• 

200 
183 
317 
118 
25 

20 
311 
2 
5 
0 

30 
77 
22 
51 
3 

37 
46 

123 
42 
8 

411 
21 

110 
111 
6 

26 
2 

26 
3 
3 

30 
I 

18 
1 
3 

9 
0 

16 
0 
3 

28 
50 
3 

15 
0 

2ll 
84 
42 
55 
7 

40 
2ll 

144 
39 
8 

au 
14 
88 • a 

26 
0 

23 
0 
a 

11 
0 

12 
0 
2 

4 
0 • 0 
2 

===============-===========~ 

187 1116 168 57 50 41 102 215 180 154 47 26 21 

Relief families ···-································ 36 5 5 11 0 4 3 2 8 6 
Nonrelief f1Wlilies................................. 712 54 182 185 152 63 47 89 84 209 

II 
171 

8 
1411 

4 
43 

1 
26 

-----------------------r---·1---~---t---Income olassea: 
Net lossea................................. 16 5 2 5 2 0 4 4 5 2 0 0 
Net inoomes.............................. 6911 53 177 183 147 61 47 38 90 208 167 143 41 25 20 

--~----1-------1-----------l-----f---
$(1-$249 ·····-·-······················· 22 3 4 3 7 ·3 1 1 4 4 3 8 1 1 1 
$2~499.............................. 74 s 11 12 13 10 1 10 u 16 1s 11 e a o 
$5oo-$749.............................. 112 9 34 22 22 s 9 s 11 38 21 20 • 4 a 
$750-$999 .. ____________________________ 153 13 40 52 2ll 2 12 5 21 63 36 26 10 5 1 

w 
QD 

w 



$J,OOI)-$1,tt• .•.••••••••••••••••••••• ··j 118 12! 
~I 

!14 

Fol 
8 i I II 111 111 .. • • 

••• 2110-$1,41111 .••..••..•.••••••.•.. ·•···· 74 .s 21 2 4 6 21 Zl I" 2 3 I 

:::rr:::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::I ·~ 3 lfi II 3 0 7 14 12 II a 1 0 
2fl I 5 8 7 5 0 1 II 5 4 4 I II 

.2.~2,2<tll .......................... 1ft 0 4 3 4 3 I I I 3 4 fi 1 2 II 
,2,2.'1()-$2,1119 .•••••. -· •• - •••••••••....•• IH I r. 3 5 2 2 0 2 3 8 6 1 0 l 
t.2,.'ofll-$~.-- .•. ·-·--· .••.. -· ••. - •. ·• .. 14 I 2 ~ I I 1 2 I 3 5 2 1 0 2 
$.1,0(J(}-$.1.IMI ......................... 21 Q 5 "' I 4 1 2 0 6 6 8 1 l 1 
IH.OOO·IH,IIW ........................... 3 Q 2 0 0 0 1 0 l 1 0 0 0 l 0 
llf,,OOO or over .......................... · 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

Family-type groupe: 
1!15 31 46 21 23 17 29 34 36 liO 21 14 9 Type 1 .................................... 20 37 

Types 2and 3 ............................. 1~5 23 76 38 18 3 1 1 46 78 26 15 0 0 1 
Typlll 4and & ............................. 215 5 12 71 71 22 Y1 17 9 23 77 67 18 8 8 
TypAl 6 and 7 ............................. 105 1 66 35 10 2 1 0 11 66 22 6 0 0 0 
Types 8 and 9 ............................. 32 0 1 10 7 6 5 4 0 a 10 10 4 3 2 ---= = = = ---= ---= = = ---= = 

'VBRliONf 
162 AD famUiel ........................................ 642 20 82 155 176 53 23 34 39 116 165 34 18 17 

= = ---= = = = = = == ---= ---= 
Relief fBmllles ..................................... 29 0 5 7 9 1 1 6 4 5 8 8 a 0 1 
Nonrellet!amUiel ................................. 513 20 77 148 166 52 22 23 35 111 157 144 31 18 16 

------------------ ------------------ ~ Inoome olll88tll: 
Net lo!l!le8 ................................. 44-- ~--- -------- ------ .. -------- --------

___ .., ____ 
-------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- ............... 

~ Net llloomUI ...... - ...................... 613 20 77 148 166 52 22 23 35 111 167 144 31 18 16 -------------.---------------------------------
10-$2411 ................................ 5 0 0 1 1 0 0 3 0 1 0 1 0 0 a 
$260-$499 .............................. 27 0 6 8 6 6 0 1 1 9 7 4 3 1 2 
86011-$749 .............................. 65 4 5 16 30 5 1 4 6 12 19 23 1 3 2 121 
$760-3999.------------------ •••••• -- .. 00 0 20 19 32 8 7 4 3 20 29 27 5 3 3 
Sl,OOII-$1,249 ........................... 96 6 12 24 26 15 8 5 10 18 26 22 11 6 a g 
$1,2lilh$1,499 ...... -----·------- ----•. -. 65 4 7 19 17 5 2 1 4 12 18 16 4 1 0 

~ Sl,liOD-$1,749 ........................... 60 8 7 19 20 6 0 5 5 9 20 16 6 -2 2 
$1,750-$1,9~9 ........................ • ••• 86 0 7 14 11 1 1 2 2 10 10 12 1 1 0 ~ 
$2,0011-$2,249 ........................... 26 0 6 10 8 2 0 0 0 11 9 5 0 1 0 
$2,250-$2,499 ........................... 23 2 1 9 5 1 2 3 2 2 11 6 0 1 1 
$2,/iOII-$2,999 ........................... 18 1 6 6 5 1 0 0 3 6 4 5 0 0 0 
$3,000-$3,999 ........................... 7 0 0 3 2 1 1 0 0 0 4 3 0 0 0 
$4,~,999 ........................... 2 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0· 0 0 
$5,000 or over .......................... a 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 

Family-type groups: 
7 ~;g:s 12 &.lila::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 119 3 '8 15 46 25 10 13 4 22 52 . 17 8 9 

78 11 23 21 17 '3 2 1 14 29 21 10 2 0 1 

~~gE! :~ :=::::::::::::::::::::::::::: . 191 2 13 60 75 23 8 10 7 31 67 62 11 8 6 
83 4 28 36 13 1 0 1 9 41 23 9 0 0 1 
42 0 6 16 16 0 ,2 3 l -3 24 11 1 2 0 

I For description of family types see Glossary, Famlly Type. • This excludes 1 wife in New Jersey, 2 in Pennsylvania, 41n Michigan, 3 in Wisconsin, 
• This Is the same as the total number of husbands and of wives, since all f81Illlles In· 21n illinois, 3 in Iowa, and lin Vermont who were under 20 years of age. Alllo excluded 

clud~d In this studv contained both husband and wife. are 1 wife In Pennsylvania and 2 in lllinols who did not report age. . · 
• This excludes 1 husband In Michigan and 1 in Illinois who were under 20 years of age. e Of the wives In this group, 17 in New Jersey, 49 in Pennsylvania, 11! in Ohio 18 In 

.Also Included Is 1 husband In TII!nois who did not report age. Michigan, 7 in Wisconsin, 7 In TIIinols, 11 in Iowa, and 13 In Vermont were IIi the sge ~ 
c Of the husbands In this ~~:roup, 30 in New Jersey, 66 in Pennsylvania, 39 in Ohio, 35 class 711-74; 7 in New Jersey, 32 in Pennsylvania, 171n Ohio, 8 in Michigan, 3 in Wiscon- 0 

In Michigan, 14 in Wisconsin, 17 In TIIinois, 28 in Iowa, and 21 In Vermont were in the sin, 6 In Dlinois, 10 In Iowa, and 4 in Vermont were 76 or older. ~ 
~~~~:e olasa 7D-74: 17 In New Jersey, 52 In Pennsylvania, 36 in Ohio, 16 in. Michigan, 5 in 
Wisconsin, l21n Illinois, 13 In Iowa, and 13 in Vermont were 76 or older. 
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TABLB 72.--TIIINURB AND BIZIII OP PABII BT AGB OP HUSBANDS: Number of ouming 
and rmli119 familiea, and di1tribvtitna of familie• byliu of farm, by age of huaband, 
Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New E11flland farm •ectitna•, 1935-38 

(White IICIDI'elielllamllies that lndade a husband and wife, both native-born) 

Stet~> and bu. Owu- R•nt· 
Families operating farms of specitled size • 

AU bard"s fsmj.. in~~: ing I llgelmlDP f81Ili- fami- Ppwer 
(Jeers) lies• lies• lies I than l-19 3)-49 6CHI9 101)-IH 17f'r259 I 26CJ-499 50I)..o99ll 

I acres IICI'CII acres acrea ecres ecres &eft'S acres 

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) 

----------------
IM&Wil111811Y 

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. /!>ro. No. 1\"o. A1l ages _________ 
791 648 143 10 101 161 281 1!12 42 3 1 -------1-------Undrr30 ••• 2CI 15 11 1 8 4 10 3 0 0 0 

31\-39 •••••••• 152 103 49 0 20 29 46 45 12 0 0 
-ID--49 .••• _ •• 224 175 49 2 27 40 74 62 18 1 0 
91-59 .••••••• '1111 188 19 4 21 49 84 39 8 1 1 
80-8 ...••• 140 130 10 3 19 28 54 32 3 1 0 
70 «older ••• 42 37 6~ Cl II 13 11 1 0 0 

= = = = = 
P&DSTLVAin.l 

AU ages ••••••••• 2.023 1.489 634 14 410 497 744 316 .36 C1 o 
1- 1-

Under 10.... 1~1 39 112 2 16 36 72 24 1 0 0 
31411........ 4.'i0 252 198 2 74 93 207 69 5 0 0 
-ID--49........ 573 444 129 2 94 144 225 94 12 2 0 
SCHill........ 476 4ll8 68 4 94 120 151 90 14 3 0 
CICHIII... ••••• 258 Zl8 20 8 78 75 67 32 • 3 0 0 
70 ow older... 115 108 7 1 54 29 22 7 1 1 o 

'===1===11==='==== ==== 
01110 

AU aces------··· 818 CliO ~ 0 24 &S 302 309 89 31 & 
1-- 1-

Under 311. ••• 33 13 20 0 1 3 12 II 6 0 o 
80-3\L...... 117 52 65 0 5 7 35 .'iO 13 7 0 
41"-4!1. ···-·- 207 l.'iO 67 0 7 12 71 84 19 12 2 
li('-ai. ··---·· :Mt t96 45 o e 12 92 92 30 8 1 
CifYIII •• ··---- 147 131 16 0 2 14 57 54 15 3 2 
70 ow older.. n 68 3 o 3 7 35 18 6 1 o 

==-=-~====------== 
IIICIIIO.lll 

AU ages______ 7114 eot 183 1 21 !18 301 273 65 24 o 
--1----------- 1- --

Unrlt!l' 311. ••. 40 18 22 0 2 7 14 II 5 1 0 
3Ch"!9..... • 130 70 80 0 4 11 46 .'iO 14 5 II 
411-49 .•••• -- 210 163 47 0 3 21 88 79 15 4 0 
51)-fiL...... If'S 158 40 0 5 26 71 70 1!l 7 0 
C!IHIII. ••••••• 156 144 12 o e 23 63 45 12 1 0 
'10 or older_ 50 48 2 1 1 10 19 18 1 o o 

= ===== 
WUOO!IBIK 

AU aga~ •••••• -· 783 497 

Under 311 .••• fill 15 
30-3'J. ------- 196 76 
40-49 •••••.•• 260 174 
liCHill •••••••• 175 143 
60-'19 •... ---· 77 71 
70 «older ••• 19 18 

I---J--~I--288- ___ o ___ & ___ au ___ 21_5_1~ __ 1_a1_ 36 

41 0 0 2 15 23 13 3 
120 0 2 6 58 89 36 5 
86 0 0 9 67 124 49 11 
32 0 1 11 li3 82 18 Ill 
e o 1 9 21 30 10 6 

1=~=1===1===1 ,1==""0'1=~1 ~ 1 9 5 1 
IUJ!IOI8 

A.llllflL---- 1843 m I 572 0 If 31 I 96 309 227 149 
1---1---J---------:-

Under 30.... M 4 eo o 2 3 4 38 10 e 
80-39-------- !~ : ~~ 00 ! 34 ~ 7788 47 32 
-ID--49. ------- ...,., • .., 73 56 
fi0-.'>11-------- m :; lll g ~ ~~ ~ ~7 57 38 
CICHIQ........ • 22 Cl I 32 17 
70 .. older... 28 o a 4 . & 8 8 o 

1=. =,== ' === 
See footDotee at end of table. 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

16 

1 
2 
3 
Cl 
4 
0 
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TAn• 72.--nDroBB .&XD BU. OP P~ BY AG. OP HCSBAirnS: li...tber fl/--. 
aflll f'ftll.i"f !-ilia. flftd di~ fl/ f,..;;ia .. •i• f1/ J--. .... fl/ ,..,.,_, 
Mii/Jk AtlGatie, lftlrll& ~ aflll N- Bwglartd 1- .aimu. 11JSfi-{16-
Continued 

(1l'1dte ___, r...ilis u.& iDdude .............. -- llatlllliltlwe-llcilii) 

F-m.~ ..... flfilllldfiood ... 
l!taiP....S .... AD o-- ..... 

band's ....... u. u. 
...., !1CIH74 

_ _. 
lies I llmi- ....... .._ 

...u :IIHI ~ ....., ..... 
--~ Jiosl liosl dlaa 

a ... - - - - - - -
(I,) Q) (I) -(f) Qi) (I) ro (II) 01) (18) (11) (U) 

·- . 
10'11"4 

Ne. Ne. No. Ne. N& Ne. 1'~ .. Ne.. Ne. Ne. N& Aft..._ ___ 
712 HI m • 6 • Uil - Ull 81. ' • 

t" .... ___ 5t 5 • • 0 I J2 II 5 I • ··------ lf<2 Ill 121 0 2 11 .17 N ,. 18 I .,... ____ 
185 Ill 105 • 1 1 • ·-'IS 38 If I .... _____ 
l-'i2 115 .. • 1 1 • Ci2 2! 2Z 2 .... ________ 
100 T1 :IS • 1 1 :IS • J!l 7 I 

10.-aldlr •• .. 14 5 • ··- . i i 15 5 1' • -- 4451 All~------- 611 • • :II • 11 lil 131 -· • - - ·--u..-a.. __ •t u 1 • I • a i 5 ~ • .. ________ 
?71 

112 u • I 4 • 18 2D 21 z ... ______ 
1411 121 25 • 5 5 14 44 il 21 :1 ------ Jell 148 18 • 5 11 • M II • ,<I 8Hill ______ 

:I 12 2 0 a • ~~ 
25 17 11 I 

'ftl•aldlr-- li 1 • 5 2 5 7 4 • 

.... u 
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Appendix C. Met~odology 

Procedures Used in Collection and Analysis of the Data 

General Plan 
In formulating the original plans for this study a central place was given to 

the recommendations made in 1929 by the Social Science Research Council.• This 
repor\ emphMized the advantages of conducting a study of consumption in such 
a way that the sample would cover a wide range of incomf'l, all types of natural 
families, and all oeeupatiooa within representative communities of different sizee. 
Income data and cer\ain other facta would be collected from all families visited, 
through the use of a short schedule. These data would provide the basis for 
selection of an adequate number of families in each income clase to furnish more 
careful estimates of income and the details of expenditures. 

The plan represented a departure from the procedure followed in many prevfoue 
consumption studies, in which ·only cer\ain population groupe were included, and 
in which the dil'ltribution of families by income was largely accidental. 

These suggestion." of the Social Science Research Council were embodied in 
the procedures adopted for the present study. From these recommendations 
developed the method of selecting the families to be studied from a random sample 
of the population, and the method of cl881!ifying families by occupation and family 

· composition, as well as by income. The council's plan of selecting regions having 
distinct economic characteristics and communities of diffPrent degree~~ of urbaniza
tion al~o was followed in order that relationship between these factors and con
sumption patteroa might be explored. 

Selection of Families 
The families to be studied were limited to certain groupe that represent the 

greater part of the country's population. In order to 881!ure random selection, 
three aamplea were obtained, with the use of three schedules. The first was a 
random sample of family dwelling units, baaed on a samplin~t scheme that gave 
each unit in the community an equal chance of being included. A record card 
was tilled for each family drawn in this random sample. Information obtained 
on record cards provided the mPana of eliminating families that did not med 
the predPtermined requirements for inclusion in the study. These requirements, 
or eligibility criteria, limited the families selected to those representing the more 
numerous population groups and those whose consumption patterns and ways 
of living would be representative of normal families. Chief among those excluded 
were one-person families (except for a special study in two cities, Chicago, Ill., 
and Portland, Oreg.), those of foreign birth, families in which there was not a 
husband and wife, and among farm families those that had moved during the 
vear previous to the study. Ne~oea were included in the Southeast and in 
New York City and Columbus, Ohio. White families only were studied else
where. The record cards also supplied information as to the numerical impor
tance of the families studied (see record-card form, p. 207). 

The second sample, known as the income sample, included all families from the 
eligible ~up that; were willing and able to furnish the facts about their family 
composition, income, occupation, and housing needed for tilling the family sched
ule. This group of families, therefore, was essentially a random sample of the 
typt'e that had been defined for the study of family incomes; every eligible family 
had an pqual opportunity of being included. According to this plan, the pro
portion of famili~ of each income, occupational, and family-type ~oup was to 
be the same as the proportion of such families among the group eligible for study 
in the community. If; was :recognized that failure to obtain schedules from any 
socioeconomia group, as from the very well-to-do, would affect the representa
tive character of the income sample, and every effort was made to guard against 
the introduction of such a bias. In addition to providing data for the study of 
incomP, the family schedule provided the means of idPntifying families that satis
fied the requirements for the main study of family consumption (see family 
schedule form, p. 209). · 

. ll!ocuL SCOIIIIIS RJIImAllal CoUliCIL. COIISUIIPI'JOll &OOOBDDIIG '10 lliiCOJfJ:; & IIUGGJ:MJ:D PU.ll FOB Alii 
INQUIB1' IMTO 'l'lll: J:a))IOIOC UD 80CUL 'WU.L-81:11110 OW 'l'lll: AlfiUUl'&. rJ:OPLL pp. 7,:.-22. 1929. 
IMimeopapbed.) 
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U, S. DEPARTMENT o..- AGRICULTURE 
STUDY OF CONSUMER PURCHASES BUREAU OP' HOMIE ECONOMICS Record card No. ··-···~·--···-·--·-

IN COOP'EIUITION WITH A I'EDERAL WORKS PROJECT Family 1ohedule No.·····-·--···-
NATIONAL .. ESOURCES COMMITTEE RECORD CARD-FARM 

WORKS PROGRESS ADMINIST .. ATION . 
M. C. D. ··············-···---·····----DEPARTMENT 01" LABOR 

WASHINQTON ·····-········-··-----·········-····-····-------···· 
Agent ·····················-···········--······· (County) (Slate) 

Born in United Statea. 
l. Location (deacrlbe) ·································-·····································- Yee 

181 I Vacant D I 8. D Husband, or male head. 
···----···-'"'·········-············-·····--············---·······-.. ···· 9. D Wife, or female head. 

................... -··. --····---······ ..................... Telephone ............................ 
10. Hns family operated THIS farm for a. [J Yes 

2. Name ........................................................................................... laat 13 months? lb. D No I 
11. Waa farm oterated for wage or salary Ia. D Yeal 

Atbom• last yenr · b. D N11 
Vlllll Dote Time of laformallou l'Grsou 12. Doea farm have more than 8 acres? a. D Yea dRJ' relwed Iuter viewed 

Y• No b. [J N11 
13. If No, waa grosa income laat year more a. D Yes 

than $250? lb. [J No I 
8. Firat .................. ............... -----······ ................ ··-····-·· ·····--··· .............. 14. Principal crop •••.•••••••••••••••.•••••••••• 

C. Second .............. ................ ................ .................. ................. ----······ ·····-·-·· 15. Economic family fncluck!s husband and wife:' 
a. Third ....••..•....... ........................... ......................... ....................... ----~-----·· .. ....................... ........................... a. [J Yes I b. D No I 
6. Color: a. [J White. '1. Number in family: 

If flea: 
c. Number years married: r-·;;:··criifcgro:····: . a. o Two or more peraone. I (1) [J Less than one. I 

c. 0 Other. I I b. D One Eerson. I (2) D One or more. 

If there Ia NO CHECIC in any ot the heavy boxes, and If the type of farming Ia one to be etudied, request family echedule. 

llu liiiDI reoord oarde tor laellllblu, llleHplll'llleiJ' oarda lor !amlllea ellslble uoept lor 1611-1llamlly wblob does aot luolude busbllD411D4 wl!a. 
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The thif'd I&Dlple, kncnm u the f'Onsumption or expenditure IIIUilple, iMiuded 
familiel from the ioeome Mmple that atisfit'CI a BPClOnd •t of n-quirelllf'nta. 
ThNe requirement. res\ricted the I&IIlple to the occupational and fAmily-type 
8TOUPII most important numerically. The samplin~ proeerlure waa delri!med to 
obtAin a minimum numher of ex~nditure eebedulee within eac-h clAM, and implied 
a different IIIUilplin,; ratio for each ela.. Familiea within a ~ven el- (occupa
tion, inoome. and faouly type) were ~elected at random. The expenditure or 
eoD8Umption eehedule waa ueually oLtained during the arne infenoiew u the 
family eehedule. The eeleetion of eli~ible families to be asked for information 
was made by the -.ent on the baaia of instructions from the euJlf'fYisor relative 
to the ehaMell in which the number of ealle8 wse inadequate for analni&. 

Supplementary eehedulea (eomeotimea c:aUed chl't'k lista) lrivin~ additional detaile 
on the OODIIUmption of food, clothing. and furniahin~n~ and equipment w.-re re
q\le'Steft from familice that had filled expenditure achedulea and were willing to 
spend more time giving information eoncerniog their way1 of ependio~o (See 
Gl08M1'71 Supplementary aehedulea.) 

Seledion oJ Communities 
In order to make clear eompwillons of families in different parts of the eountrT 

In eommunities of different sizes, and in different agricultural IICCtion11, the sample 
wu eoncentrated in a few homoge-ncoUII are&~~, in eommunitiee of certain size 
ranges and in farm sectione which represent the princ-ipal t.YPN of famiin~r. The 
areaa were determined on the basil of fh·e criteria: DiFtinet climatic, gCOIU&phic. 
and cultural characteristice; homo~neity with respect to these characteritrtice; 
geographic erlent; population; economic importance. Thus in the choice ol 

· communities a .veat variety of indices were required, based on climatic, geographic. 
economic, and eocial data. 

The six maio areaa choeen represent not groups of Statca but economie
,eographic belts, fairly homogeneous in climate. TheRe tm'as are in the New 
En~land, Middle Atlantic and East North Central, East South Celotral and 
South Atlantic, West North Central. Mountain, and Pacific regions. The most 
unique relrion not represented ia the Weet South Central. It waa not included 
because the eeatt« of the population over a wide area and the presence of a lafl!e 
Mexic:an and Spanish~king population presented administrative difficultiee 
in the collection of data. In the preparation of reporte the Bureau of Home 
Eeonomice bas reduced these regions to five. dividing eehedulcs obtainf'd in the 
West North Central region between the East North Central and the Mountain 
regions.• 

Communities of six distinct si2:e ranges, from metropolis to farm section, were 
included in the study. Each size except the metropolitan waa represented in 
each of the fi1:·e l'elrione studied. In order to ohtain the desired number of eases 
for analysis for each degree of urbaniu.tion, it wu neeeBMry to increase the 
number of eommunities to be studied 88 their si2:e deerca!!ed. The population 
ai2:e ranges within whieh it was planned to eelect communities for study were as 
follows: 

Metropoi~------------------------------
La~ cities .• ------------------------------Middle-aized cities.. ________________________ _ 

Small cities-------------------------------Villages __________________________________ _ 

o,·er 1,000.000 
250,000 to 300.000 

35,000 to 70.000 
8,000 to 15,000 
1,000 to 2,500 

Fanocountiea----------------------------- ----------------
The ais types of communities were thua sufficiently distinct from one another 

to provide a picture of difJereneee in eoneumption patteroa due to differences in 
degree of urbanization. 

• do.- of ,.,_ rediMII do Dill ~ to tlw ..,_ rediMIIIInd tbererore haw '-a '""" distlurtl" 
JWD<S.. • South-t, and PlaiDS and Moontaio. 1"1>1! Soot"-r~ of tbl! study ineludes part of the 
StairS from tLe El&f Sooth CPDtral and Sooth Atlaatie regions of lbe ceasns: tbl! Plains and MoontaiD, 
8tat.tS from the WM North C""tnlllnd Mountain~ of the ~usu.•: the Middle Atlantic and Nonb 
Central, !ltA&I'e from tbl! Middle Atlanlie, and E ... and We!$ North Central"""""" ~;01._ 1!- 1be 
N- J!ll(lao1 ~oa of this study, whlrb ~·to theeensusrecion oi'Lbat name in geoeral~w 
OQtllne, doea DOt lnelnde all tbe lnaUs tilled by tile-
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TABLIG 73.-Consumption •ample: Ouupational and family-type groups i~cludctl 
by the Bureau of Home Economics in _the _consumption eample, as combined,Jor 
analysis, by region and degree of urbanu:ahon : 

Region 

(l) 

Degree or urbanization and 
color of families 

(2) 

Occupational groups Included, 
as combined for analysis 

(3) 

New 
{

Small cities'·················· Business and professional; cleri-

England.... VIllages •••• , •••••••••••••••••• ---~~0~~~~: ............. . 
Farm count1es •••••••••••••••• Farm-operator •••••••••••••••••• 
Small cities ••••••••••••••••••• Business and professional; cleri

cal; wage-earner .a 

Middle Atlantic 
and North 
Central. •••••••• 

VUlages....................... Business and professional; cleri· 
csl; wage-earner .• • 

Farm counties: 
New lersey ••••••••••••••• Farm-operator •••••••••••••••••• 
Pennsyl vanla·Ohlo • • • •••• • •••• do ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

m:~~~~~~!~-~~:::::: ::===~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Small cities: 

White ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Negro ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Villal!"es: 
White ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Negro ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Farm counties: 
White: 

Business and professional; clerl· 
cal; wagHsrner. 

Business, professional, and clerl· 
cal; wage-earner. 

Business and professional; clerl· 
cal; wage-earner.• 

Business, professional, and cleri
cal; wage-earner. 

Family types 
Included, as com· 
blned for analyail 

(!) 

1,2-3,4--6. 

1, 2-3,4-5. 
1, 2-3, t--6. 
1, 2, 3, 4, &, D, f.l 

1, 2, 8, 4,1, 6, 7. 

1, 2-3, H, 6-7. 
1,2,3,4,5,6,7 •. 
1, 2-3, t--6, 6-7. 
1, 2-3, 4-1, 6-7. 

1,2-3,4-li. 

1,~4--li. 

1, 2-3, 4--li, 6-7 .• 

1, 2-3, H, 6-7.• 

Southeast ••••••••. North Carolina
South Carolina. 

Farm-operator •••••••••••••••••• 1, 2-3, t--6, 6-7. 

Georgia-Mississippi. .•••• do .....•••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Carolina·. Sharecropper •••••••••••••••••••• 

South Carolina. 
Oeorl!"la-MississippL •••••• do •.••..••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Carolina'······ Farm-operator •••••••••••••••••• 

Negro: 
North Car o I in a- ••••• do ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

South Carolina. 
Oeorf'ia-Mississippi... . ••.. do .•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
North Car o I in a- Sharecropper •••••••••••••••••••• 

South Carolina. 
Georgia-Mississippi •••.•••. do ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

(

Small cities..................... Business and professional; cleri· 
csl; wage-earner. -

VUlages....................... Business, professional, and cleri-
p I a I o a a n d csl; wage-earner .• 

IUouotetn...... Farm ccuntles: 
North Dakota-Kansas • • •• Farm-operator •••••••••••••••••• 
South Dakota-Montana· ••••. do •.•••••••••••• ·-·········· 

Colorado. 

!
Small cities ••••••••••••••••••• Business and professional; clerl· 

p Villages ••••••••••••••••••••••• ---~~o)~~~~~: ••••.••••••••• 
acUic............ Fum ccuntles: 

Washington-Oregon....... Farm-operator •••••••••••••••••• 
California •••••••••••••••••••••. do ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Oregon • ••••••••••••••••••••••• dO---······················· 

1, 2-3, t--6, 6-7.• 
1, 2-3, t--6, 6-7. 

1, 2-3, 4-6, 6-7.• 
1, 2-3, 4-6, 6-7. 

1, 2-3, 4-&, 6-T, 

1, 2-3. 4-5, 6-7.• 
1, 2-3, 4-6, 6-7. 

1, 2-3,4-5, 6-7.• 
1, 2-3, t--6. 

1, 2-3,4-11. 

I, 2-3, t--6. 
1, 2-3, t--6. 

1,2-3,4-1. 

1, 2-3,4-1. 

1,2-3,4-1. 
1, 2-3. t--6. 
1, 2-3, t--6. 

1 Consumption data are published In reports or the Bureau or Labor Statistics, U. 8. Department or Labor. 
1 In addition, date lor families having no earnings from occupations are presented In a lew basic tables. 

The sam~lc or these families was too small to permit analysis by family type. 
1 Famlly types 6 and 7 represent the following elties only: Mount Vernon and New Philadelphia, Ohio• 

Llnoolo, m.; and Beaver Dam, Wis.; eXJ)I!nditure data were not collected lor famlly types 6 and 7ln Boone,. 
lowa. and in Columbia and Moberly, Mo. 

• Data for farm operators living In villages are presented In a few basic tables. Because of the small num· 
ber of cases in the sample, no analysis by family type was made. For these tables, data from tile Middle 
Atlantic and North Central, Plains and MountaiD, and Pacific regions were combined; data from tlut 
Bout h~ast reRion were analyoed separal<lly. 

• Family types 6 and 7 represent villages In Georgia and South Carolina only; expenditure data wen not 
eolleeted for family types 6 and 7 in Mississippi and North Carolina .-mages. , 

• Family types 6 and 7 represent farm counties In Georgia only; expenditure data were not collected for 
fam1ly types 6 and 7 In MiS!'issippl farm COUDties. 

1 Counties in wbicb se.U-autficing larmawere tbe prlnclpel type. 
• Part-Ume farms only. 
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The lll08t imponant oonditione in the choice of the c:ommunitiee wert'! that they 
ehould be located in the aelecwd ,;eographic areu and fall in the aelected aiz:e 
rangcs. In the choice of thr urban communitiee additional factore ~·ere con
eidered, 11·hich included independence of other larger communitiel!, density of 
population and rate of IO"Qwih, and the presence of large institution!! ~·hich 
affect economic and eocial conrlitione. Each farm county chosen ~-as eelected 
because of the prevalence in that locality of a particular type of farming. To
gether theee countiee thus represented all the more important type~~ of aJlricul
tural enterprise. For the most part the villap:P.s selected were located in the 
farm countiee chosen for study. In a few eases it was neceSBary to include 
villagcs in an adjacent county in order to provide a sufficiently largl' sample. 
For the same reason f!e\·eral villages and cities falling outside the size limits 
orij!'inally established were selected. 

The studil'B of farm and viiiS!!e families were conducted by the Bureau of 
Home Economics.• Among the 29 email cities indurled in the investigation, the 
Bul't'!au of Home Economics ~-as responsible for 19, and the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics for 10. The collection of schedulf;ls in communities in the three largest 
eize ranges wu wholly the raFponsibility of the Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

TABn 74.-Citia and llillagu atudied by the Bureau of Home Economica and the 
Bureau of Labor .Statistica, by regi011 and by groupa 1111ed in analyaia of inc:ome 
clala 

-

De,_ or Middle Atlantle Pl&lllo\IBDd New Bn11aDd and North Southaaa& Pacl11o arbani&atloo • Central• Moun tala 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (8) 

Metropolla • New York, N.Y. 
(3,376,4a8 to Cblcago, 111. 
8,930,446 pop-
ul~tion). 

LBr!le clly • Provldenee, R.I. Columbo!, Oblo. Atlanta, Ga. Denver, Colo. Portland, Oretr. 
(214,0011 to Omaba, Nebr. 
301,815 pop-
ulnrioo). 

Middle • sired HaverhDI Mlllll. New CB!!tle, Pt.. ColombiA, S. C. Butte, Mont. Aberdeen· H~ 
elty I (30,Mi New Brhalo, Muncl~. Ind. MobUe,Ala. Pueblo, Colo. qnlam, Wuh. 
to 71,1164 pop- CoDD. Sprlngfleldj Ill. Bellingham, 
ulatlon). DubuquE>, owa. Wasb. 

•weubroot, 
Sprlngfi•ld, Mo. Everett, Wash. 

Small elty "Mount Vernon, •sumter, S. 0. "Dod~~te City, •o I y m pIa, 
(9,370 to Maloe. OhiO. Kans. Was h. 

. 18.901 pop- •a reeo rteld, "New PhDadel- •ortmn,Oa. •orePley, Colo. • A~toria, Oreg • 
ulatloo), M88!1. f.hla, Ohio. #OB!IIODia, N. o. •Logan, Utah. • J.: ngene, Ore~. 

#W a Ill og ford, •L neola, Ill. #Albany, Ga. "Provo, Utah. "Klamath Jlala, 
Conn. "Beaver Dam, #Billlogs, Mont. Oreg. 

#WIIIImaoUc, Wl~. 
CoDD. •Boone, Iowa. 

•columbia, Mo. 
"Moberly, Mo. 
f B•a ver Falls, 

Pa. 
#Connellsvllle, 

Pa. 
#Loganaport, 

Ind. 
#Peru, lad. 
#Mattoon, DL 

8ee rootnotl!l!l at end of table. 

• See ftlr, 1 and tahlea 74 and 75 ror a Jist of tha eommnoltlea atndled by tba Bureau of Home Ecooomlca 
aod the BIU88D or Law Statlstle~. 
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~of 
Middle Atlantle Plains and NewEDdand and North llooUJIIBII& Mountain Padfie •bulila&iaa 1 Cen&n.ll 

(I) (1) (1) (f) (5) (8) 

V~~Ja«et (544 VermonL: Pennsylvania: North CsroliDa: North Dakola: Wasblngtan: 
IG 5,181 pop- Bristol. Deo.-er. Elm City. Casselton. Arlington. 
lllaUua). E!llliiJondiaa. Marietta. l'rallklin-- CooperstowD. Blaine. 

N ortblleld. N,.. FYeedom. Louisburg. Finley. Burlingtoll. 
RldJord. - N,..Holbnd. Nuh.-ille. Hatton. Lynden. 
SwaoloD.- Qnarryyilla;. SprinCHol'*:' Hillsboro.: l\1 arysville. 
Waterbury. S~Oro- Wake Forest. Hope. Monroe. 

MBSS3<'bosetu; 11" rightsrille. Wbitalun. Lidgerwood. Snohomish. 
A.-on. Ohio: Zebulon. May.-ille. Orii!!OD: 
Bryantvfl)e Bell rille. Mississippi: Portland. Mel\flnn• 

and South Cardinlloft. Dnw. K811S8S: ville. 
Hanson. ~ Holbndale. Bueldin. Newberg. 

Jtast Bmg. Mount 0 ilelld. Indianola. Cimarroa. Sheridan. ...... Perrys.-ille. ltta Beoa. Fowler. Silverton. 
Hebron .-fila. Plymouth. Leland. Kingsley. Woodburn. 
Kmgston. Mirbigan: Moorhead. Meade. California: 
Ncr.tll Easton. B I iss field. !\found 1IQaa. Sr-ni~Je. Beaumont. 
North Dil;btcJil. Chelsea. liosedale. South Dakota: Bl'1'8. 
Nor1h Rayn- Concord. Rulevilla. Belle J'ourebe. Ctres. 

bam. Grass Lee. Shaw. Sturg& Elsinore. 
Hudson. Shelby. Montana: Hemet. 
JcmtS'Ville. South Carolina: Forsyth. LaHabn. 
Parma. Bishopvilla. Colorado: 1\fant-. 
Tecumse!l. Camden. Olen wood Newman .. 

Wisconsin! Lake City. Bprinp. Oakdale. 
Horicon. Lamar. Meek .... Placentia. · 
Lake Mills MBDning. Redclift. San Jacinto. 

City. Summerton. Rille. Tustin. 
Mayville. TimmonsvtUa. 
Mount Horeb. Georgia: 
Sun Prairie. Comer. . 
Waterloo. C-ollliDE!I"ee.. 

IDinois: Oreensbo:o. 
Atlanta. Jellerson. 
Bement. Marli."'n. 
Cerro Gordo. Soeial Circle. 
Parmer City. 
Maroa. 
Monticello. 

Washingtoo. 
Winder. 

Monnt Pa-
Iaski. --.,.._.._ 

Iowa: 
Brookl)'D. 
BUS!I&y. 
Dalbs. 
Earlllam. 
Eddyville. 
Mek-her. 
MootMIIIIIL 
New Sbsron. 
P'-nt'Villa. 
Slate Center. 
Vidor. 
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TABL• '15.-,Grtll COU'IIl1'M etvdied &g 1M BureGU of Home ECO'IIomiu, G'lld 
imporCanl lype of farmint ia fGeA Hclitnt, by region 

Begloa 11114 B&ate 

(1) 

NewEnl!land: 
Vermont •••••••••••••• 
MB..-ehosetts • ....... 

Middle AUanUo aacl 
North Central: 

New lfl'f98Y---····-· 
P~onaylvaula. ........ . 
Ohio ................. . 
Michigan ............. . 
Wlsoooaln ........... .. 
Dllnola ........ - ••• 
Iowa ................. . 

SoutbMSt: 
N or~b Carolina. ••••••• 

Sou&h Carolina •••••••• 

Oeorlla. .............. . 

Mls!olsslppl ........... . 
Plain• and MouotBin: 

North Dakota. •••••••• 
KBDSBI ••••••••••••••• 
South Dakota • ....... . 
),fontana • ............ . 
Colorado'··-······-· 

Paellle: 
Waslll01ton .......... . 
On~~oa ............... . 

Oallfomla ........... .. 

Ooantlel mulled 

(2) 

Type of farmlnll 

(3) 

Chittenden, Pranl<llll..................... Dslry. 
Bristol, Plymouth........................ Dairy and poultry, 

Camden, Olouaes&er, Salem ............. .. 
Lancaster ........................ - ..... . 
Crswlord, ltllos, RlchiBAd. .............. . 
Lenawee ................................. . 
Dane.---·-····-·-·----·--·-··-·-········ 
DeWitt, LDI!an, Maeon, PiaU ............ . 
Madison, Mabaaka, Marlon, Manball, 

Powesblek. 

1semo, Maeon .••••••• _ ................ . 
Erii!I!OOmbe, Nash ........................ . 
Clarendon, DnrliaBton, Florenee, Lee 

Marion, Sumter. 
Clarke, Elhert, Greene.1acbon, Madison, 

Morgan, Oconee, Wilkee. 
Bolivar, LeAore, Sunllower, WashloBton •• 

Barnes, Cass, Griggs, Steele .............. . 
Edwards, Ford, Gray, Meede ............ . 
Pennington .............................. . 
Custer ................................... . 
Ji:aa:le, Gerfleld, Rio Blanoo ••••••••••••••• 

Trod:. 
General. 

Do. 
General and dal17, 
Dairy. 
Corn and other euh craiD. 
Animal specialty. 

!lell-sufllclng. 
Cotton and tobaeco. 

Do. 

Cotton. 

Do. 

Wheat and other cash craiD. 
Do. 

Rao!le llvestocll: BAd llllllh graiD. 
Do. 

Ran11e llvestocll: and erop 
apeelalty. 

Wbatcom................................. Dairy and poultry. · 
Marino, Polk, Cl&el<amus, Multnomab, General and fruit, part-time. · 

Washington. . 
OfBDie, Riverside, BBD 1oaqulll ........ ,__ Fruit and nut, fruit and dairy. 

I For each group of oonotlea as a whole, accordlo~ to 1930cen!lUa. · 
I Becauae of tbe am all number oiiRrm schedules obtained In MIISSSehusetts, only a limited tabulation of 

the data has booeo made. No supplementary schedule.• have been tabulated. 
a Data from South Dakota, Moataoa, and Colorado have been tabulated together lor the BDalyala of 

tooome. 

ClassiFication of Families by Income, Occupation, and Family Type 
One of the major purposes of this project was the study of consumption of 

families at different income levels. However, early plans also inrluded the study 
of variations in consumption among the different occupational groups and among 
families of differing composition. Since the classification of families was to be 
used both in schedule collection and in analysis of data, it was necessary to define 
income and to establish a method for its computation; to decide what broad 
()ccupational groups should be adopted for the classification of the wide variety 
of occupations followed by earners; and to evolve some scheme of classifying 
families so that both tho number and age of family members would be given 
consideration. 

Family i'IICOm•. 
The term "income" was limited to current income for the year, excluding funds 

made available to the family through liquidation of capital assets, through borrow
ing, or throu~~:h the accumulation of debt. Nonmoney income from housing 
also was included for families in all communities. For village and farm families 
nonmoney income from food was added. (See Glossary, Income, for other 
details, including differences between city, village, and farm family income. See 
also tables 78 and 79.) 

Facts from the family or income schedule were used, together with certain 
estimates based on previous studies, in computing a net income figure for each 
family included in the income sample. For families included in the consumption 
sample, some additional facts concerning expell8e8 of a business nature or related 
to home ownership were obtained and were used in .obtaining an adjusted or 
corrected income figure. The adjustments that were made are listed in the 
following paragraphs. 
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N~el.....,_adll,..,_ 

BedDIIUid type Numberel. 1------------:------------
el.-umit;r ·=::~ 

(1) 

Ne .. !!nclaad: 
Clt:r--- L---
VW..--- ., ___ _ 

hrm ____ •-u.a.-

,._____ 1!1-tl&.-

VIJI.el 

&ill'llltmibl: 
a-lios 1a N-,_,._ 
l~inP~0"'-
1 :m- 1a Kid:iipa. w--. 
·---~ ....... 
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TABn 76.-Number of eilie•, tillaget, and farm eoumiu studied by the Bureau of 
llome Economiu, by region and by 11nita for analyai• of income and conaumpti011 
•ample data '-Continued 

Number of analyala unltl • for-
Retrton and type Number of 1-------------r------------of communitJ communiUes 

(1) 

Plains and Monn· 
taln: 

at.udied' 

(2) 

CitJ •••••••••• « .•••..•••••• 
VUJage........ 22 .•••••••••. 

Farm......... 13 conn ties •. 

Pacific: 
CitJ .......... « ........... . 
VUiage......... 2« .......... . 

Farm......... 9 counties ••• 

lnaome -pie 

(3) 

4 Individual cities. 
I unit lor eombiued cities.• • 
2 units for combined vlliag~s: 

16 viil81!es In North Dakota, 
Kan808. 

7 viii•gM In South Dakota, 
Montana, Colorado. 

3 farm units: 
4 countle.• in North Dakota. 
« counties In Kansas. 
6 counties In South Dakota, 

Montana, Colorado. 

4 lndh·ftlual rilles. 
1 unit for com hi ned ritieo. 
2 u11its for combined vlllal!'es: 

12 v illagcs in W ashlngton, Ore-· 
gon. 

12 \'illa~•s In California. 
6 farm uni•s (4, white operators; 1, 

part-time whit• operators): 
I county In Washington. 
5 t'Otmtle.• in Ore~on.• 
1 county In central California. 
2 counties in southam California. 

Consumption sample 

(f) 

1 unit for combi!Hld citlfos.• ... 
1 unit for combined villages: 

22 villages In North Dakota, 
Kans!IS, Sontb Dakota, Mon
tana, Colorado. 

2 farm units: 
8 counties In North Dakota, 

Kansas. 
II countios In Sooth Dakota, 

Montana, Colorado. 

1 unit for combined cltlea. 
1 unfl for combin~d vi!loges: 

24 vil181!•s In Washington,· Ore
gon, California. 

3 farm units (2, white operators; I, 
part-time white operators): 

8 counties In Washington, Ore
gon.• 

8 counties In California. 

' A list of the ~lti'>S, ,·UJng"!!, and farm rountlea by re~rion and State Is given In tables 74 and 75. 
I The Bureau or Home Economirs studied communities In 24 States. However, not ali del!'fOOS of urban· 

kation were Included In each State; cities were studi•d in 14 States, vi1181!es in 20, and farm count!•$ in 21. 
a White familiea only were Included except in the Soutbe~st communities, where white and Nel!'fo families 

were stutlied separately. In certain farm sections separate studlas were made of different tenure grou)ll 
and special types or farm In g. 

• Because of the small number of casos, no analysis wtll b~ made. 
• Inclutles rlnta for Aihany, Ga., and Gastonia, N. C., cities studied by the Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

Income data for lb....., 2 cities ar. presented by the Bureau of Labor Statistics, and consumption data by the 
Bureau or Home F.conomil's, 

• Includes data lor Billing~. Mont., ~tudled by the Bureau of Labor Statistics. Income data for the Indi
vidual city are presented by the Bureau or Labor Statistics, and consumption data by the Bureau of Home 
Economlrs. 

' A aperlal study of part-time farms wa~ made In the 5 Orego'l counties. The study or lull-time white 
operators In Oregon was limited to 2 of these conntlas (Marlon and Polk). 

For family-schedule classification nE't nonmoney income from occupancy of an 
owned home was computed by deducting from the total rental value of the home 
the actual expense for interest on the mortg_a~e plus an estimate of sueh other 
expenses as taxes, insurance, and repairs. When the expenditure schedule was 
obtained, this nonmoney income figure was adjusted on the b81lis of the family's 
actual instead of estimated current expenses for its owned home durin~r the year.• 

Net income from roomers and boarders was computed first on the basis of an 
estimate of the cost of the boarden' food and later adjusted when actual food 
expenses per person-meal could be computed from the expenditure schpdule. 

The expenditure schedule also contributed to a more exact report on certain 
expenses which were occupational, but unlikely to be treated as business expensea 
when the family computed its net income. Sueh expenses included that pro
portion of the family automobile or other vehicle expense chargeable to business, 
union and professional association dues, and technical books and journals. All 
such expenses shown on the expenditure schedule were deducted from income 
for the classification of expenditure schedules. 

• Bee GlossarY, Houslnc expendituree, forltemll CODSidered u current expense on an owned hom a. 
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TABL8 77.-Summary of colleCtion: Number of schedules of ea~f& ~esignated tvpe 
tabulu.ted t by the Bureau of Home EoonomiC8, by degree of urbanuat1on and regwn, 
1936 

! 

Expend!- Supplementary schedules 

Rerord FamUy tore 
Decree of urbanization, region, and State OBrds scbed- scbed-ules• ulesl Cloth· Furnish- Food' lug• lugs' 

(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

--------------------
Number Numbtr Numbtr Number Number Numbtr 

Bmall cities, villsgea, and farm counties ••. 157,782 64,798 33,691 90,533 21,012 17,297 
= --------= --------

Small cltlel •••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••. 35,757 17,026 7,465 17,197 4,239 3,166 
--·----------------------

New En,IRnd: 
2,010 } · Maine, Westbrook ••..•••••••••••. 927 (') (7) (f) (') Mllllsacbusotts, Greenfield ••••••.. 1,862 658 

Middle Atlantic and North Central: 
Ohio, Mount Vernon ••••••••••••. 880 313 

l Ohio, New Philadelphia •••••••.•. 1,539 753 
Illinois, Lincoln •••.••.•••••••••••. 1,240 5ll 
\\'ls<'Onsin, Beaver Dam •••••••••. 1,064 453 3,107 6, 799 1,148 90 
Iowa, Boone·-·-----------·-·----- 1,302 494 Missouri, Columhia _______________ 2, SR9 1, 309 
Missouri, Moberly •••••••••••••••. 1,974 1,030 

Southeast-white: 
South Carolina, Sumter ••••••••••. 1,395 8!5 

} Georgi~ Griffin •..•••••••••••••••. 1,324 741 1,108 3,480 1,008 84 North srolina, Gastonia ••••••••. (') (I) 
Georgiaiflhan_y .••••••••••••••••. (8) (') 

Southeast-• Cf!TO: 
South Carolha, Sumter·····---·· 1,264 636 

} Ot'Orgi'(l Griffin ___________________ 803 349 475 1, 748 429 41 North arolina, Gastonia •••..•••. (I) (1) 

Geoll!ia, AlbBDY -················· (I) (I) 

0 

Plains and Mountain: 
Kansas, Dodi!O City-------------- 1,825 1, 013 

} 
Montana, Billings ________________ (I) (I) 
Colorado, Greeley-········-·----- 1,625 637 1,287 

l Utah, Logan •••••••••••••••••••••. 1, 981 1,013 
t.Ttah, ProvO---------------------- 1,454 751 

Pactnc: 6,170 1,666 1, 
Wuhlngton, Olympia •••••••••••. 2, 295 1,062 

} Oregon, Astoria ___________________ 1,145 381 1,468 Oregon, Eugene------------------- 4,691 2,40!! 
Or.,gon, Klamath Falla ••••••••••. 1,465 772 

008 

= 
I The number of expenditure schedule.~ tabulated Is smaller than the number 8ceep.OO for analysis due 

&o certain omi...,iopa where the.Jiumbe.r or scil~dl.lles in a class was too small to W&ABDt ~b.uatlon. 
t Taln:lal ions of Ia roily schedules for combined ci1 ies within a region included !ewer schedules, as follows: 

All small til i•·s, 15.385; New England, 1,20n; Middle Atlantic and North Central, 4,427; Southeast, whita, 
1,65ll; Southeaat, N"'tro. 91<5; Plains and Mount.ain, 4,186; Pacific, 3,031. See Methodo)Oj!y, p. 228. 

t The number ofexpen<llturo schedules tabulated may eU'Il8d the number or family schedules tabulated. 
Only family schedules colk>cted by l'llndom sampling were tabulated, whereas the expenditure schedules 
tah·IIatoo included some that ware obtained by tbe special sampling procedures used to build up tha con
sumption sample. 

• This repnosenls tha number or Individuals. ratb..- than families. for whom detailed clothing data were 
obl:llne.l. 

• The number of supplomentary furnishings schedules eoiii'Cted represents only families having expense 
for 1\Jrnishlngs. Howe'<'er. the taoles lor fumishings schedule. include some families that bad zero e~:pense 
lor furnishin~s. and tt:erofure ·lid not fill R supplementary scbeduiP, 

• [n ad<lition to tbeS& supplmJI!'Dtaty rood schedules~ food records were obt.alned"as followe: Large and 
ml•ldle-sizod cities, 2,010; sm•ll citi.,, 858; .-mages, 901: farms, 1,359. · 

' ll:rpenditure and supplementary S<'hedule data lor Westbrook and Oreenlleld have been transferred to 
tht Bureau or Labor Statistics for tabulation and publication. 

• R~o.-d -<md and family scbedule data for Gastonia and Albany have been tabulated by the Bureau of 
Ls'10r Statistics. 

' ReC'OI"•I-<'Brd and family schedule data for Billlngw as an Individual clty ba'l'1l been tabulated by the 
RureRu or Lahor Statistics. Family, expenditure, and supplementary schedule data are combined with 
tbo!Ml fo.- 1 ht otber dUee or Lbe region by the Bureau of Home Economlce and preti8Ilted In 8UIDIIlarJ' tablee 
._ tbeunlt. 



218 MISC. PUBLICATION 383, U. S. DEPT. OF AGRICULTURE 

TABLE 17.-Summary of collection: Number of schedules of each designatt!il type 
tabulated by the Bureau of Home Economics, by degree of urbanization and region, 
1936-Contipued \ 

Expend!- Supplementary schedules 

Degree of urbanization, region, and State Record Family ture 
cards sched- sched-nles ules Cloth- Furnish- Food log logs 

(1) (2) m (4) (5) (6) (7) 

---------------- ----
Number Number Number Jt,rumber Number Number 

Vll!ag011 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••... 49,599 22,644 9, 407 20,674 5, 174 4,476 
------------------------

New England: 
Vermont-Massachusetts __________ 5, 263 2, 005 733 

} Middle· Atlantic an<l North Central: 6,625 1,604 1, 37U Pennsyl van ia-Oh io ___________ ·- __ 4, 227 2, 079 } Mlchl!mn-Wisconsin ______________ 5, 202 1,978 3,044 
Illinois-Iowa_.-~ __________________ 5, 854 2,404 

Southeast-white: 
North C~rollna-Misslssippi__ _____ 3,169 1, R16 } 2,092 6, 865 1, 760 1, 536 South Carolina-Georgia ___________ 4, 679 2, 675 

Southeast-Ne!D'o: 
North Carolina-Mississippi_ ______ 3, 711 1, 726 } 973 3,128 834 770 South rarolinn-Georgia ___________ 2, 794 1, 299 

Plain• ani! Mountain: 
North Dakota-Kansas ____________ 3, 262 1, 465 } 1,101 

} South Dakota-Montana-Colorado. 2,120 1,036 
Pacific: 4,056 976 790 

W flshln~ton-Oregon _______________ 5, 397 2, 315 } 1, 464 California ___________ ---- __________ 3, 921 1, 846 
----= ----= = = Farm counties _____ ------ _________________ 72,426 25,128 17.019 52,662 11,599 9, 656 
---- --------------------

NewEndand: Vermont. _________________________ 1, 788 543 537 
M assachnsetts. ___________________ 2,040 .. 109 "136 

Midille Atlantic and North Central: 
New Jersey----------------------- 4,813 881 496 PPnnsylvanfa _____________________ 

3.0~6 2,096 } 2, 257 16,031 3, 850 2, 887 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
2,0R4 836 
2. 686 8W } 1, 067 1, 994 795 
l, 445 857 } 1,642 2, 532 748 

Southeast-white operators: North C'Rrolina ___________________ 111,714 460 } 1, 945 

} 
South Carolina. ___________________ II 4,888 2, 310 
OeorJ!'I~. __________________________ 

11 2, 176 R47 } 1, 255 15, 192 3,175 2, 766 
M lsslsslnPI. ______________________ II 2, 351 552 
North Carolina, snlr-suffirlng _____ 2,117 I, 294 607 

Bouth~ll.qt-whlte sharecroppers: North C'nrollna ___________________ (11) 300 } 632 } South Carolina ___________________ (") 274 5, 349 1,148 1, 066 

~~~~~tnr\i~:-~~=:::::::::::::::::: 
(II) 248 } (11) 347 4B2 

SoutheBst-N e!D'o operators: 
North Oarol!na ___________________ 111,304 129 } 433 South Carolina ___________________ II 1, 847 488 
Geor~la ___________________________ Ill, 219 249 } 511 
MkqiS"<InnL ____ ------------------ II 2, 284 277 

Bouthoost-Nwo sharecroppers: 9, 568 1,949 1,88g 
Nor1h Carolina ___________________ (II) 398 1 639 Bonth Carolloa ___________________ (11) 293 

~i~(-~!liii~---~~::::::::::::::::::: 
(11) 296 } 626 (11) 958 

Plains smil Mountain: North Dakota ____________________ 3,073 1, 106 } 1,088 

1 

K~nsas. ______ ------ ______________ I, 458 695 
South Dakota-Montana-Colorado. 2, 634 1,088 447 

Pacific: W BShlngton ---- __________ c ________ 3. 244 830 } 948 6, 522 1, 477 1, 06(1 

Ore~Qn ______ --------------------- 5. 61:0 I 1, 948 
Caltfilrnla, centraL_-------------- I, 604 281 } 888 California, southern _______________ 3. 994 I. 159 
Oregon, part-time"--------------- 8. 411 646 383 

to Because of the small number of farm schedules obtained in Massachusetts, only a limited tabula tic: 
of the data bas been made. No sunplementary schedules have been tabulated. 

11 The total number of record cards for the combined groups of operators and sharecroppers is sbcw: 
under white operBtors and Ne!!rO operators. 

11 The record carils cover those In the special sample taken In the 3 counties not Included in the Or' •·
full-tlmr sample. The family schedules loc1ude 167 duplicate schedules of part-time farm operators inch; ~' 
In the other Oregon sample. 
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On tit l!lll.all-city and village expenditure ~chedules the net value of occupancy 
of an owned vacation home, and rent received as gift were included in income. 
Income as computed for both samples included rent received as pay. On farm 
schedules neither of these items was included in the final adjusted income, since 
they occurred infrequently (tables 78 and 79). 

Family occupation. 
Detailed information was obtained from each family member as to the nature 

of his work and the industry from which his earnings were derived. Using this 
information, earnings were clasRed as from one of three broad major occupational 
groups-business and professional, clerical, and \\'age-earner. City and village 
families were then classified in one of these p:roups according to source of the greater 
proportion of total family earnings, including the value of rent received as pay. 
A fourth group was composed of families with no earnings and of a few families 
of farm operators living in cities and villages and not properly belonging in the 
three major groups. 

TABLE 78.-Com.putation of income: Methods of computing family income .from 
schedule entdes for income and consumption samples, city and village families 1 

Income description 

(1) 

Total farnflv income. 
A. Money income (net). 

1. Earnings from employ. 
n:ent. 

&. Oc•·,patinn• other than 
kPeping roomers and 
hnflr1Jers. 

b. K•epin~ roomers and 
honrr!ers. 

(1) <Jross income. 
(2) Expense for board

ers' food. 

2. Other money Income. 

3. Business losses. 

B. Non money income, 
1. Value or housing. 

a. Imputed income from 
ownc<l family home. 

(!) Hental value of 
owne1i family home. 

(2) Expen'e for owned 
falr1i)y home. 

b. Hen! received as pay. 

c. Rent received as gift. 

d. Imputed income from 
owned vacation borne. 

2. Valne of home·rrorluced 
food (villages only). 

Derivation of Income data 

Income sample 
(2) 

Sum of A and R. 
A. Sum of land 2 minus 3. 

1. Sum of a and b. 

a. Reported net earnings. 

b. Difference between (1) 
and (2). 

(1) Reporterl !!'ross income. 
(2) Estimated from pre

vious studies.! 

2. Reporterl money income 
from lntere"t anrl divi· 
denrls. profit.<. rent• from 
property, pensions, an· 
nuities, gifts, and other 
sonrres. 

3. Reporl ed net loS>es from 
hu!-iness, not elsewhere 
derlucted. 

B. Sum of 1 and 2. 
1. Sum of a and b (no data 

available f"r c and d). 
a. Differen<·e between (1) 

and (2). 
(1) Reported total rental 

value. 
(2) Estimated from pre

vious studies.a 
b. Reported rent received as 

pay. 
c. No data. 

d. No data. 

2. Reported value of home
produced food (villages 
only). 

Consumption sample 
(3) 

Corrected snm of A and B. 
A. Corrected sum of 1 and 2 

minus 3. 
1. Corrected sum ot a and b. 

a. Reported net earnings 
minus minor ' Items ol 
occupational expense. 

b. Correcte<l rlifference be· 
tween (1) an<l (2). 

(1) Sameasincomesample. 
(2) Computed from re· 

ported total"'food e:r• 
peme and number of 
meals served to 
boarders. 

2. Same as Income sample. 

3. Same as Income sample. 

B. Corrected sum of 1 and 2. 
1. Corr•cted sum of a, b, e, 

an<l d. 
a. Corrected difference be

tween (1) and (2). 
(I) Sameasincomesample. 

(2) Reported expense tor 
owned tamily home. 

b. Same as Income sample. 

c. Reported rent received as 
j!ift. 

d. Reported difference be
tween rental value and 
~~:~.se for racatlon. 

2. Same as Income sample. 

'•e Olossary, Income, City and Village Fnmily, for definfttons of terms nsed In this table. 
\! '"'" items or occupational expen;e include item3 which were reported on the family e:rpendltur& 

·1le, such as: .Autom<Jbilc expense char::Pahle to business, other transportation expense chargeatle to 
~ .... ~.dues to unions and hu..,iness associations, anO technical hook~ and periodicals. 
• o<• estimate; were made from c!ata C<'llected in tbe Study of Consumption and Money DisburSI'rrent& 
... lie< of Employerl W&re Earner< and Lower·Salaried f'lerlcal Workers, conducted by the United 
• !Jepartment of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistic~, 1934-35. . 
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. Tan& 79.-c-,vtolio" of irac:oJM: Metluxll of compvtin, family incom• from 

~..U. erttriet for inco,. aftfl eott~vrnption 10m plea, form Jamiliet ' · 

Derlntloll of Income data 
lDeoma clescrlptloa 

Income !UDP .. 

Total fRmily Income ............. Sum of II and B.--------·-----·-· 
A. Farm lacome (aetl-----·- A. Sum of 1 and 2 phul or minus 

3. 
I. Moaey lneoDle-.---····- L Difference between a and b. 

a. Ornss Income ••• ·-···· 
b. Espeaditun~.-•••••• _. 

2. Value or IBrm prodocta 
used by family. 

a. Food, home-produced •• 

b. Boosln1 romlsbed by 
farm. 

o. Fuel and other non• 
food products furnished 
by f&rm for family use. 

I. Net chan~e In value of 
livestock owned and of 
crops stored. 

B. Money Income {net) from 
sources otber than farm. 

1. li:Rrnlnp from employ• 
ment. 

a. Occupatlooe 1ltber than 
keeping roomers IDd 
boarders. 

b. Keeping IODIIl8nl IDd 
boaFden. 

(I) Oroos Income •••••••• 

J2) l'!spense for board· 
era' food. 

ll. Money Income {not e&m· 
logs) from !IOUI'Cell otber 
than operated farm. 

·11. Business lossee other than 
from operat101 farm. 

a. Reported 1111'19 Income ••• 
b. R~ported major Items of 

farm e.•pense, 8XCI)pt rarm 
use of family automobile. 

2. Sum of a, b, and c ......... . 

a. Reported value of food 
home-produced. 

b. Computed value of year's 
occupancy of farm dwell· 
In g. 

o. Reported value of fuel 
and other nonfood prod· 
ucts furnished by IHrm. 

I."Reported net change In 
value (Increase minus de
crease) during the report 
year, of livestock owned and 
crops stored for sale. 

B. Som oil and 2 minus a. ..... 
I. Sum of a and b-··-·····-

a. ReJ,IOrted Det earoln111-••• 

b. Dllfereooe betweea (I) 
and (2). 

{1) Reported gross Income. 
(2) Estimated from prevl· 

oue studies.• 

2. Reported money Income 
from Interest and dlvldenda, 
profits, renls from property, 
penslona, aonultlee, lifta. 
and other aourcee. 

L Reported net lossee from 
bo.slness other than fannbll, 
not alaewbere deducted. 

Consumption IIIIDPie 

Corrected !Urn or A and B. 
A. Corrected sum ell and 2 plue 

or minus 3. 
I. Corrected dltferenaa be

tween a Rnd b. 
a. Same as Income sample. 
b. Reported major lteiiUI 

plus other t ltema of farm 
espen...e. 

:11. Conaeted mm of a, b, and • 

a. Reported valne of rnod 
borne-produced, min01 
value of home-produced 
food served farm help and· 
boarders. 

b. Same 88 Income sample. 

o. Same 88 Income sample. 

a. Same ae Income sample. 

B. Corrected sum of 1 and I 
mlnus3. 

1. Conected sum of a ud b. 

a. Rer'll'ted net earnlnp 
minus other 1 lteme of oo-

b.~~~ e~::- be-
tween (1) and (2). 

(1) Bameaelncomesample. 
(2) Computed from ,.. 

ported total food espenae 
and number of mu 
served to boarder&. 

:11. Same aa lneoma sem;de. 

L Same as iaeome sample. 

I See Olossnry, Income, Farm Family, for deflnltlnns nf terms U!led In Chi• tat>le. 
1 These were items of occupational expense reported a.• family expentlitures, such as: Antomot>ile ~•pense 

~ha~eable to business. other transportation ch•r~eable to husine.'ll', food espense for farm help, dues to 
bnsines.• associations, technical book• and perlodirels. 

1 'l'he.<l' B!'lim•tes were mnde from data collected In the Stnrly of Consumption anti Money Dishurscm•nt• 
of Families or Employed Wan F.arners and Low~r-S•Iaried Clerical Workers, conducted by the r nited 
States Deps.rtme!lt of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, 1~. 

Business and professional families were further subdivided into those employed · 
on a salaried basis and those that were working independently, taking an entre
preneuJiial risk with their own or borrowed capital, owning their equipment or 
place of business, and in some instances employinll others. 

Farm families in the Southeast region were classified by color and tenure, 
and the following groups were studied separately: White operators, white share· 
croppers, Negro operators, and Negro sharecroppers. In the other regions, only 
families of white farm operators were studied. Families of farm laborers and of 
paid farm managers were excluded in all regions. Earnings off the farm were 
classified as were earnings of city families according to the occupation from 
which they were derived. 

In planning to classif:v families by occupation, three alternative bases of classi
fication were considered: The occupational group from which the family derived 
the greater part of its earnings; the occupational group of the husband; the occu
pational group of the principal earner. The first method was chosen in order to 
take account of the earnings of all family memberB (Glossary, Occupational 
classification). However, since the husband waa so largely responsible for the 



FAMILY INCOME 221 

family support, nine-tenths or more of the families would have been ciassified 
in the same occupational group in which the procedure chosen placed them, had 
either of the two other procedures been used. · 

With minor exceptions, the occupational classification prepared by the Works. 
Progress Administration 6 was used to determine the broad group in which a 
specific occupation fell. This publication provided a relatively complete and 
usable listing of occupations according to socioeconomic status. (See Glossary, 
Occupational classification.) 

Family typt, 
Since the level of living possible for a family depends on the number and age of 

its members as well as on family income, it was necessary to adopt some scheme 
of classification based on family composition in order to study both economic 
status and consumption patterns. Families differ so greatly in number and age 
of members that there could be well over a hundred groupings, based on these 
two factors alone, without taking account of differences in sex of children. For 
this study, the groups were limited to nine, based on the number of family mem
bers other than husband and wife and whether they were under 16 years of age 
or 16 and older. (See fig. 5, Definitions of the Family-type Groups and Glossary, 
Family type, for deFcription of the nine type groups.) These nine types provide 
for the classification of all families included in the income sample. However, only 
a partial analysis of data has been made for the types least often found, types 8 
and 9. The consumption sample included the. first five types in all communities, 
and types 6 and 7 in some; consumption data were not obtained for types 8 and 9 
in any community. (See table 73 for communities in which types 6 and 7 were 
studied.) 

Collection of Schedules 

Collection plans for family-income schedules were designed to provide for each 
degree of urbanization in eaeh ·region a sample of families that would have the 
characteristics of the families in the major population groups and include all 
socioeconomic, family type, and other groups in the same proportion as they were 
found in the eligible population of these communities. For example, wage-earner 
families should be the same proportion of the sample as of the families eligible for 
study in the community. Attention was concentrated on keeping this income 
sample random in charact.er and free from bias because of the possible omission 
of an undue number of families of any income, occupational, or fann1y-type group. 

For the expenditu.re sample, the collection plan differed somewhat. The 
emphasis was upon obtaining an adequate number of records for analysis from 
the eligible families less usually found, such as those in the high-income groups. 
This sample, therefore, was designed to overrepresent somewhat the population 
groups of less numerical importance, in order to give an adequate picture of their 
consumption habits. 

TheRe purposes determined, in large measure, the procedures followed in obtain
Ing both the income and expenditure samples. 

The First or Record Card Sample 

The mechanics of obtaining the random sample of record cards differed for 
communities of different degt·P.CS of urbanization, and to some extent from com
munity to community. In all localities, however, the basis of the scheme adopted 
was geographic. Dwellings, rather than specific families, were approached by a 
plan designed to give every dwelling unit an equal chance of being included. 

SmaU citiu. 

Because the basis of the sampling procedure was geographic, a complete list 
of addresses of all dwellings in the city was necessary. For this list the street
directory ~>ection of the city directories was relied upon and was brought up to 
date by lists of building permits, real estate maps, aud other means. Each inde
pendent housekeeping unit in a multiple-family dwelling was considered a separate 

I [t!NlT!tD STA'fi!S\ WORKS PROORESS ADIU!fiSTRATIOll. OCCUPATIONAL CLASSIFICATION AND CODB. 
Worla; l'rOI!. Adwin., C'ir. 2. 1uly 1935. 
-- INDEX or OOCUP.i.'QON8. Works Prog. Admin., Clr. 2A. September 1935. 

663-40-15 
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address. Insofar u poasible. buildings containing no dwelling unit. were elimi
nated before the aample WM drawn. When the list was considered complete, 
the addresaes were arranged in geographic order. and used for drawing the first 
~&mple. 

The original plan in the amaU citie11 called for a succession of four samplea, each 
of which would include om~-eighth of the dwelling units in the city. Every eigh\h 
address, beginning with one of the fust eight_ choeen by chance, WM Belected for 
the first sample. Record cards were made out for each address thus drawn and 
were assi~ed to field agents for visiting. The second aample comprised another 
one--eighth of the addresaell and began with the fourth address followin• or pre
ceding the one previously chosen in the first sample. The addresses in the second 
aample were spaced four addresses from the first. in order that_ if it became necee
aary to cloee collection after the second aample, the 25-pereent coverage would 
repre~~ent every fourth dwelling in every section of the city. Subsequent aample11 
followed a similar procedure until the coverage sought in the particular city was 
obtained. Lists were made of additional dwelling units discovered by field 
agents in the process of visiting, and were aampled on the same basis u the 
ori,Onal list. 

While only a 50-percent aample WM originally planned, it was increased up to 
100 percent in a few eitie11 when it WM found that the 50-percent aample would 
not yield sufficient schedules from familie11 in the less usual types and income 
clasaea. 

Villagea. 
In all village~~ a 100-pereent aample WM taken. However, it was deemed 

desirable to obtain this by means of four 25-pereent aamples, each of which would 
be random. This WM done in order to safeguard the study in ease it became 

-necessary to discontinue collection before a 100-pereent coverage had been 
achieved.- U also provided data potentially valuable for testing variations 
between aamples, and hence the relative reliability of averages based on aamples 
of different sizes. 

Essentially, therefore, the scheme of sampling in the villages followed that used 
In the small cities. The difference lay chiefly in the fact that directories were not 
generally available. so that dwellings had to be marked on large-scale maps, or 
addresses listed by a preliminary canvass. Where houses did not carry street 
numbers, field agenw received assignmenw in the form of small segmenw of maps, 
on which the dwellings to be approached in that sampling period were marked. 
Multiple-family dwellings were treated in the same way as in cities. In eat'h 
aampling period every fourth address was visited, precisely as was every eighth 
in the small cities. 

FtJrJt& covfttiu. 

The problem of transportation for field agenw working in farm counties and the 
irregular scatter of farm dwellings called for some modification of the aamplins 
plan followed in small cities and villages. The alternative plan adopted was to 
divide the county to be sampled into a number of small areas, eat'h of which 
would contain approximately 15 to 20 farms. For this purpose post office or 
other maps that showed every farm in the county were used. The small areas 
of 15 to 20 farms were numbered and every fourth one was included in one aam
pling period. Each farm in the small areas chosen was then visited for the record 
card and, if the family proved eligible and willing, a family schedule and an ex
penditure schedule were filled. In a few large, well-populated counties each aam
ple included one-eighth rather than one-fourth of the farms because only a 25- or 
37.5-percent coverage was contemplated. 

One of the chief problems in sampling farm counties was to exclude village, 
urban, and suburban areas. As a first step in meeting this problem, maps were 
marked to eliminate every dwelling within the corporate limits of an incorporated 
village or city. Other exclusions depended on the individual situation, and border
line cases were decided by the supervisor in charge. The objective WM alwaYB to 
include all bona fide farm families and to exclude nonfarm families, such as subu~~o 
ban residents or crossroads merchants that happened to be living in or adjacent 
to a farming seetion. 

With one or two exceptions the random sample for farm counties, like that for 
small cities, WM originally planned to represent a 50.percent coverage. As in 
cities, additional aamples were taken in many localities to provide sufficient c:ase11 
for analysis of the more unusual family types or income levels. 
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The Income Sample 
Eligibility requirements. 

The income sample was planned to represent, not t~e population o~ the com
munity as a whole, but only the groups that are numencally the most Important, 
that have certain common characteristics, and that, at the same time, comprise 
the more normal families. Elimination of some population groups served to 
make the group studied more homogeneous and therefore to limit the variables 
and facilitate the analysis of the relationships the study was designed to explore. 
This limitation also made it possible to include a greater number of communities 
than funds would have permitted otherwise. · 

To be eligible for inclusion in the income sample, a family had to meet these 
requirements: The family must include a husband and wife who were native
born (in the Southeast region they might be white or Negro; in all other regions, 
white families only were studied, except in New York City and Columbus, Ohio, 
where special studies of Negro families were made); had been married at least 
1 year; were keeping house when interviewed; and had not had the equivalent 
of 10 roomers for a full year. 

For families Jiving on farms, three additional requirements were imposed: Thtl' 
home place must meet the census definition of a farm; the family must be that 
of a farm operator or, in the Southeast, of a sharecropper; the family must have 
operated that farm for at least a year.• 

The first two eligibility requirements eliminated broken families in which source 
and amount of income and ways of spending might be different from normal 
family groups, and families likely to have cultural patterns different from those 
of the native-white (or Negro) population. Families in which the husband and 
wife had not been married at least a year and those that were not keeping house 
were eliminated because of the difficulty of obtaining complete data for family· 
income and consumption for a 12-month period. Families with 10 or· more 
roomers were eliminated because they represented households that were essen .. 
tially business ventures rather than private families. The additional require· 
ments imposed on the farm sample eliminated nonfarm families living in the 
country, families of farm laborers and paid managers, and families that could 
not give a full year's record of operations on the farms on which they were living. 

Special study of families not included in the income sample. 
The plan of confining the general study to selected population groups thus 

eliminated certain groups in proportions that varied from one community to 
anothl"r. Such differences would, of course, result from known differences in 
the composition of the population in the areas chosen for study. 

In order to learn something of the extent to which these excluded families 
varied in income and composition from the eligible families, family schedules 
were requested in certain communities, during one sampling period, from all 
families from whom record card data were obtained. Information from these 
Ineligible familie11 furnished a basis for estimates of the distribution of all families 
of the community, by income (pp. 236-240). 

The Consumption Sample. 
Bligi'bility requirements. 

For the study of consumption, families included in the income saro"ple had to 
~eet c;ertain further requirements, designed to elimin!lte th09e in which the family 
81tuot.1on would be ahnormal or would tend to complicate the analysis of expendi· 
ture data. These additional eligibility requirements were: 

The family must not have received relief at any time during the report year. 
The family must faU within certain specified family composition and occupa

tional![roups (table 73). 
The family must not have moved between the end of the report year and the 

date of interview. 

• Suburban fiUilllles were eliminated from the fann samples by the further requirement that some money 
lnoome from the sal~ of farm products must have been received, unless special circumstances existed sucb 
• crop foil we, to Pxplaln tiM> absence of such money Income. Tbls qualification wu not imJl(llled however 
Ill tbe communities ill North CaroliDa, where a &peelalstud:r of aeU..wllcing farms wu made. ' ' 
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Tbe family must not have bad more than the equivalent of one roomer and/or 
boarder in the household for 52 weeks of the report year. 

The family must not bave had more than the equivalent of one guest for 26 
weeks. 

The family must have been keeping bouse for at least 9 months of the report 

yeacity and village families must have lived in the community studied for at least 
9 months of the report year. 

Farm families must not have been operating part-time farms (except in Oregon 
where a special study of families of part-time farm operators was made). 

No requirement as to income was set up because of the lack of information 811 
to income distributions to be expected in small communities. Schedules were 
collected from families at all inr.ome levels. 

Relief families were eliminated because the provision of income in kind in many 
communities made it impossible to secure a reliable fip;ure for their classification 
by income. In addition, such income affected consumption patterns, making 
them lef'!l representative of free choices than were those of the self-supporting 
group. The second eligibility requirement eliminated unusually larp;e families, 
those without earnin~. and those of the rarely found farm operators living in 
cities and villages. However, in order that facts concerning consumption of such 
families might not be entirely lacking, samples were obtained in certain areas 
where the density of the population and the number of communities to be studied 
made it possible to find enough cases for analysis.7 · 

The 9-montb period of residence was required in order to exclude families whose 
consumption might be unrepresentative of the community. A family that had 

· moved since the end of the report year was eliminated because of the difficulty 
of obtaining a description of the dwelling to which the housing expenditure data 
pe~ned. · 

Similarly, each of the remaining requirements was imposed in order t~ exclude 
families that would complicate the analysis of consumption data on a family basis. 

Sampling procedure. 
The original plans for controlled collection of expenditure schedules called for 

a "sample within each class interval (that) has approximately equal l!tability 
with samples in each other class interval".8 The term stability, as used in that 
connection, referred to numerical equality in the size of the sample in each class. 

It was originally planned to obtain this numerical equality by taking the 
family schedules at one visit and deferring the request for the expenditure schedule. 
The family schedules were to be classified and from each class only 6 (or 10 in 
some areas) families were to be drawn at random; expenditure schedules would 
be requested from this group. If it proved impossible to obtain a schedule from 
a family, substitutes would be drawn. 

City and village families were classified by income, occupation, and family 
type. Families of farm operators were classified by income and family type. 
So-called cell charts were kept in each collection office, showing a cumulative 
record of the number of schedules obtained from families in each class . 

. As schedule collection progressed, the Bureau found it advisable to modify 
the plan for numerical equality. Collection procedures were oriented about the 
effort to obtain a minimum number of schedules (6 or 10) from families in each 
clasl! over a wide income range, but the number of schedules in every class was not 
limited to this minimum. A variety of factors were responsible for this change 
in collection procedure. The problem of collection of schedules in villages and 
farms made numerical control less feasible than in cities. It was believed that; 
schedules of greater reliability could be obtained if the family and expenditure 
schedules were filled at the same interview or on successive days, since both 
were required to cover the same report year, and since good family cooperation 
was more likely to be gained under these conditions. In farm areas, trans-
portation costs made it essential to obtain both schedules with one visit, if 
possible. Furthermore, it was feared that in rural communities where newa 
travels rapidly, the purpose of the project might be misunderstood and antag
onism might be aroused if, after announcing a study of family consumption, 
the first month was spent obtaining only data on income, the kind of information 
least willingly given. This same objection operated in the small cities but much 
less strongly, since a unified public attitude is less easily created in a larger 
community. 

'see glossary, Family type,_ror a d~iption of familr types, an_d t~ble 73 for a list or the types and 
occupational groups that were mclodetl m the consumption sample m different communities. 

8 SOCIAL SCU:NCJI RIISIABCB COUNCIL. See P· 22 of citation mentioned in footnote 1, p. 206. 
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When expenditure schedules were taken at the same interview with fatnily 

schedules, any exact numerical control of the number collected within each class 
was impossible. Classification of families in terms of income, occupation, and 
family type was sometimes a matter involving considerable office computation, 
so that agents frequently were not able to classify the family exactly at the time 
of the interview. ln order to obtain an adequate number of cases, schedules 
from several farm counties or sometimes many villages were pooled. To insure 
an equal opportunity of representation of families from each village or county, 
expenditure schedules were collected from all eligible families during one, or in 
many cases two sampling periods. This usually resulted in exceeding the 
quotas originally established for the larger classes. Had numerical control been 
strictly adhered to, the quota for certain classes would have been achieved before 
all communities had been canvassed even once, with the result that some com
munities would have been definitely underrepresented. 

A further limitation on exact numerical control arose out of the fact that the 
final income classification of families for consumption analysis was based on the 
income figure derived from family-schedule data, modified by further information 
obtained on the expenditure schedules, whereas collection control was based on 
family-schedule data alone. Sometimes these modifiClations were large enough to 
effect a difference of one or two class intervals in the income classification of the 
family. The number and magnitude of these differences in each region are dis
cu~sed in the appendix to part 2 of this report. 

The plan of collection of schedules in small cities also was modified when the 
procedures for the village and farm areas were changed, in order that there might. 
be uniformity throughout the study conducted by this Bureau. 

Both the suggeRtions of the Social Science Research Council and the original 
plans for collection of schedules envisaged a limitation of the income range. 
Because it was practically impossible to determine in advance the range repre
senting the small community's scale of incomes, no bounds were placed on the 
incomes of families included in the consumption eample. As collection pro
gressed, it developed that expenditure schedules could be obtained from families 
with incomes considerably higher as well as lower than had been expected. The 
importance of such additional information in the study of expenditures was one 
of the determining factors in modifying the planned distribution of the consump
tion sample. This extension of the income range, however, meant the inclusion of 
many more classes for which it was difficult to obtain sufficient representation. 
Among some socioeconomic groups which are numerically less important in the 
population, the proportion refusing information was higher than in the larger 
groups. To increase the number of cases in these classes, it was necessary to 
counteract the higher refusal rate by a program of revisits and by obtaining 
expenditure schedules from families not drawn in the random sample.• 

In the villages, where a 100-percent coverage of families was undertaken, little 
could be done to increase the number of cases in least-frequent classes except 
through revisits to families at first unwilling to cooperate, or through shifting 
the report year to alter family classification.•• 

On farms and in the small cities, however, where less than 100-percent coverage 
was undertaken, the efforts to build up classes having insufficient cases followed 
two lines. Families were revisited, as was done in villages. It also was possible 
to se.arch for the more unusual cases among families not approached in the random 
sample. Persons well informed on affairs in the community were consulted for 
names of families likely to have the necessary qualifications, or special business 
and professional directori&S were used. In the majority of communities, however, 
1'-;'Ch methods did not yield results that were entirely satisfactory, since it proved 
d1~cult to obtain beforehand enough information about families to determine 
the1r approximate classification. In such communities the alternative plan was 
then followed of increasing the size of the income sample em' ugh to bring into the 
study families in the categories needed in the consumption sample. For this 
reason, certain small cities and some farm eounties are represented by a larF:er 
sample than was originally cont-l'mplated. Administrative expediency largely 
determined which communities were chosen for increased coverage. 

1 Flill111y-inrome schedules were obtain~d from th~se families In order to check the expenditure data 
obtamed from them, but only the e•pendilure och~dules ..-~re tobulat .. d. Tables presented lor the income 
am pt.. tnolude only data from romllies that were drswn from the random sample. 

11 Smce the report year wu a movable one which could end any time between December 31, 1935, and 
Dectom her 31, 1936, It sometimes happened thai a ram fly classed a. Ineligible because or IBIDily composition 
or reher on til@ basis of one report year conld he matlP elll!ihle hy Atlnnttne a later report year thatrell entirely 
-.atlllde 'h• period when oondltiODB making ror Ineligibility were ~l. · 
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Methods Used to Obtain a Representative Sample, and to Assure 
Accuracy of Data 

From the beginning of field collection two possible sources of bias in sample 
were faced. It was feared that the very poor families with irregular earnings 
migM be unable to furnish accurate figures on their incomes or their expenditures 
and that rejection of their schedules might cause underrepresentation. At the 
other end of the income scale, the very well-to-do might be difficult to reach and 
once reached migM be reluctant to furnish facti! needed for filling the schedules. 

Accordingly, special efforta were made to obtain adequate representation of 
these income extremes in the sample. In order to win the cooperation of such 
families, the supervisors used a variety of methods suited to the local circum
stances. Quite generally, appointments with the individual families could be 
made by means of letters or telephone calls. In many communities the interest 
of special groups such as business and professional men's 888ociations, women's 
clubs, and university departments, could be enlisted arid the entree to homes of 
members simplified. Illustrative tabulations proved very useful in persuading 
families of the impersonal use to be made of the information. 

The supervisory staff in each local collection office consisted of three or four 
persona, college graduates with training in social science and statistics, and 
usually with some experience in directing surveys or in teaching. The field agents 
and editors were selected by examination from persons of clerical or professional 
rating available for assignment from W. P. A. rolls. The persons assigned were 
given a training period of 2 or 3 weeks, during which they became familiar with 
the schedule forms, definitions of terms, and instructions for taking schedules. 
As practice, each worker filled all the schedule forms for his own family ancl for 
others in the group. Thereafter each worker interviewed at least one family in a 
district outside the limits of the enumeration area. The worker then filled the 
balance sheet which provided the first comprehensive check on the arithmetic 
accuracy of the schedule and applied the principal checks for consistency of data 
obtained. Every practice schedule was then carefully edited by a supervisor. 

Thus, every field agent and editor started work with a knowledge of the require
ments for correct, consistent reports. Agents were required to balance family 
disbursements and receipts, and to submit the balance sheet with each schedule 
and the accompanying explanatory notes. Each schedule was edited by two 
persons and given an arithmetic check in the local office. A schedule that did 
not balance within the allowed limits of error or in which entries were inconsistent, 
was returned to the a~ent with snf!:gested questions to ask the family upon revisit. 
(See Glossary, Balancing difference, for limits allowed.) The editing super
visor reviewed all schedules and was advised by the regional editor on the method 
of handling the most difficult cases. The regional editor checked the work of 
local supervisory editors in order to have consistency throughout the study. 

When the local office had completed a group of schedules, they were sent to the 
regional tabulation pools, where they were given final editing. Schedules that 
were found to be incomplete or inconsistent were returned from the tabulation 
pools to the collection offices for correction. A staff of a few interviewers was 
maintained in every field office after collection was completed for the purpose of 
revisiting families whose schedules required correction. . 

On the basis of the general project plans, each local office developed its own sys
tem of check interviewing, with the advice and assistance of the staff in the 
regional office. Every eighth family visited by each agent was revisited to 
check the schedule entries of the simpler data, such as number of persons in the 
family or husband's occupation and some fs.cts conrerning income or expendi
tures. Such revisits were made by one of the supervi~ors, by the editors, or by 
squad leaders, and served to verify that the agent had obtained the information 
reported from the family. In most offices all families that gave food recorda 
were asked to check certain of the information on their income and expenditure 
schedules. In addition, available sources of local information, such as classified 
directories, lists, and public records of various sorts, were used to verify the 
reports on schedules. 
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (6) (6) (7) (8) (II) (10) (11) (12) (13) '(14) (16) (16) (17) (18) {19) (20) (21) (22) (23) (24) (23) 

-----------:1-----------· -------------
Milk .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• quart •• $0.06 $0.12 $0.10 $0.07 $0.07 $0.06 $0.03 $0.07 $0.06 $0.05 $0.05 $0.05 $0.10 $0.05 $0.05 $0. 10 $0.04 $0.07 $0.10 $0.12 $0.10 $0. 10 $0.07 $0. 10 
Cream •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• do.... .43 .59 .38 .30 .28 ,40 .20 .36 ,30 .24 .35 .20 .48 .16 .20 .60 .36 .30 .45 .63 .60 .60 .30 .36 
Eggs: · 

Fall and wlnter ............... dozen.. .81 .41 .33 .30 .23 .23 .30 .25 .24 .19 .22 .25 .26 .85 .20 .20 .22 .82 .27 .28 .25 .80 .28 
Springand sommer ............ do ..... 23 .33 .26 .16 .18 .20 .20 .17 ,18 .13 .16 .16 .20 .15 .20 .17 .18 .25 .18 .18 .20 .:MJ .22 

Poultry: . 

.30 

.:Ml 

Winter and epring .............. eacb ............ 1. :Ml ..... ..... ..... ..... ..... ..... .60 • 70 .60 1.00 ..... (1) ..... ..... ..... .so .......................... . 
Bummer and fall ................ do .............. 1.30 ..... ..... ..... ..... ..... ..... .40 ,65 .60 .60 ..... (') ..... ..... ..... .60 .......................... . 

1~:~:~: ~~~~::::::::.:·.:·::.~~~~a~~::::::: .. :~~::::: --~so .. :~~ .. :~ .. :~~ --:as --:oo --:45::::: ::::: ::::: .. :~~ ::::: :~ --:7s .. :~ ::::: --:ro --:ro ::::::::::----:so 
~S:~::::::::::::::::::~_od~~~:: :J~ ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: ::::: :~A : ~~ : ~~ : ~~ : ~ 

Pork: 
Fresb ......................... pcund.. .14 .16 .18 • 20 
Bmcked ........................ do ...................... .. 

Beef ................................ do.... .11 .15 • 25 ••••• 
Vcal. ............................... do.... .12 .14 ..... • 24 
Lamb ............................... do.... .16 ..... ..... .17 
Potatoee .......................... boshel.. .84 1.011 .• 55 .so 

.19 

.30 

.15 

.19 

.18 

.60 

.12 

.28 

.11 

.13 

.16 

.56 

.15 

.20 

.12 

.15 

.17 

.75 

.13 

.24 

.14 

.19 

.18 
1.00 

I Prices were based on farm families' estimates of the amount they:Woold have paid bad 
food of a similar quality been purchased in similar quantity from a neighbor. Tbese 
ligures reprBI!ent the midpoint of acceptable valuations compiled by the collection offices 
within a State. Variations within 10 percent In either direction were accepted. 

I For families of part-time termers In Marion and Polk Counties the prlcea In column 17 
wereuaed. 

.16 

.21 

.14 

.18 

.20 

.80 

.11 .15 .17 .12 .io .15 .17 ........... 19 .20 .21 
• 20 ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ·.11 • 20 ..... • 25 • 25 
.10 .12 .10 .10 .10 .Oil .11 .06 .llil .14 .20 .20 
.12 .12 .12 .15 .10 .12 .13 ...... 16 ,16 .23 .20 
.11 . 12 , 12 • 10 , 20 .12 • 16 • 07 .1R .19 ......... . 
.28 1.60 .65 LOO ,60 .45 .75 .60 .60 ,75 1.00 LOO 

• $0.16 per pound. 
• $0.14 per pound. 
I Live weight. · · 
• Dre&aed weight prices were: Fryers, $0.28; hens, $0.24, 

.20 

.23 

.18 

.24 

.23 
1.20 

,12 
.20 
,12 
.12 
.18 

1. :Ml 

.11 

.20 
,10 
.16 
.16 
.so 
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Tabulation oF Data 
Collection of schedules was terminated b~fore the desired minimum of schedules 

had been obtained in all classes. Completing the planned distributions to the 
extent of a minimum number of schedules in each class would have required in 
most instances the addition of more communities to the study. For this reason 
tabulation plans were modified according to the results of collection, and certain 
combinations of income, occupational, and family-type classes were made. 

Had the original plan for an equal number of schedules in each class, or the 
modified plan of a minimum number in each class, been carried out, it would 
have been necessary to use the distribution of eligible families from the income 
sample as a system of weights when classes were combined. Thus, weights would 
have been necessary when expenditures of families classified by income, occupa
tion, and family type were combined to obtain the average expenditures for the 
broader classifications, income and occupation, income and family type, or income 
alone. The distribution of families giving expenditure data was found, however, 
to approximate fairly well the distribution of the population from which they 
were selected. The differences in the two distributions proved to be small 
enough that the differences in the averages based on weights derived from the 
income sample and the averages from the pooled data (no weights applied) 
were neither consistent in direction nor great in absolute magnitude. 

The expenditure sample, therefore, hM been treated in tabulation as a sample 
in itself and all combinations of classes have been made simply by pooling cases, 
without introducing weights based on the income sample. In addition to the 
simplification of tabulation, there are a number of other advantages which 
result from accepting the expenditure sample as sufficiently representative to 
stand alone. Of particular value is the fact that it facilitates the analysis of 
distributions. of expenditures within classes, and justifies the reclassification of 
the families by variables other than occupation, income, and family type. 

Combinations of Datd From Communities 

For the village and farm tabulations, combinations of data from several com
·munities were planned to obtain sufficient cases for the analyses desired. For 
the income analysis, combinations of villages included those from two States, 
with the exception of those in California, which formed a separate group, and those 
in Colorado, Montana, and South Dakota, which were combined. Combinations. 
of farm counties for income analysis did not cross State lines, with the exception 
of those in the range-livestock area, Colorado, Montana, and South Dakota. In 
the Southeast, where Negro families were studied, separate tabulations for Negro 
and white are presented. Sharecroppers, included in the Southeast, were studied 
separately from farm operators. Some facts are given for each small city, bu~ 
combinations of cities on a regional basis were made in order to present a more 
representative picture of the region than is given by one city alone (table 76). 

When data from two or more communities were combined for the analysis of 
income, the same proportionate representation of families in each community was 
included. For example, if in four cities the coverage ranged from 50 to 75 per
cent, only the schedules obtained in a 50-percent sample of each city were in· 
cluded in the combination. As a consequence, the total number of schedules 
analyzed for the individual communities may exceed the number analyzed for 
the combined group. 

The communities studied by the Bureau of Home Economics and the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics, arranged by region, are shown in tables 74 and 75; villages 
and farm counties are grouped to show the basis of tabulations for the income 
analysis. For example, the Middle Atlantic and North Central report on family 
income includes data for villages in six States, combined in three groups of two 
States each. 

The analysis of expenditures requires an even larger number of cases than does 
that of family income, since some items of expenditure for which averages are 
given are reported infrequently. Accordingly, further combinations of communi
ties were made for the consumption sample. However, in the Southeast, where 
special groups were studied, the principle of separate presentation of data for 
Negro and white families, and for farm operators and sharecroppers was main
tained. For small cities and villages, combinations for the presentation of 
expenditure data are on regional lines, but for farm counties each region excep1; 
New England includes tabulations for at least two groups of States. These 
groupings are shown in table 73; the number of schedules tabulated for each 
grouping ~ shown in table 77. 
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Combinations of Family Type and Occupational Groups 
The study of family income included all families that met the eligibility require

ments, regardless of their occupation or the number and age of members in addition 
to husband and wife. Some data are available for each occupational group and 
each family tvpe, but for most of the tabulations the nine occupational groups 
have been reduced by combinations to four, and the nine family types, to five 
groups. 

For the study of family consumption, the less frequent groups were omitted, as 
there was little poBBibility of their yielding sufficient cases for analysis. Thus, 
families outside the three main occupational groups were omitted except for a 
limited number of tables presenting data for families without earnings and for 
families of farmers living in the villages. Families of types 8 and 9 were not 
requested to give information on expenditures. Families of types 6 and 7 were 
included in the expenditure study only in certain communities in the Middle 
Atlantic and North Central, and Southeast regions. 

In general, occupational and family-type groupings for the expenditure analysis 
followed the same lines as for the income analysis, except that fewer groups were 
represented. However, the small numbers in the business, professional, and 
clerical groups in the Plains and Mountain village sample, and the Negro city and 
village samples in the Southeast necessitated a combination of these occupational 
groups. In the Middle Atlantic and North Central region, which included a 
larger number of communities, sufficient cases were available for some tabulations 
for each of the family types separately (table 73). 

Machine Tabulation 
In the original plans for the consumer purchases study hand tabulation was 

considered, since the study was to be a Works Progress Administration project 
and it was desired to keep the ratio of machine expense to labor expense at a 
minimum. It soon became apparent, however, that if all of the tabulations were 
to be made by hand, it would be a matter of years before the results could be· 
made available. Faced with the choice between limiting the quantity and variety 
of information to be presented, and using machine-tabulation methods, the par
ticipating agenc~ decided in favor of the latter alternative. With machine 
tabulation it was poBSible to retain all of the tabulations originally planned and 
to make some others for which a need was recognized. In addition, the data 
could be made available more quickly to interested agencies and persons. 

Fifty-<>ne different card forms were required, 12 for the family schedule, 11 for 
the expenditure-schedule summary, 25 for the expenditure-schedule detail, and 1 
each for the 3 types of supplementary schedules. A total of approximately 
4,000,000 punched cards were used in obtaining the tabulations made by the 
Bureau of Home Economics. 

The detailed procedures followed in punching cards which could be mechanically 
sorted and run through tabulators to obtain final table data, and the processes 
followed in the tabulating machine center preliminary to obtaining the final 
machine runs will be described in a critique of methodology to be issued later as 
a separate report. 
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Appendix D. Appraisal of the Sample of Families From Which· 
Income Data Were Obtained · 

Farm Counties in the Middle Atlantic, North Central, and New England 
Regions . 

Summary 
The families giving income data in the eight farm sections of the Middle Atlantic, 

North Central, and New England regions represent, with reasonable adequacy, 
the group the study was designed to cover, i. e., white families that included a 
husband and a wife, both native-born, and that satisfied certain other eligibility 
requirements. Available evidence indicates that failure to obtain information. 
from a.1l eligible families drawn in the random sample did not seriously affect the 
findings of the study. There seems to be no evidence of underrepresentation of 
the well-to-do farm families. Such a tendency was noticed in the cities and vil
lages, but it seems probable that it was offset in the farm sections by the coopera
tion of the Federal Extension Service and of organizations of farm operators. 

The median income of the native-white, unbroken families (the group eligible 
for study) in each farm section was higher than the median income of all families. 
The groups that were excluded by plan from the income sample tenrled to be in the 
low-income c:la.sses. To depict the whole community, therefore, the findings con
cerning the eligible groups studied must be adjusted to take account of the 
exclusion of the lower-income ineligible families. . 

In using the findings of this income study, it is essential that the definition of 
net farm family income and the method of computing it be clearly understood. 
(See p. 16 and Glossary, Income, Farm Family.) This is especially important if 
comparisons with other studies are to be made. 

Representative Character of the Income Sample 

Groups Included in and Excluded from the Sample 
Certain limitations on the use of the findings of this investigation must btt 

recognized. The most important consideration limiting the use of the income 
data. is the relationship of the income sample to the first or record-card sample. 
(See Methodology, p. 206, for a discussion of the procedures in obtaining these two 
samples.) 

The first or record-card sample was designed to represent all groups of families 
of farm operators found in each section. The second or income sample, in con
trast, was limited; it included only the so-called eligible families-those in which 
there was a husband and a wife, both native-born, that had lived on the operated 
farm for a year and that met other eligibility requirements (Methodology, p. 223). 
The income sample was planned to provide a representative sample of the eligible 
families in the sections surveyed; it would not, however, represent the entire 
population of these farm sections. 

The following farm population groups included in the record-card sample were 
excluded from the income sample: Negro and other colored races (except in the 
Southeast where Negro families were studied separately); families in which the 
husband or wife was not native-born; one-person families; broken families or 
others containing two or more persons, not husband and wife; families that had 
moved during the year and, therefore, could not provide facts concerning a year's 
income from one farm; families in which the husband and wife had been married 
less than 1 year and, therefore, could not report on family income for a 1-year 
period; families of farm operators that were paid managers. 

Farm population groups omitted from both samples because they were not 
families of farm operators included: Families of farm laborers; families living on 
tracts of land too small, or in other ways failing to meet the census definition 
of a farm; families that did not engage in agriculture as a business, i.e., had no 
gross income from sale of farm products. 
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The basic record-card sample was procured by soliciting information from a 
definite proportion of the farm families in a county or township as shown by a 
map. All eligible families in the record-card sample were asked to furnish facts 
needed for filling the income schedule. If, at every farm visited, the family had 
given the information ~uested, both the record-card and the income samples 
would have been representative of the population groups they were designed to 
cover, within the usual limitations of sampling. However, the necessary informa
tion for filling the record card and the income schedule was not obtained from 
every family drawn in the sample. The nonreporting group included some fam
ilies that were away from home and could not be reached, and some unable or 
unwilling to furnish the data requested by the field agent. · 

An appraisal of the income sample, therefore, should take into consideration 
the two groups from which schedules were not obtained-the nonreporting fam
ilies, and the ineligible. Facts about these two groups throw light on the following 
questions which must be answered in order to interpret the data from the study: 
Within each farm section, did the income sample obtained represent all groups of 
families selected as eligible for study? Or did the omission of nonreporting fam
ilies affect the representative character of the sample? Were the data that were 
secured biased because of the consistent failure of reporting families to supply 
certain items of information? How do the families eligible for the study differ 
from the total farm-family population of the community? This last question is of 
especial concern to the person using the data from the selected sample in estimates 
of income of all families of farm operators in a county or a farming section. For 
making national estimates of farm income, it is necessary to consider also the 
extent to which the data from the counties selected as representative of certain 
ty~f-farm areas can be used in depicting the situation.of farm families in other· 
counties within the same or nearby States. 

The discussion of these questions which follows is based mainly on information 
obtained from this investigation and from the census. Evidence as to the repre
sentative character of the sample is furnished by the tabulation of data from the 
record cards and by such facts as were available locally concerning the socio
economic status of the nonreporting families. 

For comparing the eligible families with the total population of farm operators' 
families in the communities, it was necessary to know the numerical importance 
of both the eligible and the ineligible groups. Such counts were provided by the 

·tabulation of record-card dat11.. This tabulation also tells something as to the 
composition of the ineligible group-whether the reason for exclusion was color, 
nativity, family composition, period of residence on the farm, et eetera. The 
details of income from a sample of the ineligible families in the Pennsylvania, 
Michigan, and Illinois sections furnish a basis for relating the income distribution 
of eligible families to that of all operators in each.of these sections. 

An extensive appraisal of the data to take account of all problems of interpre
tation would involve comparisons of information from the sample of families 
studiE-d with similar data from a wide variety of sources. Farms in this area have 
been subjE-cted to many statistical studies, some of which apply to about the same 
period and the same counties as did the consumer purchases study. No compari
sons with such material have been attempted here, however. A critique of the 
methodology of the study will include a more detailed discussion of many problems·. 
of interpretation than is attempted in this report. 

Omissions of families could occur in drawing the first or record-card sample. 
As has already been stated, some families drawn in that sample failed to provide 
even the few facts needed for filling the record card, or no responsible person could 
be found at home. Since the omission of these nonreporting families could have 
affected the character of the income sample, the first step in this appraisal is the 
considE-ration of the sample of families for which record cards were filled to learn 
whether it was subject to bias. 

The Record-Card Sample 
The method of drawing the random or record-c~rd sample is outlined in th~ 

Methodology, Collection of Schedules. In the counties surveyed in three of the 
8tates, Ohio, Illinois, and Iowa, the sample was drawn to include one-fourth of 
the farms: in Pennsylvania, three-eighths of all farms; in Wisconsin nand Vermont 
one-half: in Michigan, three-fourths; and in New Jersey,a' ever~ farm. . ~ 

11 Th• lollowinl!' oil!'ht town .. hlpe In Dane C'<1unty, Wis., were omitted: Albion, Blooming Grove, Chris
tiana. Dunkirk, DunR •. M.adL<OD, Ples.•ant 8prm!1", and Westport. · 

u \\ aterlord Towosh•p m Camden County was omitted. 
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The total number of families of farm operators that were visited is shown for 
each section in table 82. This number includes only those on farms that satisfied 
the census definition. However, it exclude8 families living on tracts of land large 
enough to be called farms by the census but which in reality were suburban homes 
and provided no income from the sale of farm products. As a consequence of 
this exclusion, the number of families vil!ited, adjusted to 100-percent coverage, 
is usually somewhat smaller than the number of farm operators as given by the 
census of agriculture of 1935. It is impossible, therefore, to dett>rmine whether 
the field agents failed to find farms that should have been included in the record
card sample. However, the method of sampling tended to minimize the proba
bility of omission of any significant number of farm families. 

With respect to population characteristics the record-card sample appears to 
agree reasonably well with census data. The percentage of families in the record
card sample that were not white and the percentage of foreign-born may be deter
mined from the classification of the ineligible families by reason of ineligibility. 
These percentages may be compared with data for each farm section obtained from 
the census of familit>..s, 1930 (table 81). In addition, the proportion of one-person 
families may be compared with that for all rural-farm families in the State or 
States represented. In these comparisons, allowance must be made for differences 
in methods of classification of families and in definitions followed by the census 
and by this study as outlined below. Despite these differences in definitions and 
procedures, the figures from the record-card sample are reasonably similar to 
those from the census. 

TABLE 81.-FAMILY DATA FROM SAMPLE COMPARED WITH CENSUS: Percentage of 
families that were not white, included only one person, or were foreign-born, accord
ing to the consumer purchases study and to the census, Middle Atlantic, North 
Central, and New England farm sections 

State 

New JerseY-------------------Pennsylvania _________________ 

Ohio._------------------------Michi!Zlln _____________________ 
Wisconsin ____________________ 
Dl inois •••• ___ •• _. ___ • ------__ • Iowa __________________________ 

Vermont •••• ------------------

Consumer purchases study, 1936 

Nonwhite 
families 

Perctfll 
6. 7 
.1 
.3 
.1 
.0 
.1 

(') 
.1 

1-person 
families 

Perctfll 
6. 7 
2.4 
8.1 
8.0 
7.0 
2.8 
7. 7 
8.5 

Foreign
born 

families I 

Percent 
32.2 

.8 
3. 3 
9.6 

17.5 
3.9 
8.5 

24.6 

Census of Population, 1930 1 

Nonwhite 
families 

Percent 
6. 7 
.3 

(1) 
(') 
(') 

.1 

.1 

.1 

1-person 
families • 

Percent 
6.6 
5.3 
5.1 
7.0 
5.2 
4. 3 
4.0 
7.5 

Foreign
born 

families• 

Perct'Til-
28.3 

.8 
3.8 
8.8 

20.0 
3.9 
8.0 

18.3 

I Families of 2 or more persons in which either the husband or wife or (if there were no husband and wife) 
the male or female head of the household was foreign-born. 

I Census of Population, 1930, v. 6. 
I Rural-!arm families in the ent.ire State. 
• Families in whirh the head ot the household was foreign-born. 
1 0.050 percent or less. 

For this study, the ineligible families were classified according to the first reason 
for ineligibility that was checked on the record ca.rd (MP.thodology;p. 223). These 
reasons were given in the following order: Color, one-person family, nativity, 
less than 1 year on the farm, operation of farm by a paid manager, broken marital 
ties or other ineligible family composition, less than 1 year married. The number 
of one-person families, therefore, does not include those that were not white; the 
number of foreign-born white families does not include those previously eliminated 
because they were one-person families. Accordingly, these counts would not be 
expected to be stricti¥ comparable with those shown in the census. Differences 
in the definition of one-person and foreign-born families and the exclusion from 
the sample of farms with no income from sale of farm products also would affect 
comparability of counts.J3 

The reasonable agreement of the percentages based on the record-card sample 
. of the study with census reports supports the assumption that the families from 

11 The definition of one-person families used in this study includes the person living alone but excludes 
some partnership families which the oensus counts as one-person families with lodgers. The oensus defines 
a family as foreign-born if the head is foreign-born, whereas for this study a family was so classed if eithmo 
Ule husband or wife (or the male head or tha female bead if there were no husband or wife) were foreign-born. 
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which record cards were obtained are representative of the population sampled. 
Apparently, the nonreporting fat;nilies an<! any others omit~ fr?ID: this sample 
were distributed through all socioeconomic groups and their OmiSSion does not 
introduce any observable bias in the sample. 

Numerical Relationship Between the Record-Card Sample and the 
Income Sample 

I 

The relationship or ratio between the number of families visited (the record· 
card sample) and the number from which acceptable income schedules were ob• 
tained (the income sample) depends on the number of ineligible families (i. e., 
those that were foreign-born, that had moved, or were ineligible for other reasons) 
and the number of nonreporting families among those eligible. It therefore 
differed from one section to another. 

Since this relationship is affected by population composition and by tenure 
(renters move more often than owners) as well as by techniques of field collection 
and by public attitudes toward a study of this type, the significance of this ratio 
in a given farm section can be understood only when facts are available as to the 
families from which schedules were not obtained. It is essential to know how 
many of such families were nonreporting and how many were ineligible. Supple
mented by such facts, the ratio is helpful in evaluating the numerical importance 
of the eligible families in any farm section as a basis for the interpretation of facts 
concerning the families studied, and in the application of such facts to the popula
tion of farm operators as a whole. 

Number of Nonreporting Families 

The nonreporting families included two groups: Those drawn in·.the record
card ,;;ample from which filled record cards were not obtained either because the 
persons interviewed were unable or unwilling to supply the necessary information, 
or because the family could not be reached; those furnishing sufficient data to fill 
the record card but not providing the additional facts needed for filling the family 
schedule. The £.rst of these nonreporting groups included. both eligible and in
eligible families while the second included eligible families only. The number of 
families from which the necessary information for record cards was not obtained 
and the number of eligible families that did not furnish complete family schedules 
are shown for each farm section in table 82. 

TABLE 82.-SUMMARY OF SAMPLING; Number of families in reoorcl-card sample and 
number of filled record cards and family schedules obtained, Middle Atlantic, North 
Central, and New England farm sections, 1936 

• Record cards Family schedules 

.. 
Propor- Families Families giving data 

~ tion of State families included Families Families Families in sample• not not in sample giving Ineligible Eligible giving giving 
All for data datal for family family data• 

schedule• schedule 
------ -

Perctfll. Number Numbtr Number Number Number Number Number 
New 1ersey ··--·----- 100.0 4, 893 80 4,813 3, 501 1,312 451 861 Pennsylvania ________ 37.5 3,114 48 3,066 609 2,457 361 2,096 
Ohio._ .•••••..••.••• 25.0 2, 194 no 2,084 897 1,187 351 836 Michi!!Sn ____________ 75.0 3,143 457 2,686 1,124 1,562 752 810 Wisconsin. ____ .••••• 50.0 2,088 94 1,994 861 1,133 338 795 
Dlinois. ------------- 25.0 1, 701 256 1,445 370 1,075 218 857 
Iowa_ .. -------······- 25.0 2, 752 220 2,532 1,056 1,4i6 728 748 Vermont_ ___________ 50.0 1,854 65 1, 788 1,156 632 89 1543 

• Excludes farms on which the farm operator's dwelling was not oocnpied. 
1 Families that were unable or unwilling to give data, as well as those that could not be contacted even b:v 

repMUld renslls to the home. 
• For the number of families that were ineligible for specified reasons see table 83. 
• Eli~ible for.family schedule, bot were unable or unwilling to give data, or gave data which were incom

p~tP or moo~lStent. 
1 lnrlutles I family tlo:1t reported a net loss for the year. This family is excluded from all other tables in 

this report. 
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Various measures, such as evening t'alls, lettt>rs, and visits by supervisors, wer~t 
used to reduce the number of such failures to obtain successful interviews. How
ever, at no time was another family substituted for the one drawn in the sample. 
Collection plans were, of neces!'lity, tentative in the early stages of the survey; 
there was the likelihood of visiting eYery farm to secure an adequate 11ample. 
Hence, it was not possible to resort to substitution of another farm for the one 
where information could not be obtained. 

Because of variation among the local offices in administrative factors which 
determined among other things the length of time field work was conducted, it is 
not possible to estimate what percentage of nonreporting may be expected with a 
schedule as complex as the one used in this study. However, in those areas where 
offices could be kept open long enough to make extensive revisits on incomplete 
schedules, the relative number of nonreporting families tends to be comparatively 
small. A collection procedure dependent upon two or more visits to a large pro
portion of the respondents is much more costly in farm areas than in cities and 
could not be carried beyond the limits imposed by expense. 

Number of Ineligible Families 

Filled record cards permitted the count of ineligible as well as of eligible families 
in the reporting group. However, since the eligibility of some of the nonreporting 
families is unknown, the total number of ineligible families in a farm section can 
only be estimated on the basis of the proportion found in the reporting group. 

Of the families from which record cards were obtained, the following proportion 
in each farm section did not satisfy the eligibility requirements for the income 
schedule: · 

Peruntagt of 
famili•• lmliglbU 

Farm section: for income/1/Jmple 

~ewJerseY------------------------------------- ·73 
Vermont--------------------------------------- 65 
Ohio------------------------------------------- 43 
VVisconsin-------------------------------------- 43 
~ichigan--------------------------------------- 42 
Iowa ___ --------------- __ -----------_--------·-__ 42 
Illinois------------------------------------•---- 26 
Pennsylvania----~-----------~------------------ 20 

In all of the farm sections except Pennsylvania and Illinois, the ineligible 
group was more than two-fifths of the family population. This large percentage 
of ineligible families in six of the sections, more than any other factor, must be 
considered in the use of the data from the income sample. The recognition of 
this limitation of the generality of the sample canno~ be too strongly emphasized. 

Differences in the proportion of ineligible families in the eight farm sections are 
closely related to differences in the proportion of foreign-born. In the county 
surveyed in Pennsylvania fewer than 1 percent of the families included in the. 
record-card sample were f~reign-born, compared with 25 percent in Vermont 
and 32 in ~ew Jersey. The proportion of families listed as ineligible because they 
had been on the farm less than a year also differed from place to place, being 
related to local situations (table 83) . 
. There is reason to question whether some of the families that had moved dur

ing the year and were included in the count of farms visited would have been 
classed as farm families according to the definition used in this study. Since the 
question "years on this farm" appeared on the record card before "size of farm," 
many of this group may have been on tracts less than 3 acres in size and may 
have had a gross income of less than $250. Others depending for their money 
income on nonfarm employment, could have lived on tracts of 3 or more acres 
that were not operated as farms. Such families would not have been classified 
in the farm-operator group but would have been excluded from the record-card 
sample if the details of their incomes had been learned. 
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-TABLE 83.-ELIGIBILITY FOR FAMILY SCHEDULE: Number of families giving 
record card8 that were eligible and number that were ineligible for specified rea-
sons, Middle Atlantic, Nort]j Central, and New England farm sections, 1935-36, 

- : 
Families Families Ineligible for specified reasons • 

Fami- Hus-
Only For- Farm Farm lies band 

1 eign- oper- with- and 
State per- born oper- a ted out ' wife Col- a ted 

All' Eligible• Ineligible • or• son bus- less for both· mar-
in band than wage ahus- ried 

fam- or 1year or band less 
ily wife I salary and than 

wife !year 

-----------------
No. No. Pet. No. Pet. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 

New 1ersey _____ 4,813 1,312 77 3,501 73 321 324 1,548 931 44 323 10 
Pennsylvania ___ 3,066 2, 4.57 80 609 20 4 75 26 214 38 243 9 
Ohio ____________ 2,084 1,187 57 897 43 6 168 69 439 13 196 6 
Michigan _______ 2,686 1,562 58 1,124 42 2 216 259 387 8 230 22 Wisconsin ______ 1,994 1,133 57 861 43 0 139 348 160 13 178 23 
Jllinois.--------- 1,445 1, 075 74 370 26 2 41 57 111 21 116 22 Iowa ____________ 2, 532 1,476 58 1,056 42 1 194 216 483 15 130 17 Vermont ________ 1, 788 632 35 1,156 65 2 152 439 313 49 194 .7 

t Familii"S from which data for record cards were obtained. Includes only those families operating farms 
which satisfy the census definition of a farm. 

• Percentages are based on the total number of families from which data for record cards were obtained. 
• Each ineligible family was classified according to the first reason for ineligibility that applied to the 

family. The order shown in this table follows the order in which the questions concerning eligibility were 
asked. Bee Methodology for description of the reasons for ineligibility. 

• Only white families were studied in all regions except the Southeast; in that region Negro families were 
-.tudied separately. 

• Includes families or 2 or more persons in which either the husband or wife or (if there were no husband 
and wife) the male or female head of the household was foreign-born. 

Common observation leads to the conclusion that some of these ineligible 
families--the nonwhite races, the broken families, and those that move fre
.quently-are more likely to pe in the lower-income half of the farm community 
than are the eligible families. Whether the foreign-born gro'Up has a_n income 
.distribution similar to or different from that of the native-born depends upon a 
number of factors, such as country of origin, period of immigration, and oppor
tunities to become farm owners. 

Proportion of Eligible Families Furnishing Income Schedules 

The group of eligible families from which information concerning income was 
not obtained consisted of two subgroups: An unknown number of eligible families 
included in the total group from which record cards were not secured; a known 
number of eligible families that gave record cards but were unable or unwilling 
to complete an income schedule. 

If it is assumed that the proportion of eligible families among those from which 
no record card was obtained was the same as among the families furnishing record· 
cards, then the number of eligible families included in the first of the two groups. 
listed above may be estimated from data in table 83. The percentage of eligible 
families among those giving record cards ranged from 27 to 80 in the eight sections. 

Using these figures, the probable number of eligible families in the group failing 
to give record cards was computed. This number was added to the number shown 
by record cards to be eligible; the sum provided an indication of the total number 
of eligible families in the sample and thus made possible an estimate of the per
~entage of eligible families visited that furnished income schedules, as follows: 

Estimaud perrentage 
of eligible familia 

IIIBiUd that furni&W 
Farm section: iru:omucMdulu 

Pennsylvania-------------------------------------84 
Vermont------------------------------------- 83 
Illinois--------------------------------------- 68 
Ohio----------------------------------------- 67 
~'isconsin------------------------------------ 67 
~ewJerseY----------------------------------- 65 
Iowa----------------------------------------- 47 
~ichigan------------------------------------- 44 
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The record-card sample was obtained from a 100-percent coverage-i. e., 
-visiting every farm-in only one section, New Jersey (table 82). In other sec
tions, therefore, the families furnishing income schedules were a smaller propor· 
tion of all eligible families than shown by the percentages above. 

The Effect of Nonreporting Upon the Character of the Income Sample 

The number of nonreporting eligible families was large enough to necessitate 
the consideration of whether the income sample was biased because of their 
omission. Information as to the socioeconomic distribution of such families can 
be only approximate, since little or no data on income could be obtained from 
them by interview. 

Some check on the income distribution of nonreporting families was provided 
by their distribution among the minor civil divisions in the county. Such informa-
tion gives some evidence as to income status, since receipts from farming tend to 
vary among small civil divisions according to differences in soil and topography. 
The distribution of the nonreporting families by minor civil divisions was similar 
to that of families giving income schedules. This comparison provides only an 
indication that nonreporting families did not differ from those reporting with 
respect to income. 

In two areas, Pennsylvania and Ohio, special studies were made to obtain 
information as to the economic level of the nonreporting families. The assessed 
valuation of each farm surveyed in the first sample (12.5 percent of all farms in 
Pennsylvania and 25 percent in Ohio) was obtained from county records. A com
parison of the distributions by value of farm of reporting and nonreporting fam· 
ilies disclosed that in the Pennsylvania section the proportion of nonreporting 
families among those having farms valued at $8,000 or more was slightly higher 
than among those having farms valued at less than $8,000. In Ohio the opposite 
was the case. These percentages, shown below, indicate the willingness of the 
well-to-do farm group to cooperate in a study of this type. The total number of 
nonreporting families was relatively higher in Ohio than in Pennsylvania, but 
these data indicate that they were not especially concentrated in any economic 
group. 

Farm section and assessed valuation of farm: 
Pennsylvania: 

Under $8,000-------------------
$8,000 or over __________________ _ 

Ohio: . · 
Under $8,000 ___ ----------------
$8,000 or over __________________ _ 

Numl>trof 
farTM 

779 
239 

833 
91 

Ptrceflfage that 
did not reparl 

14 
18 

23 
14 

.Incomes of Eligible Farm Families Compared With Incomes of All Farm 
Operators' Families 

In order to relate the eligible group selected for study to the entire population, 
some information about the economic level of the ineligible group is necessary. 
The data obtained on the assessed valuation and size of all farms surveyed in the 
first sample taken in Ohio and in Pennsylvania furnish such information for the 
ineligible as well as for the nonreporting families. In addition, a special study 
was made of the ineligibles in 3 sections-those in Pennsylvania, Michigan, and 
Illinois. All ineligible families drawn in 1 random sample (12.5 percent of the 
total in Pennsylvania and 25 percent in Michigan and Illinois) were asked to give 
income data for the family schedule. Such schedules were obtained from 126 
ineligible fa~ilie~ in the ~e1:1nsylva~i~ sec~ion, 77 in Michigan, and 229 in Illinois. 
These families, bke the eligible families, lived on farms (as defined by the census) 
and had some income from the sale of farm products during the year. Since the 
central purpose of ~h.e ~~msumer. purchases study wl!'s to obtain facts about fami· 
lies meeting the eligibility reqmrements, an extensive survey of those excluded 
was not attempted, and the collection of data concerning them was limited to 
these 3 farm sections. 

Incomes of Ineligible Families 

The ineligible nonrelief fa~ilies were considerabl_y below_the eligible in general 
income level in the 3 sectiOns where the specml studies were made. The 
median income of ineligible nonrelief families in Pennsylvania was $911, $560 
below that of the eligible families, $1,471. In Illinois and Michigan the differ
ence between medians of the two groups was less, as the following figures show: 

.. 
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Mediafl lmomt oft~oortluf 
. famUia 

Farm section: Imlioible Eligible 

Pennsylvania-------~------------ $911 $1, 471 
Michigan __________ . ·--~-------- 853 1, 105 
Illinois ___________ . ______________ 1, 104 1, 519 
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Di!fermu 
bttwttfl 
mediafll 

$560 
252 
415 

The greater differenoo. between the two groups in Pennsylvania is associated with 
the character of the ineligible group which consisted principally of one-person 
and broken families and those that had not been on the farm a year and which.· 
included very few foreign-born. The foreign-born differed less from the eligible 
families in income distribution than other ineligible groups; for example, in 
Illinois the median income of foreign-born families included in the sample was 
approximately $1,320, that of other ineligible families about $1,060. 

When the ineligible families were classified according to composition, that is, 
as one-person families and as families of two or more persons, with and without 
husband and wife, the percentage income distributions of these three groups. 
WP.re found to differ materially. A smaller proportion of the nonrelief families 
that included a husband and wife than of broken or one-person families had · 
incomes under $1,000; in Michigan, 58 percent compared with 64 percent and 
80 percent; in Illinois, 42 percent compared with 43 and 58 percent (table 84). 

TABLE 84.-COMPOSITION OF INELIGIBLE FAMILIES: Number of one-person families 
and number of families of two or more persons including and not including a hus
band and- wife, by relief status and income, Pennsylvania, Michigan, and Illinois 
farm sections, 1935-36 

Pennsylvania Michigrui · Illinois 

Families of Families of I Families of 
2or more 2or more 2ormore 
persons persons persons 

Relief status and family- Fam- Fa.m- Fam-

income class (doll&rs) All i!ies In- Not All ilies In- Not All i!ies In- Not 

rami- ofl clud- in- rami- of 1 clud- in- rami- of 1 clud· in· 
lies per- ing clud- lies per- ing clud- lies per- ing clud. 

son· ing son ing son ing 
only a. a. only a. a only a. a hus- bus- hus-

band hus- band hus- band bus-
and band and band and band 
wife and wile and 

wife and 
wife wife wife 

--------------------
No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 

All families ••••••••••••••• 126 24 43 59 77 11 37 29 229 24 112 93 
--------== ----== --

Reliellamilies ......... 5 1 2 2 3 1 1 1 6 0 3 3 
N onrelief families. ____ 121 23 41 57 74 10 36 28 223 24 109 90 ------------------------Net losses .. _______ 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 6 0 4 2 

Net incomes ••.••. 121 23 41 57 72 10 35 27 217 24 105 88 ------------------------
()-499 .......... 22 9 4 9 10 3 6 1 32 6 15 11 
5()()-999.. __ - --- 47 9 18 20 35 5 14 16 61 8 27 26 
1,()()(}-1,499 .... 24 3 8 13 16 1 8 7 56 6 30 20 
1,500-1,999 •••• 13 2 4 7 6 0 5 1 34 2 18 14 
2,00Q-2,999 ____ 12 0 5 7 3 1 2 0 22 1 8 13 
8, 000 or over __ 3 0 2 1 2 0 0 2 12 1 7 4 

The ineligible nonrelief families were somewhat more dependent upon the farm 
as a source of income than were the eligible; in Pennsylvania, money income from 
nonfarm sources (earnings and other nonfarm money receipts) was received by 
48 percent of the former and by 57 percent of the latter. The corresponding per
centa~~.:es for Michigan were 32 and 42; for Illinois 38 and 40. The amount re
ceiv~~ fr?m nonfarm s1;mrces av':ra~ed less fo~ i~eligible families than for eligible 
fam1hes m Pennsylvama and Illmois. In Mich1gan, the large nonfarm earnings 
of two families included in the small ineligible sample served to reverse the relative 
position of the two averages. 

The proportion of families (relief and nonrelief) owning their farms was'somewhat 
great':r among the i~eligibl~ grol;'P ~exclu~iv': of ~an!lgers) than among the eligible 
both m Pennsylvama and m Ilhnms, while m Michigan It was approximately the 
same for both groups. Thnt the eligible group may include a larger proportion of 

663-4().-16 
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ownel'l! than the ineligible in some sections is indicated by table 85. Tenure is re
lated to operator's age as well as to income, nativity, and other factors (tables 33 
and 72); inasmuch as the populations of the sections studied differed considerably 
in these respects, they may be expected to show differences not uniform in direc
tion or extent between the proportion of owners in the eligible and ineligible 
groups. 

The proportion of small farms was greater amoDg the ineligible than among the 
eligible group. According to the information obtained on size and value of farms 
in Pennsylvania and Ohio, the median size and median value of farms was con
siderably lower for ineligible than for eligible families (relief and nonrelief). In 
Pennsylvania the median size of farm was 32 acres for ineligible families and 56 
for the eligible group. The median assessed value of the farm property was approxi
mately $3,200 for the former group and $5,100 for the latter. Similar differences 
appeared in Ohio; the farms of ineligible families had a median size of 82 acres and 
median value of about $3,300; those of eligible families, 107 acres and $4,500. 

This study of ineligible families shows, therefore, that the eligibility require
ments which were based principally on race, nativity, family composition, and 
period of residence on the farm had the effect of eliminating from the study many 
families with low incomes, a considerable number of which had no other source 
of income than the farm. The eligible families had a higher median income than 
did families of all operators in the farm population and a greater portion of them 
.had income from nonfar:tn sources. 

Incomes of Nonfarm Families living on Farms 

Families that lived on so-called farms (tracts of land of 3 or more acres and meet
ing the census definition of a farm) but that had no gross income from sale of farm 
products were excluded from the record-card sample as being suburban nonfarm 
families (p. 223). However, the fact that there was no such income sometimes was 
not ascertained until the field agent began to fill the income schedule, since there 
was no specific question on the record card in regard to farm income except one 
:relating to farms containing fewer than 3 acres. Accordingly, the group of families 
.shown by the record cards to be ineligible and, therefore, not asked to furnish 
income schedules, contained some of these suburban nonfarm families. It is 
·impossible, therefore, to give any estimate of the relative number of such families. 

These families with no income from the sale of farm products relied on earnings 
-or other nonfarm money income. Some provided services along the highways, such · 
as operating gas stations, tourist lodgings, and the like; others were employed in 
nearby towns or villages. Although no information is available concerning the 
.relative number and incomes of this group, its existence should be recognized in 
the comparison of findings from this study with data from the census or from 
-other studies. 

Estimated Median Income of All Farm Operators' Families 

In order to estimate the income distribution of families of all farm operators in 
·the sections studied in Pennsylvania, Michigan, and Illinois, the income distribu
-tions of eligible and ineligible families were combined, weighted by the proportion 
-of each group obtained from the record-card sample. As was noted above, the 
percentage of ineligibles among families giving record-card data may be somewhat 
'higher than among bona fide operators because nonfarm (including suburban) 
-families may have been included. However, the percentages were not adjusted 
for this possible element of error since data upon which to base the adjustments 
were lacking. The proportion of families that were ineligible, as estimated from 
the record-card sample, was 20 percent in Pennsylvania, 42 in Michigan, and 

:26 in Illinois. 
The median incomes of all families, both eligible and ineligible, estimated in 

-_this way were appreciably below those of all eligible families, as is shown below: 
Estimated median income of

:Farm section: 

Eligible and 
tneligibu fami· 
liea (relief and 

nonrelien 

Illinois_--- ----P------------- $1,390 
1,320 

960 
Pennsylvania ____ -------- ___ _ 
Michigan_- _________________ _ 

Eligible and 
lnelivible fami· 
lie& (nonr.Zie/) 

$1,420 
1,350 

980 

Median ii'IC,.. 
of eligibu fami
liu (relief and 
. nonrellef) 

$1,503 
1,433 
1,080 
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'l'heee estimated median incomes of all families indicate the extent to which the 
general income level of the group included in the study exceeded that of all farm 
operators' families (the eligible and ineligible groups combined). 

Additional Evidence as to Income Levels of Eligible and Ineligible Families 

Further evidence as to the differences between families in the income sample 
·and those of all farm operat<>rs is provided by comparisons of certain data from 
the consumer purchases study with those from the census of agriculture of 1935. 
The same general order of difference between the two population groups as indi
cated by the study of ineligible families in the three sections described above 
appears;to hold in all sections, according to_ such comparisons. For the eligible fami
lies included in the survey the average Size of farm, the value of farm land and 
buildings, the percentage of owner-operated farms, and the percentage of farm 
operators having nonfarm employment all differ from corresponding census figures 
for all farm families, as would be expected from the number and characteristics 
of ineligible and nonfarm groups included in the census but excluded from the 
'tltudy. The larger farms of the eligible than of the census group and the greater 
value of land and buildings are both associated with higher incomes (table 85). 

The proportion of operators that owned part or all of their farms is related to 
·operat<>r's age, to color and nativity, as well as to income and local conditions. In 
four of the sections the percentage of owners among eligible families included in 
the study was higher than among all families; in two it was approximately the 
'tlame; and in two, lower. ·In the two latter sections (those in Iowa and Illinois) 
the proportion of owners in the total population was smaller than in the six others. 

TABLE 85.-FARM DATA FROM SAMPLE COMPARED WITH CENSUS: Average number 
of acres in operated farms, average value of farm land and buildings, percentage of 
farms owner-operated, and percentage of farm operators having nonfarm employ
ment, according to the consumer purchases study and to the census,1 Middle At
lantic, North Central, and New England farm sections 

Average area in Average value of Percentage of farms Percentage of farm 
farm land operated by full or operators having 

operated farms. and buildings part owners nonfarm employ-
ment 

State 

Consum-1 Census Consum- Census Consum- Census Consum- Census 
~~=- of Agri-

er pur- of Agri- er pur- of Agri- er pur- of Agri-cha.•es chases chases 
study I culture • study I culture I study 1 culture• study 1 culture' 

---------------------
Acre• Acru Dollara Dol/an Perc..,t Percent Percent Percent 

New J~rs..y ..•••••••• 73 57 6,408 5,069 81.6 77.6 22.9 20.4 
Pennsyl,·ania ..•.•... 58 57 7,424 6,644 73.3 74.6 29.3 26.8 
Ohio ......•..•.•.••.. 117 106 6,189 4, 453 74.5 69.1 20.2 26.8 
Micbi~n .....•.•.... 104 95 6,154 5, 631 76.0 71.6 19.5 20.5 \\" isconain. __________ 134 117 10,032 8, 712 63.4 64.8 15.2 20.9 
lllinois .•..•••••.•••. 191 163 22,490 17, 122 32.0 39.0 14.7 22.0 
Iowa ... ------------- 154 144 9,397 9,225 46.9 50.2 14.4 18.0 
Vermont.----------- 177 148 6, 718 5,312 86.9 84.6 29.5 33.7 

' Whl.'l"l' the study covered more than 1 county, the census data for the several counties were combined. 
A II oens':"' data except tho"" in column 9 inelude full owners, part owners, and tenants. Column 9 includes, 
in adchtton. fann man~ers. 

I Eli~ihle r~lief and nonreli~f families, 193.;-36. 
• C'rnsus of Agriculture, IS35, v. 1. 
• ~nsus ot Agriculture, 1935, Part-time Farming in the United States. 

The appreciable difference between the proportion of o-Mler-operated farms in 
this study and in the census in the case of the Illinois sample appears to be asso
ciated with diffe~~ces between the eligible and ineligible groups (p. 236) and 
between the defimtlons of a farm used by the two agencies. Farms having 3 or 
more ~rf's _with no gross income from farm bu.<~ines~ were excluded from the study 
as residential suburban nonfarm plots, but were mcluded in the census figures. 
Elimination of any ~onsiderable nu~ber of _these farms from a part of the sec
t~on where o~ersh1p w~ corn~arat1vely h1gh would serve to reduce the propor
twn of owners m the entire sectiOn below the census figure. According to census 
reports, ownership was higher in Macon County than in the three others. Non
farm employment was also higher in Macon County; suburban farms, upon which , 
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these nonfarm workers lived, were probably most prevalent because of proximity 
of a large city. The percentage of farm operators employed off the farm as 
found by the study was lower than census figures for this section-evidence of 
the probability that such workers, living on suburban plots were eliminated from 
the study. 

In the Iowa section, the difference was small enough to be ascribed to sampling 
fluctuations; however, it might have resulted from the fact that here the offices 
were closed for administrative reasons before the usual amount of revisitinp; could 
be completed. Since the refusal rate was higher than in all other sections ex;cept 
Michigan, it is reasonable to suppose that the sample obtained in this section was 
biased with respect to some measurements. 

In six of the eight sections, operators having nonfarm employment were a 
smaller percentage of the group surveyed than of those included in the census. 
This difference may be due in part to differences in employment opportunities in 
the years of the two surveys; the census figures apply to the year 1934 whereas 
those of the study relate to a period at least 1 year later. However, some such 
differences as indicated by the lower figures in the six sections would be expected 
in view of the fact that families having no income from the sales of farm products, 
but depending solely upon earnings and receipts from other sources for money 
income, were excluded from the study. 

In general the data from the study differ among the farm sections in the same 
way as the census data, and the differences are small enough in every case to be 
explained by differences in populations represented and in the periods reported. 
The reasonable correspondence between census averages and those from the study 
are also in support of the assumption that nonreporting families were not unduly 
concentrated in any economic group and that their omission did not bias the 
income sample. 

Other Considerations in Appraising the Sample 

In order to obtain any numerical indication of the limitations· imposed on 
generalization by the selection of communities or by differences in the report 
year chosen by families, or to estimate the extent of bias due to any consistent 
failures of families to report on certain items of income, comparisons with other 
sources of information are necessary. Such comparisons are not attempted here. 
A few considerations with respect to these points are, however, worth noting. 

Representative Character of the Farm Sections Chosen 

The farm sections included in the sample were chosen to be representative of 
specific types of farming important in the Nation's business of agriculture. In 
the counties chosen conditions were sufficiently favorable to a particular type of 
farming that considerable specialization occurred. The implication in this 
method: of selection is that ~he areas included in th~ sample w.ere superior to many 
others m the State or regiOn, from the standpomt of agncultural production. 
In all of the sections covered in this report except New Jersey and Iowa, the
average value of farm productS sold, traded, or used, as reported by the census 
of 1930, was higher for the counties surveyed than for all counties in the State. 
In Pennsylvania the average for the county studied wa.o; $3,187 and the average 
for the State, $1,946; in Michigan corresponding figures were $2.180 and $1,647; 
in Illinois, $3,415 and $2,467. 

Because of this basis of selection, the farm counties studied cannot be said t() 
represent a State or a geograp?ic region. . They represent type-of-farming areas 
which in some cases, are relatively small m extent. If the data from a sample 
are us~d to depict a State or area, the extent to which the sections studied match 
the pertinent charactE'istics of that State or area must be taken into consider
ation. 

The Movable Report Year 

Another factor to be considered is the movable report year. Depending on 
the date of interview and on the family's ability to supply more accurate informa
tion for one 12-month period than for another, the report year ended on the last 
day of one of the calendar months between De!'ernber 31, 1935, and December 
81, 1936. Thus the data for the sample do not represent a fixed 12-_month period 
(table 86). ,, .. 
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TABLE 86.-REPORT YEAR: Distribution of families by date of end of report !!ear, 
by relief status, Middle Atlantic, North Central, and NefJJ England .farm sectwns, 
1985-36 

(White families that include a husband and wife, both native·bom] 

All Non- Relief All Non- Relief All Date of end of relief relief fami- fami- fami- fami- fami- fami- fami-report year lies lies lies lies lies lies lies 

NEW JERSEY PENNSYLVANIA 

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
All dates .......... 861 791 70 2,096 2,023 73 836 

Dec. 31, 1935 •• 484 452 32 646 630 16 611 
Jan. 31, 1936. _ 10 10 0 1 1 0 3 
Feb. 29, 1936 .. 17 16 1 4 4 0 10 
Mar. 31, H136 .. 48 43 5 1,290 1,245 45 29 
Apr. 30, 1936 .. 57 52 5 36 36 0 87 
May 31, 1936 .• 131 121 10 55 53 2 91 
June 30, 1936 .. 20 14 6 1 0 1 2 
July 31, 1936. _ 16 15 1 0 0 0 0 
Auo;. 31, 1936 .. 10 10- 0 39 36 3 1 
Sept. 30, 1936. 20 13 7 4 3 1 1 
Oct. 31, 1936 .. 42 41 1 20 15 5 ·1 
Nov. 30, 1936. 5 3 2 0 0 0 0 
Dec. 31, 1936 .. 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 

WISCONSIN ILLINOIS 

.All dates __________ 1795 I 783 112 857 843 14 748 
Dec. 31, 1935 .. 673 665 8 217 213 4 420 
Jan. 31, 1936. _ 5 5 ·o 1 1 0 2 
Feb. 29, 1936 .. 24 24 0 13 13 0 119 
Mar. 31, 1936. 7 6 1 2 2 0 88 
Apr. 30, 1936 .. 14 13 1 0 0 0 29 
May 31, 1936 .. 69 68 1 9 8 1 79 
June 30, 1936 .. 1 1 0 0 0 0 5 
July 31, 1936 .• ' 0 0 0 6 6 0 5 
Aug. 31, 1936 .. 0 0 0 11 11 0 0 
S•pt. 30, 1936. 0 0 0. 31 31 0 0 
Oct. 31,1936 ... 0 0 0 224 222 2 1 
Nov. 30, 1936. 0 0 0 8 8 0 0 
Dec. 31, 1936 .. 0 0 0 335 328 7 0 

' Includes 2 famili•s that did not give the date of end of report year. 
I Includes 1 family that did not give the date of end of report year. 

Non- Relief All Non- Relief relief relief 
fami- fami- fami· !ami- fami-
lies lies lies lies lies 

OHIO MICIDGAN 

No. No. No. No. No. 
816 20 1810 1784 26 
601 10 322 314 8 

3 0 0 0 0 
9 1 23 22 1 

28 1 8 8 0 
84 3 21 19 2 
88 3 179 171 8 

1 1 10 7 3 
0 0 18 18 0 
1 0 145 145 0 
0 1 26 25 1 
1 0 55 53 2 
0 0 1 0 1 
0 0 0 0 0 

IOWA VERMONT 

712 36 542 513 29 
405 15 342 326 16 

2 0 2 2 0 
109 10 3 3 0 
83 6 11 11 0 
25 4 38 37 1 
77 2 142 130 12 
5 0 2 2 0 
5 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
1 0 2 2 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

Except in the Michigan and Illinois sections, the majority of families repo~ 
for years ended between December 31, 1935, and March 31, 1936. In Pennsyl~ 
vania 93, in Wisconsin 89, in Iowa 84, and in Ohio 78 percent of the schedules 
related to such periods. The data for these sections, therefore, are more repre-. 
sentative of 1935 than of 1936. In Michigan only 40 percent of the schedule!!. 
were for the report year 1935; more than half were for report years ended May' 
31, 1936, or later. In Illinois 71 peroent of the reports applied to 1-year periods, 
ended on August 31, 1936, or later dates. 

In the sections where some of the schedules covered one crop year and some the
succeedinf!: one, the income distributions of the families in the two crop years might 
differ to the extent that any change affecting the incomes of all families had taken. 
place. Were the schedules equally divided between the earlier and the later 
periods, the data could be accepted as an average for the two. However, in 
Illinois the greater portion of the schedules covered the crop year 1936; in Michi
gan and the other sections the majority of the schedules were for the crop year 
1935. Periods covering the summer and fall of 1935, therefore, have the greatest; 
influence in seven of the eight samples. 

Reliability of Families' Statements 

. A third consideration is the possibility of bias of the results because of con
Sistent understatements or exaggerations in the data reported. The income 
schedules v.·ere checked for consistency and reliability in various ways. For the 
families that also gave expenditure schedules, the reports on income could be 
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checked by balancing them against expenditures and changes in net worth. 
Where income and disbursements did not agree within the limits of error 
permitted (10 percent), families were revisited in an effort to obtain additional 
information as a basis for schedule corrections. These corrections followed 
no consistent pattern; underestimates and overestimates of both income and 
disbursements were found. 

The income schedules which were not accompanied by expenditure schedules 
had to be accepted without any such rigid check of accuracy. Experience with 
the corrected schedules, however, furnishes evidence of the likelihood of com
pensating errors in amounts of total income. Tendencies for exaggerations or 
omissions in estimates of relatively small items, such as income from interest on 
savings accounts or minor expenditures for items infrequently bought, would be 
less easily detected. Overstatements or omissions of small amounts might occur 
consistently, even on the balanced schedules, if they fell within the permitted 
margin of error. Only by comparisons of the aggregates of various income and 
expenditure items with estimates of the same items from other sources will the 
extent of such discrepancies, if they exist, be determined. 

'Methods of Computation of Income 

The method of computation of farm family income and the degree of exactitude 
to which accounting procedures are followed in a research project depend upon 
the purpose and scope of the study; the time, personnel, and funds available; and 
the degree of cooperation obtained from the families participating. For example, 
a study of income from farming made by the agricultural economists of a State 
college with the cooperation of selected farm operators, over the period of a year, 
could be based upon records involving details not obtainable in a field survey 
such as the study of consumer purchases. Account might be taken of depreciation 
of farm equipment, the labor of the farm family, and various other factors in com
puting the returns from the farm enterprise. 

In this study, an effort was made to obtain as reliable as possible a picture of 
the total net income for the year, both in cash and in kind.14 Components of gross 
income as defined for the study represent money or nonmoney receipts from the 
year's business enterprises. Deductions to obtain net farm income represent 
expenditures (purchases for cash or credit) or actual decreases in inventories of 
crops stored for sale (such as bushels of corn or wheat) or of livestock owned. 
No allowance wae made for depreciation of farm machinery and equipment, for 
value of labor of farm family, or for other accounting items that do not represent 
money expenditures. Changes in value of livestock owned or crops stored due 
to changes in market prices were not taken into account. . 

Money outlays for repairs or replaeements of equipment or other capital goods 
were considered expenditures for farm operation; outlays for new buildings or 
additions to old ones, or for a new type of equipment not previously used in pro
duction were classed as investments in the farm business. 

Expenditures for purchase and operation of an automobile used both for the 
farm business and for household errands and family recreation were not taken into 
account in obtaining the net income figure used in this report. However, the 
farm share of automobile expenditures was deducted later from gross income in 
computing the more exact net income figure obtained by using data on both the 
income and the expenditure-net worth schedules. (See table 79 for the two 
methods of income computation.) The omission of data concerning automobile 

. expenditures from the income schedule was based upon expediency. Since full 
details concerning purchase and operation of the car were to be obtained on the 
expenditure schedule, it was considered inexpedient to ask similar questions when 
the income schedule was taken, and risk losing the family's cooperation by repe
tition later. 

It is recognized that the omission of expenditures for business use of the ear 
from total expenditures for farm operation serves to yield a figure for net farm 
income somewhat higher than would have been obtained had it been included. 
However, data presented in part 2 of this report, dealing with fam~y expenditw:es, 
permit an adjustment of the income data by anyone interested m thus refinmg 
the material. 

t " See Glossary, Income, Farm Family, and table 79 for a description or.the m~thod of computation offarm 
income. The JIO&"ibility of including as gross m'!ne~ income _t•a.•h .r-•v.~ from sale of crops stored from 
the year before or of livestock previously owned IS diScussed m thiS secuon of 'he glossary and should be 
noted. 
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The method of evaluating farm-furnished goods is another factor that may 

affect the comparability of the data from this study and those from other sources. 
The purpose of the investigation has usually determined the procedures of evai:. 
uation used. In some studies the value of food furnished the family by the farm 
baa been obtained by using retail prices; in others, prices paid to farmers. In the 
consumer purchases study the prices used to value the home-produced food were 
averages of prices paid at the· most likely place of purchase, in most cases from a 
neighboring farmer, and tended to fall between retail prices and those paid to 
farmers for products sold. The fact that these prices used in determining values 
were not uniform within a region or among regions must be kept in mind ill com
paring the sections with respect to income from home-produced food. Th& pro
cedure followed in this study of including in income an estimate of the value of 
occupancy of the farm dwelling, regardless of whether the farm was owned or 
rented, also differs somewhat from that followed in some others. 

Since methods of computation of farm income differ and no uniform procedure
bas been adopted by research workers in this field, it is especially important that 
anyone using data from this study in conjunction with data from other sources 
should make himself familiar with the procedures followed in obtaining all the 
factual material he uses, and the possible effects upon findings of differences in 
definitions and in sampling procedures. 
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Appendix E. Glossary of Terms Used in the Consumer Purchases 
Study 1' 

Asset& and liabilities.-8ee Change in Net Worth. 
Automobile expenditares.-Net purchase price of new or used automobiles 

bought during the report year, expense for maintenance and operation, accessories, 
rentals, fines, automobile insurance, taxes, parking, and garage fees. Proportion 
of expense chargeable to business was deducted. See also Travel and Transpor
tation. 

Balancing dift'erenc:e.-Amount of discrepancy between money receipts (income 
plus decrease in net worth) and disbursements (expenditure plus increase in net 
worth), as reported by the family on the income and expenditure schedules. If 
the difference between the two amounts exceeded 5.49 percent of the larger figure 
for city and village families, or 10.49 percent for farm families, the expenditure 
schedule was rejected. The difference was considered positive when estimated 
receipts exceeded estimated disbursements, and negative when the reverse was 
found. In balancing farm schedules the figure for money receipts was adjusted 
for the net change in value of crops stored and livestock owned, since that value 
was included as an increase or decrease in family assets. . 

When an average net balancing difference is shown, it is the algebraic sum of the 
aggregate differences (positive and negative) for a group of families, divided by 
the number of families in the group; hence it does not indicate the average amount 
of error. 

Boarder-week.-The equivalent of three meals a day per person for 7 days. 
The number of boarder-weeks for each family is obtained by dividing by 21 the 
total number of meals served to boarders during the year. 

Bonus, soldiers'.-Money (cash or bonds) received from payment of the 
soldiers' bonus is considered a decrease in assets and handled in the same way as 
money received from settlement of an insurance policy, whether or not any of the 
payment was used for family living during the report year. 

Business losses.-8ee Income, City and Village Family: Business Losses. 
Change in net worth.-(lncrease or surplus; decrease or deficit.) Net change 

.In family assets and liabilities during the report year is obtained as follows: Add 
together the items representing an increase in assets and those representing a 
decrease in liabilities, from this total subtract the sum of decrease in assets and 
increase in liabilities. If the former sum is greater,an increase in net worth, or 
surplus, was attained by the family; if the latter sum is greater, a decrease in net 
worth, or deficit, was sustained. For city and village families, only changes in 
assets and liabilities resulting from actual money transactions are included; 
appreciation or depreciation in value of assets is excluded. For farm families, a 
nonmoney item representing the net increase or decrease in value of crops stored 
for sale or of livestock owned, is included with business investments, in addition 
to the money items. Inheritances or gifts of money not used for current living 
are included in both increase and decrease in assets, and are thus excluded 
from the net figure for changes in assets and liabilities. The amount of such 
money inheritances or gifts is available from separate tabulations, however. 
The value oi gifts of property not sold or converted to money is excluded from all 
tabulations. 

Increase in assets.-Amount of net increase in money in savings accounts, 
checking accounts, or on hand; in investments in business, in real estate, 
stocks, bo&ds, or other property purchased; improvements on owned home 
or other real estate; insurance premiums paid; outstanding loans made during 
the year; money received from inheritances, not used for family living. 

Decrease in assets.-Amount of net decrease in money in banks or on hand; 
in a bQsiness investQJ.ent due to withdrawal of funds; in real estate, stocks. 
bonds, or other property due to Bl!:les; in value of insurance policies due to 
surrender or settlement; in value of soldiers' bonus certificates due to pay• 
ment of soldiers' bonus; in value of loans made previous to report year due 

u The Oloosary Is arranged alphabetically throughout, except for terms med In the discussion oflncome. 
Terms that pertain to the income of city and village famiHes are defined under the beadln!! Income, City 
and Village Family; those that pertain to farm family Income are defined under the beading Income, li'arm 
FamUy. 
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to repayments. Money inheritances not used for family living are also in
eluded here as a balance item if the fun<ht were invested and included as an 
increase in 88Beta. 

Increase in liabilities.-Amount of increase in mortgages and notes due to 
corporations or individuals; increase in billa due, as rent, taxes, charge 
accounts, or installment purchases. · 

Decrease in liabilities.-Amount paid on principal of mortgages or on 
notes; payment on billa owed at the beginning of report year, as back rents, 
taxes, charge II.<.'COltntll, or installment purchases. : 

Check lists.-See Supplementary Schedules. 1 

Chief occupation.-8ee Occupation, Chief. 
Clothing expenditures.-Expense for purchase, dry cleaning and other upkeep, 

excluding laundry, of all types of wearing apparel, including uniforms not furnished 
by employer. Expense incurred during months of membership in economic 
family during the year was recorded for each family member. 

Defirit.-8ee Change in Net Worth. · 
Earner.-A per11on who received money earnings at any time during the 

report year. In cities and villages, earners were classed as principal or supplementary. 
Earner, principai.-The person in the family whose total earnings were greater 

than those of any other family member. Jf two or more persons had equal earn
ings, the principal earner was the one highest in the following order of family 
members: Husband, wife, sons and daughters, according to age; others according 
to relationship to husband and wife. If relationship was the same, the oldest 
person was considered the principal earner. 

Earner, supplementary.-A family member who reported some earnings for 
the year but whose earnings were less than those of the principal earner. 

Earnings, money.-8ee Income, City and Village Family: Money Earnings, 
Net; also, Income, Farm Family. · 

Earnings not attributable to an individual.-8ee Income, City and Village 
Family: Money Earnings Not Attributable to an Individual. 

Economic family.-A group of persons living in the same dwelling, sharing a 
common table, pooling incomes, and dependent on family funds for most of their 
support. In addition to such persons living in the home, the economic family 
as here defined includes sons and daughters who are away from home, yet depend
ent on the family income for at least 75 percent of their support. Sons or daughters 
living at home who earned but·paid nothing for room and board, and guests who 
lived in the household 27 weeks or longer during the year, making no payment 
for room or board, were considered family members. Information concerning the 
income and expenditures of all such members was required for an acceptable 
expenditure schedule. 

The economic family does not include related dependents such as aged parents 
living apart from the family; sons in Civilian Conservation Corps; sons and 
daughters who have separated their finances from those of the parents and are 
living at home as roomers or boarders; persons in institutions at no expense to 
the family. See also Year-equivalent Person. 

Education expenditures.-8ee Formal Education Expenditures. 
Eligibility reqairements.-Characteristics which an economic family must 

have in order to be included in the study. Chief requirements for the income· 
sample were that the family include a husband and wife who had been married at 
least a year, both white (except in the Southeast where a separate Negro sample 
was taken) and native-born. Further requirements were imposed for the con
tmmp~ion sample. See Methodology, The Consumption Sample, Eligibility 
Reqmrements. 

Expenditure schedule.-8chedule on which were recorded the amounts spent 
by all family members for different types of goods and services; quantities of 
certain items purchased and the prices paid; kind of housing facilities in the 
dwelling unit; ownership of automobiles and certain major types of household 
and recreational equipment; change in net worth; and other items. Expenditure 
schedules were obtained only from families meeting certain eligibility require
ments. See Methodology, The Consumption Sample, Eligibility Requirements. 

Expenditores.-Money expenditures incurred for family living, whether or 
not payment has been made. All items of expense were classified in 15 expenditure 



246 MISC. PUBLICATION 383, U. S. DEPr. OF AGRICULTURE 

goups: Food; household operation; housing; furnishings and equipment; cloth
ing; automobile; other travel and transportation; personal care; medical care; 
recreation; tobacco; reading; formal education; gifts, community welfare, ana 
.elected taxes; other items of family expenditure. For definition of items in
eluded in each group, see headings for specific types of expenditures, such u 
Automobile Expenditlll'e8 and Clothing Expenditures. 

Expenditures, other family.-Miscellaneous items not properly classifiable in 
any of the U other expenditure groups, as interest on debts incurred for family 
living, bank charges, lawyers' fees, money lost or stolen, installments paid on 
repo88C88ed car or furniture, funeral expense for members of the economic family, 
and purchase and upkeep of family cemetery lot. For city and village families. 
expense incurred for home-produced food is included here also. 

Family.-Bee Economic Family. 
Family income.-Bee lneome, City and Village Family; or Income, Farm 

Family. 
Family occupation.-Bee Occupational Classification. 
Family schedule. rity or village.-Bchedule on which were recorded data on 

family and household composition during the report year; home tenure; interest 
on mortgage on owned home; type of living quarters occupied; money income of aU 
family members from earnings or other sources; estimated nonmoney income from 
occupancy of an owned hom~ value of home-produced food; relief status. 

Family schedule. farm.----l:jchedule on which were recorded data on family and 
household composition during the report year; grOBB money receipts from farm
ing; farm expenditures; net change in value of crops stored and livestock owned; 
tenure status; size and value of operated farm; money income of all family mem
bers from employment not pertaining to the farm enterprise, and money income 
from sources other than earnings; value of products furnished by the farm for 
family use; relief status. 

Family size.-Bee Economic Family; andY ear-equivalent Person. 
Family type.-Based on age and number of year-equivalent family memberl 

other than husband and wife. Each family was classified as one of nine types, as 
indicated below. For example, a family containing husband, wife, two children 

. under 16, and one person 16 or older was designated as family type 5. In aU 
types except 1, 2, and 3, there was some flexibility as to number and/or age group 
of persons other than husband and wife. The number of different combinatione 
pOBBible is indicated by the number of times the family-type number appears in 
table87. 

TABLB 87.-Family-type numbers assigned to familiu having specified number of 
year-equiflalent persom, other than husband.and wife, under 16 years of age and JB 
or older• 

Number of persons I under 18 years of age-

PersonJII111 years of age or older 1----.---......---..----.,.--..,..----.,,---_,..--
(number) 

None 1 I I I 7or 
more 

----------1~-1---1- -----1---+---
None ••• ·------------------------- 1 2 3 6 II 7 7 • 1..-------------------------------- 4 4 5 5 7 7 8 8 , ______________________________ 4 6 5 7 7 8 8 • a.·----·-----------------------· 8 6 7 7 II 8 II 8 
4--------------------------·---· 8 7 7 II II II 9 9 
&---------··--------·-··-··------- II 7 9 II 9 9 II II 
41 or more----····-·---------·- II tl 8 II • II 9 tl 

1 The famlly-type number assigned to a family I' tbe number at tbe conMIJTl'nre of tbe vertical rolumn 
odetermined by tbe number of persons under 16 in tbefamily and tbe horizontal column determined by the 
aumberof persons 16 or older. · ' 

1 Year-equivalent persons. 

Because the classification by family type was based on year-equivalent persons, 
families may have included persons who were present too short a time to affec* 
the family's family-type classification. Thus, families of type 1 may include a 
ehild or other person for fewer than 27 weeks; families of types 2, 3, and 6 may 
include adults, provided they were members for a total of not more than 26 weeks. 
However, the earnings of these persons while family members were included as 
pari of family funds. See Year-equivalent Person. 
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farm.-A plot of land outside the boundary limits of a city or village, at least 
a acres in size, upon which farming operations are conducted. Plots less _than 3 
acres in size were included if the value of products sold or used by the family was 
$250 or more. An exception to this was made in the special study of the Oregon 
part-time farm area where land of less than 3 acres was classed as a farm if the 
value of products sold and used by the family was $100 or more. Suburban 
homes which were not farmli were excluded by the requirement that some gross 
income from the sale of farm products must have been received. 

Farm family ineome.-8ee Inoome, Farm Family. 
Farm expenditures.-8ee Income, Farm Family: Farm Expenditures. r 
Farm operator.-A person responsible for the farm enterprise, either perform

ing the labor himself or -directly supervising it. Farm managers and laborers 
were excluded. Farm operators are classified acoording to the tenure under which 
they operate their farms, as follows: 

Owners.-Farm operators who own any part of the land they operate. 
No distinction is made between full owners and part owners. 

Renters.-Farm operators who hire all of the land which they operate 
paying a stipulated amount for rent, either in cash (cash renters) or produce 
(share renters). 

Sharecroppers in the Southeast region were distinguished from operators in all 
analyses as a separate occupational group. See Sharecropper. 

Farm type.-The classification of a farm either acoording to its predominant 
crop, or as part-time, or self-sufficing. A farm was classed as one of the product 
types listed below when receipts from sales of the products specified plus the value 
of the product paid as share rent were greater than receipts from sales of any other 
product and were equal to at least 40 percent of the sum of gross receipts from 
sales, value of farm products used by the family, and value of share rent. 

Wheat.-Wheat, but not buckwheat. 
Corn or other cash grain.-Corn, oats, barley, rye, emmer, spelt, buck-. 

wheat, rice, flaxseed, grain sorghums. If not a wheat farm, wheat may be 
included also. · 

Truck.-Potatoes, tomatoes, dry edible beans and all other vegetables,· 
rhubarb, watermelons, and cantaloupe. 

Fruit and nuts.-Small fruits, tree fruits, berries, and nuts. 
Tobaeeo.-Tobacco. 
Cotton.-Cotton and cottonseed remaining after deductions were made 

to cover the cost of ginning when such costs were paid with a part of the crop. 
Dairy.-Milk, cream, butter, and cheese. 
Poultry.-Eggs, chickens, turkeys, ducks, geese, squabs, baby chicks, 

and income from poultry breeding. 
Animal specialty-Range livestoek.-Livestock, slaughtered meat, and 

livestock products such as wool and mohair. Animal specialty and range 
livestock were distinguished by the ratio of the number of acres in pasture 
to the number of acres in crops. East of the Mississippi, a farm was classed 
as animal specialty when the ratio was less than 5 acres in pasture to 1 in 
crops; west of the Mississippi, when the ratio was less than 10 acres in 
pasture to 1 in crops. _ 

Other products.-Alfalfa, sugar beets, hops, foxes, bees, honey, wood, 
seeds of various kinds, nurs£'ry products, and byproducts. 

Ge~terai.-Wben none of the groups of products listed above provided 40 
percent or more of the total value of products (gross receipts from sales, 
value of farm products used by the family, value of share rent), and the farm 
11·as neither part-time nor self-sufficing. . 

If not classifiable as one of the above product types, a farm was classed as one 
of two special types: 

Self-suffieing.-The value of products furnished by the farm and con
sumed by the family during the past 3 years was equal to or greater than the 
ve.lue of products sold and used as share rent during that period. For 
method of evaluation, see Income, Farm Family: Farm-furnished Products. 
This valuation, tending to be higher than the lump-sum estimates reported to 
census enumerators, served to increase the number of self-sufficing farms in 
some areas above that reported by the census. 

Part-time.-A farm whose operator spent 150 days or more in nonfarm busi
ness an<;~ from ~hich the gross income from sales, value of products used by 
the fam1ly or pa1d as share rent was less than $750. In Oregon, where a special 
study of part-time farm families was made, a slightly different definition was 
used. In that special sample, time spent at nonfarm occupations was not 
used as a criterion for decision as to whether a farm was part-time, but the 
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value of farm products had to be less than $750 and also less than the opera
tor's nonfarm income (earnings plus other money income, excluding relieO. 

If the income from sales of each of two products was the same and each 
was 40 percent or more of the value of farm products, the farm was classed 
as of the type more prevalent in the county. A farm meeting the definition 
of both part-time and self-sufficing wns classified as part-time. 

In general, the classifications follow those used in the 1930 census, but 
there are a few differences; e. g., potatoes are classed by the census under
Crop-specialty and by this study under Truck; tobacco is classed under 
Crop-specialty by the census but is a separate type in this study; wheat iS
classed under Cssh-grain by the census, whereas it is a separate type in this 
study; and there are a few other differences of less importance. 

Occasionally a farm was classed as of a specified type because that was the 
usual type of farming followed, even though because of crop failures the sale 
of products during the report year did not justify the classification. How
ever, no account was taken of possible changes due to participation in the 
agricultural adjustment and crop-diversion programs of the :Federal Govern
ment. A. A. A. payments were not allocated by products and consequently 
were not taken account of in determining type of farming. In a few border
line cases the decrease in land used for such crops may have changed the type
of-farm classification from wheat, for example, to general or, on the leSS
productive farms, to self-sufficing. This may have affected to a small degree
the type-of-farm distributions. 

Food expenditures.-Expense for all food consumed by members of the eco
nomic family at home or away from home (including board at school) and by 
paid help and guests fed by the family. Expense for boarders' food is excluded. 

Food, home-produred.-See Income, City and Village Family: Home-produced 
Food; also Income, Farm Family: Farm-furnished Products Used by Family. 

Food check list.--8ee Supplementary Schedules, Food Check List. 
Food-expenditure unit.-The relative expenditure for food for different in

dividuals based on the expenditure for food for the moderately active adult. AU 
average expenditures or values per meal were based on the total number of meals 
served in terms of the food-expenditure unit. For example, if 730 meals were
served to a person 13 to 19 years of age, the equivalent person meals was 803 
(730Xl.1). The scale in table 88 was used for analysis of family food expendi
tures. 

TABLE 88.-Scale of relative food expenditures for different individuals 

Persons 

20 years or older----------------13-19 years _____________________ _ 

6-12 years. -----------------c ••• Under 6 years _________________ _ 
Board era and transients ______ _ 

Relative food
expenditure units 

Relatl..-e food
expenditure unite-

City and 
village 

1.0 
1.1 
.9 
.6 

1.0 

Persons 

Farm City and Farm 
village 

1. 2 Guests .• ---------------------- 1. 0 
1. 1 Pairl household help____________ l. 0 
• 9 Nurse for sick__________________ .II 
. 6 Paid farm help_---------------- ----------

1.0 

1.0 
1.0 
.t 

1.11-

Food record.-See Supplementary Schedules, Food Record. 
Formal education expenditures.-Fees for school tuition, laboratory, and 

library, for which payment was made during the report year; expense for school 
books and supplies; for special lessons in music, dancing, art, sports; other expense. 
such as diploma fees and supplies for special lessons not classifiable as recreation 
expense. Expense for room and board of persons attending school away from 
home are classed as expense for housing and for food. _ 

Furnishings and equipment expenditures.-Expense for furniture .and for 
kitchen, cleaning, and laundry equipment; tableware, such as glass, chma, ':"nd 
silver; floor coverings; household textiles, such as linens, bedding, a~d curta~s; 
miscellaneous items, such as window shades, luggage, lamps, cleanmg, repairs. 
insuranee on furniture. Included in the analysis was a special study of owner
ship and of expense for purchases during the year of the following: Press~re 
cooker, refrigerator, washing machine, ironing machine, vacuum cleaner, sewmg 
machine. 
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Furnishings check list.-See Supplementary Schedules, . Furnishings Check 
List. . 

Gifts community welfare, and selected taxes.-ContributJOns to support of 
persoru: not members of the economic family; gifts to persons outside the family; 
-contributions to community chest and other weUare agencies; contributions to 
religious organizat-ions; and poll, income, and personal-property taxes payable 
during the report year. Does not include the following taxes: Taxes on occupied 
owned homes, which were considered housing expense; real-estate taxes, other 
than on occupied owned homes, which were deducted from income received; 
automobile taxes which were considered automobile expense; and sales: taxes, 
which were included as expense for the commodity on which the tax was levied. 

Guest.-Person not a member of the economic family who has stayed with the 
family one or more nights, making no payment for rent or food. A guest in the 
bousehold for 27 weeks or longer was classed as a family member if data concerning 
bis income and expense during the period could be obtained; if this could not be 
-obtained, the family was not included in the expenditure sample. 

Guest-week.-The equivalent of a guest in the home for 7 nights. The number 
-of such weeks is obtained by dividing the total number of guest-nights during the 
year by 7. 

Home-produced food.-See Income, City and Village Family: Home-produced 
Food; and Income, Farm Family: Farm-furnished Products Used by the Family. 

Household.-All persons who lived in the family dwelling or had meals there 
during the year, including in addition to members of the economic family, the fol
'lowing nonfamily members: Roomers and boarders, tourists, transients, paid help 
(both farm and household help), and guests. 

Household help.-Household employees, such as cook, general housekeeper, 
laundress, girl who cares for the children, nurse who cares for a well person, man 
"for care of the yard, etc. Farm help and help employed to cook exclusively for 
farm hands were not included as household help. 

Household operation expenditures.-Expense for fuel for heating, cooking, and 
home plant for electricity; for lighting, and for refrigeration; for paid household 
help; and for such other items as telephone; laundry supplies; laundry sent out; 
stationery, postage, telegrams, greeting cards, pencils, pens, and ink for household 
use; exprE>ss, freight, drayage, moving of household goods; water rent; other house
hold supplies, such as scouring materials, matches, toilet paper, paper napkins and 
towels, sheU and waxed paper,. clothespins and clotheslines, lawn seeds and plants, 
cut flowers, rent of post-office box. 

Housing expenditures.-Expense incurred during the year for all housing , 
including owned or rented family homes, vacation homes, and lodging of family 
·members while away from home. 

In cities and villages, expenditures of families renting their homes include total 
rent incurred after deduction of rental concessions, plus repairs paid for by the 
amily without reimbursement by the landlord. Expenditures of home owners 

include interest on mortgages; refinancing charges; taxes payable but not back 
"taxes; special assessments as for street improvements; repairs and replacements; 
insurance premiums on home. Structural additions to the home, improvements 
that were not just replacements, and payments for amortization of mortgages 
were considered an increase in assets, not an expenditure. -See Income, City and 
Village Family: Housing, Nonmoney Income from. . 

For farm families, expenditures for rent, taxes, and interest on the farm mort
~~:age are not included in this category, being handled as farm-business expense. 
See Income, Farm Family: Farm Expenditures, and Occupancy of Farm Dwelling. 

Housing received as gift.-See Income, City and Village Family: Housing 
Received as Gift or Pay. 

Income, city and village family.--Net money income from earnings and from 
other. sources, plus net nonmoney income. Because the expenditure schedule 
·supplied additional data for calculating net income, the income figures by which 
·inco~e and ~xpe1_1diture schedules were cl!J.ssi_fied differed slightly. For dis
-cusswn of this pomt and for tabular presentation of the items included in the 
-total family income, see Methodology, Family Income, and table 78. 

Money income .• net.-Sum of net money earnings of aU family members 
and net money mcome from sources other than earnings, minus business 
losses not elsewhere deducted. 

Money earnings, net.-Total amount received from wages salaries- or 
business earnings after deduction of business expense. Incl~des earnings 
of individuals; earnings not allocated to individual family members; earnings 
from roomers and boarders. If a net loss from a given business was incurred 
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by an entrepreneur, the amount was recorded separately as a business Ion 
and not deducted from any other earnin~s he or other members of his family 
may have had. All occupational expenses except certain minor ones were 
deducted before this figure was recorded. (SeP Occupational Expense; and 
Methodology, Family Income.) Business and professional persons generally 
reported net cash received during the year; however, if accounts were kept 
on an accrual basis, the actual net yearly earnings were recorded. 

Money earnings from roomers and boarders, net.-GroBB earnin~~:s from 
roomers and boarders minus the expense for boarders' food. See Method
ology, table 78. 

Money earnings noC attributable Co an individual.-Net money earninga 
not attributable to any one family member, as, for example, net income 
from the sale of home-baked goods in which several family members partic
ipated. Earnings of an individual were included here only if the earner waa 
not reported or if they were small, as when two children earned a dollar 
apiece during the year. Although net income from roomers and boarders 
was not attributed to any one family member it is not included here, being 
reported as a separate item. _ · 

Money income from other sources (other than earnings).-Money income 
from sources other than earnings: Interest and dividends; net profits from 
business _owned but not operated by the family, or from property bought 
and sold during the year (transactions in stocks, bonds, real estate, by 
persons for whom it is not a regular occupation-see Profits); rents after 
deduction of expenses; pensions, annuities, benefits when receipts of such 
funds did not depend on proof of need; money inheritances or gifts in 
cash from persons not family members if the funds were used to meet current 
living expenses; rewards and prizes, alimony, gambling gains. Net losses 
suffered from business during the report year were tabulated separately. 
For this reason the sum of the items listed above is net only in the sense 
that it includes net profits on each item. Receipts from the sale of capital 
assets owned before the beginning of the report year, inheritances not used 
for current living expenses, and payments from the soldiers'· bonus, are 
excluded also. 

Business losses.-Actual net money losses for the year of a family member 
from operation of any independent business; net losses when expense on 
property was in exceBS of income, as taxes and insurance on empty rental 
property; money losses from sale of securities and real estate bought and 
sold during the report year. Depreciation in value of property owned is 
not included. 

Nonmoney income.-Net nonmoney income from housing, and for village 
(but not for city) families, nonmoney income from home-produced food. 

Housing, nonmoney income from.-Net nonmoney income from occupancy 
of owned homes plus nonmoney income from housing· received as pay. For 
differences between such income for family and for expenditure schedules, 
see Methodology, Family Income. 

Occupancy of owned homes, net nonmoney income from.-The net return 
on the home owner's investment received in the form of occupancy of the 
home. This return is the difference between the rental value of the owned 
home for the period of occupancy, aa estimated by the family, and the sum 
of the expense for interest on mortgae;e, and other exp!Jnses, such as taxes, 
insurance, and repairs. See Rental Value of Owned Homes; and Method
ology, Family Income. 

Housing received as gift or pay, nonmoney income from.-Estimated on 
basis of monthly rental value and number of months during which the family 
occupied the dwelling without incurring any rent. If a family paid leSII 
cash rent than the stated monthly value, the difference was considered to 
be free rent except when rental concessions had been received. See Method
ology, table 78, for different methods of handling for income and expend
iture analyses. 

Owned vacation home, nonmoney income from.-Net value of occupancy 
of the vacation home was estimated by deducting from the total rental value 
for the period occupied the maintenance expense for the entire year. 

Home-produced food, non money income from.-(For village families only.) 
Value of eggs, milk, meat, and poultry produced and consumed at home; 
food from home gardens; sirup, honey; and fish or game killed for food. 
Values were based on current retail prices at local stores. Deduction for 
expense of production was not made, being handled as family expense. See 
Expenditures, Other Family. 
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Income farm family.-Because the expenditure schedule supplied addi
tional data for calculating net income, the income figures by which income and 
expenditure schedules were classified differed slightly. For discussion of this 
point and for tabular presentation of the items included in total family income. 
aee Methodology, Family Income, and table 79. 

An example showing computation of farm income is given below: 
1. Farm money income, gross-----------------------------
2. Value of farm-furnished products used by familY----,------
3. Value of occupancy of farm dwelling-------------------'--
4. Value of crops stored and livestock owned, net increase ___ _ 
5. Value of crops stored and livestock owned, net decrease ___ _ 
6. Farm income, gross (sum 1, 2, 3, 4 minus 5)--------------
7. Farm expenditures-------------------------------------
8. Farm income, net (6 minus n---------------------------
9. Money income from sources other than the operated farm, 

net---------------~--------------------------------
10. Total family income (8 plus 9)--------------------------
11. Money income from farming, net (1 minus 7) ____________ _ 
12. Money income from all sources, net (11 plus 9) ___________ _ 
13. Nonmoney income from farm, net (sum of 2, 3, 4 minus 5)_ 

$3,00() 
300 
200 

: 0 
..!..200 
3,300 
1, 500 
1,800 

200. 
2,000 
1,500 
1,700 

300 

Family income, totai.-Net money and nonmoney income from the farm, 
net money earnings from employment other than operating the farm, and 
net money income from sources other than earnings. 

Farm income, net.-Gross money income from farming minus farm 
expenditures, plus value of housing and farm products used by family, plus or 
minus net change in value of crops stored and livestock owned. 

Farm income, gross.-Gross money income from farming, value of housing 
and farm products used by family, plus or minus net change in value of 
crops stored and livestock owned. Excludes value of products paid as 
share rent. May include value of livestock purchases representing increase 
in assets (see Crops Stored and Livestock Owned}. 

Farm money income, net.-Gross money income from the farm minus 
farm expenditures. May include some money receipts representing liquida-
tion of assets. (See Crops Stored and Livestock Owned.) . · 

Farm money income, gross.-Total money income received from the farm 
before deduction of expenditures. Includes receipts from sale of farm 
products during the year; Government payments in connection with the agri
cultural-recovery program; income from work off the farm involving the 
use of farm equipment. May include some money receipts representing 
liquidation of assets. (See Crops Stored and Livestock Owned.) 

Farm expenditures.-Expenditures for farm operations. Includes ex
pense for hired labor; livestock; feed, hay, straw; fertilizer, spraying material; 
seeds, plants, trees; repairs and replacements of machinery and tools; gasoline, 
oil, tires, for operation of machinery; repairs on buildings and fences; rent 
for land and buildings including dwellings; taxes and insurance on all farm 
property including dwelling; interest and refinancing charges on farm and 
chattel mortgage; and other expenditures incidental to preparing crops for 
market and for marketing them. May include expense for livestock bought 
as an increase in assets. (See Crops Stored and Livestock Owned.) The 
following items chargeable to farm business are not included in this category: 
Automobile and other transportation expense, food expense for farm em
ployees, and such incidental farm expense as that for farm periodicals and 
dues to farm-business organizations. See Methodology, table 79. 

Expenditures for farm machinery of types not owned before were considered 
an increase in farm-business investment and entered in the expenditure 
schedule. See Change in Net Worth, Increase in Assets. 

Farm nonmoney income, net.-Value of farm products used by the family; 
of occupancy of the farm dwelling; plus or minus the net change in value of 
livestock owned and of crops stored for sale. 

Farm-furnished products used by family, nonmoney income.-Estimat.ed 
value obtained by multiplying the quantity of products used, as reported 
by the family, by a price estimated for each locality. Price estimates were 
bs.~ed upon what a sample of farm families in the locality reported they 
would have paid had they bought products of the same quality and in the 
ume quantity from neighbors, or from the most likely place of purchase. 
This method of evaluation gives a higher figure than that obtained when 
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valuation is based on farm prices or wholesale market prices. Products 
included are milk, cream, eggs, poultry, meat, potatoes, garden produce, 
fruit, other food such as sirups, grain products; fuel and other product& 
such as wood, tobacco, ice. 

Occupancy of farm dwelling, nonmoney income from.-Value of the year'• 
.occupan~tr was arbitrarily set at 9 percent of the present estimated value of 
the dwelling on an owned farm, and 11 percent of the estimated value of 
the dwelling on a rented farm, except in the Southeast and in California, 
where 10 and 12 percent were used because of the more rapid depreciation of 
farmhou<~es. These percentages were based on interest rates, taxes, deprecia
tion, and a. reasonable return on money invested. In estimating present 
value of the house, its replacement value, as estimated by the family, was 
reduced to presen' value by taking account of the age of the house and the 
family's estimate of its remaining years of usefulness. For example, if the 
probable replacement value of the house was $1,600, its probable life 40 
years, and its present age 10 years, its estimated value would be $1,200 
($1,600 divided by 40, multiplied by 30); 

Crops stored and livestock owned, net change.-Net increase or decrease 
in value of livestock owned or of crops stored for sale between the 
beginning and end of the report year. Increases in livestock are due to 
new purchases, maturation, and births, income from which was not realized 
in the current year; decreases are due to sale or loss of livestock by death, 
which represent capital decreases. Increases in crops stored for sale indicate 
deferred sales, representing income earned during the current year but not 
eonverted into money; decreases in stored crops indicate realization of 
income earned prior to the report year. Only differences due to quantity 
ehanges were included; differences in value due to price changes were 
excluded. 

In making schedule entries of money spent for purchases of livestock, no dis
tinction was made between cattle bought for sale (an operating expense) and those 
bought for building up more permanent herds (a capital investment). Since the 
farmer seldom could separate his numerous transactions into these two types of 
disbursements, both types were entered as expenditures for operating the farm. 
'Similarly, money received from sale of cattle was not divided into receipts from 
-cattle born during the year (income) and receipts from cattle owned in previous 
years (a decrease in capital investment). As a consequence of these procedures, 
.other schedule entries were affected. It is important, therefore, to recognize the 
possibility that the figures entered in the following categories may occasionally 
include some transactions not customarily classified therein: Nonmoney income 
from increase in value of livestock, negative nonmoney income or decrease in 
value of livestock, gross farm income, gross farm money income, net money 
income, and farm expenditures. The averages for these categories that represent 
families in all income groups probably are not greatly affected by these inclusions; 
. figures for a small number of families in a high-income class might be affected 
-considerably, especially in the cattle-range section. 

Ways in which these categories are affected are described below. Two examples 
art> given, later, to illustrate the various entries arising from transactions affecting 
net value of crops stored and livestock owned. 

Nonmoney income from increase in value of livestock owned may include 
capital investment in herds as well as true nonmoney income from operating the 
farm (i. t>., births and maturation of cattle during the year). 

Nonmoney losses or decreases in value of livestock owned or crops stored, 
represent a decrease in net worth through liquidation of investments of previous 
years. 

Gross farm income for the year may be overstated if value of herds has been 
increased through purchases; such purchases are taken into account in computing 
net increase in value of livestock, which in turn becomes a constituent part of 
gross farm income. 

Gross farm money income may overrepresent true gross money income for the 
-current year through the inclusion of receipts from sale of stored crops or of live
stock acquired before the report year. Gross farm income and net farm income 
are not similarly affected by such sales, since they take into account the net 
decrease in value of stored crops and of livestock. 

Net money income may overstate true income since it may include money 
receipts from liquidation of assets-sales of crops stored or of livestock owned 
before the beginning of the report year. 
1,.. . 
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Farm expenditures may be overstated by inclusion of purchases of livestock 
for building up herds, along with purchases for feeding and sale during the curren~ 
year. • 

The total net increase in value of herds (that due to births and maturation, and 
that due to purchases) was included, together with net increase in crops stored for 
sale, as an item of increase in net worth; the combined total was considered as 
nonmoney income invested in the farm business. Hence the procedures followed 
did not affect the figures for net change (increase or decrease) in assets and 
liabilities during the year (see Change in Net Worth). . 

Net farm income, another important figure, also was not affected by ,these 
procedures,. since an overstatement in expenditures was balanced by an 'over
statement of gross farm income; and an overstatement of gross money income from 
liquidating assets was balanced by a deduction of nonmoney losses (negative 
nonmoney income) that actually represented a decrease in assets. 

In balancing the schedule, it was necessary to adjust the figure for total money· 
receipts by the amount of the net change in value of crops stored and livestock, 
i. e., to add to money receipts the value of a net increase in these inventories, or· 
to deduct the value of a net decrease (see Balancing Difference). This adjust-· 
ment was made necessary because the value of the net change in thE'se inventories: 
(livestock and crops stored for sale) was considered in the computation of both 
income and net worth-in the latter figure, as an increase or decrease in investment. 
in the farm business. 

The following example explains the procedure used in computing net farm 
income when the value of herds had been increased through purchases as well as 
other means: A dairy farmer had gross money income from farming, including 
sales of cattle and livestock products, amounting to $2,000. During the year his 
herd increased in value $500, $200 through births and maturation ·and $300 
through livestock purchases. His money disbursements for the farm business for 
the year were $1,500, including $1,200 operating expenditures and the $300 spent 
for increasing his herds. Value of housing and products supplied the family by 
the farm amounted to $400. His net farm income was $1,400 and his change in 
net worth $500, as follows: 

(a) Gross money income from farming __________________ $2, 000 
(b) Nonmcney income used for family living_____________ 400 
(c) Nonmoney income, i.e., increase in value of herds (live- · 

stock increase through births, maturations, and pur- . 
chases)_-_---------------------"--------------- 500 

' 
·(d) Total gross farm income_____________________ 2, 900 
(e) Expenditures (operating expenditures and disbursements 

for building up herds) __ ------------------------- 1, 500 

(f) Net farm income, money and nonmoney_______ 1, 400 

(g) Composition of net farm income: 
Net money income, item (a) minus item (e)______ 500 
Nonmoney income: --

Used for family living, item (b)_____________ 400 
Livestock increase, item (c) (also included as 

increase in net worth>------------------- 500 

Total-------------------------------- 1,400 
Had conventional accounting procedures been followed, the net money income 

of the farmer in the above example would have been entered as $800 (not $500) 
and his nonmoney income from increase in herds as $200 (not $500). The $300 
purchase of livestock was made from gross money income and, strictly speaking, 
represE'nted transformation of money income into nonmoney assets. The figure 
for net farm income is the same, however, irrespective of how the $1,400 is divided 
between money and nonmoney income. 

A second example illustrates the procedure followed when value of herds was 
de~reased through sales of livestock that represented liquidation of assets. If the 
da1ry farmer discussed above had decided to reduce his business, bought no new 
cattle, and obtained $300 by selling animals acquired in previous years, the com
putation of his nE't farm income would have been as follows: 

663-40--17 
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(a) 

(b) 
(c) 

Gross money income from farming (actually, income 
plus receipts from liquidation of BSBets) •••••••••••• $2, 300 

Nonmoney income used for family living_____________ 400 
Nonmoney losBeB, i.e., decrease in value of herds ($200 

minus $300)----------------···--··-·-·--------· -100 

(d) Total groBB farm income------·--·--·-·--·-·- 2, 600 
(e) Expenditures for operating farm busineBB............ 1, 200 

(/) Net farm income, money and nonmoney ·------ 1, 400 

(q) Composition of net farm income: 
Net money income, item (a) minus item (e)...... 1, 100 
Nonmoney income:. 

Used for family living, item (b)_____________ 400 
Livestock decrease, item (c) (also included 88 

decre88e in net worth>------------------- -100 

Total-------------------------------- 1,400 
In this case the operator's gross money receipts from farming, tabulated as 

"groBB farm money income," actually were composed of $2,000 gross inc(lme and 
$300 receipts from liquidation of assets. Although he had nonmoney income 
amounting to $200 because of natural increase in value of his herds, sales of cattle 
valued at $300 resulted in a net decrease of $100 in the value of the livestock 
owned. While this net decrease is designated in this study 88 "negative non
money income," or 88 "nonmoney losses" it does not represent an exceBB of 
operating expenditures over income during the year 88 would be the case with a 
true negative income figure. Of the total gross farm income figure, $2,000 repre
sents income in the accepted sense; the additional money receipts of $300 from 
depletion of herd were offset by the $300 decrease in assets. (The algebraic sum 
of this $300 decrease in assets and the $200 nonmoney income from natural in
crease in herds, yields a net decrease of $100 during the year.) The total net 
money income includes $300 cash received from liquidation of assets. The 
figures for net farm income ($1,400), however, and for net decrease in BBBets ($100) 
are the same 88 they would have been had the transaction involving liquidation of 
assets not been included in the income computation. 

Money income from sources other than the operated farm, net.-Net. 
earnings from employment of individuals not pertaining to the farm enter
prise, net earnings from roomers and boarders and from sale of home-made 
products; money income from sources other than earnings. The nonfarm 
income of farm families was computed on the same basis as money income 
of city and village families except that in computing net income from room
ers and boarders for farm-expenditure schedules, the value of home-produced 
food served to boarders, as well as money expense for their food, was de
ducted. See Income, City and Village Family: Money Earnings; Money 
Earnings from Roomers and Boarders; Money Income from Other Sources. 

Jnheritance.-8ee Change in Net Worth. 
Liabilities.-8ee Change in Net Worth. 
Living quarters, type of.-Living quarters occupied by the family at the time 

of interview. • 
Apartment.-Building which is primarily residential in character, con

taining three or more dwelling units. 
Dwelling unit in business building.-Building in which at least one-third 

of the floor space is for business uses, but which contains one or more dwelling 
units. 

One-family house.-Dwelling designed for occupancy by one family. It 
is detached when it is free-standing with open space on all four sides, and 
attached when at least one wall is built directly against an adjoining struc
ture. Row houses are included in the attached type. 

Boom or rooms.-Living quarters (except in a hotel) providing no kitchen 
nor other housekeeping facilities. 

Two-family house.-Dwelling designed to provide separate units for two 
families. If a side-by-side type, the separation extends from basement to 
roof; if a two-decker type, the dwelling units are one above the other. 

Other types of living quarters.-Rooms in a hotel; other living arrange
. menta not classifiable above, such as living quarters in a trailer or in a house 
with another family but not in a two-family house as defined. 
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The above definitions are comparable to those used in the Financial Survey of 
Urban Housing, published by the United States Department of Commerce. 
Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, 1937. 

Medical care expenditures.-Expense for physician; oculist; other specialist; 
clinic· hospital; private nurse in homej for special examinations and tests, such 
as X-;.,.y, metabolism, or blood tests; ror medicines and drugs, exclusive of cod
liver oil and dry milk products for children, which are classed as food expense; 
for eyeglasses and optician's fees; medical appliances and supplies; accident and 
health insurance, but not life insurance. 

Moner earnings.-Sce Income, City and Village Family; and Income, ,Farm 
Family. · 1 

Monthlr rent.-See RentaJ, Monthly. 
Monthlr rental value.--See RentaJ Value of Owned Homes, Monthly. 
Native-white familr.-Any family in which both the husband and wife are 

white and were born in continental United States or outlying Territories or 
possessions, or of American parents temporarily residing in a foreign country. 

Net balancing difference.--See Balancing Difference. 
Net worth.-See Change in Net Worth. 
Nonfamilr members.--See Household. 
No report.-A schedule was not accepted for tabulation if it contained oo 

report on any basic item of information necessary for the computation of total 
family income, or if the family was unable to report on any of the main expendi
ture groups, such as clothing or automobile expense. A schedule was accepted 
for tabulation, however, if it contained no report in an item of relatively small 
importance, such as the number of guests entertained during the year, or expense 
for specific items within a main expenditure group, if the total expense for the 
group was reported. In the latter case, it was assumed that entries of no report 
rather than zero meant that the family had some expense for the items but was 
unable to say how much. In tabulating the data later, the total expense re
ported was allocated to the individual items of expense on the basis of data from 
other families in the same income, family-type, and occupational group having 
and reporting expense for the specific items. Adjustment for no-report entries 
was made on the expenditure schedules and on supplementary schedules only. 

Occupation, chief.-The occupation from which a person derived the greater 
part of his earnings. . 

Occupational elassification.-City and village families were classified according 
to the occupational group from·which the largest proportion of the family's total 
earnings waa derived. If family earnings were received from more than one of the 
four business and professional subgroups, such earnings were totaled and if the BUJD 
waa grester than for any one of the other listed occupations the family was classed 
in the business or professional subgroup which yielded the largest amount of earn
ings. If the earnings from two occupational groups were the same, and higher 
than from any ot.her group, the family was classified according to the chief occupa
tion of the principal earner. If no family member earned during the report year 
and there was no income from roomers and boarders, the family was classified as 
having no earnings from occupation. Classification of individual earners by 
occupation waa based upon the list used by the Works Progress Administration in 
Circular No.2, Occupational Classification and Code, and Circular No. 2A, Indez _ 
of Occupations. Occupations were classified as follows: · 

Business and professional.-Independent and salaried business and pro
fessional workers, defined below, were combined as one occupational group 
for most of the analyses. · 

Independent husiness.-Entrepreneurs; persons engaged in business enter
prises in which they invest capital and assume business risks; they may or 
may not employ others to work for them. Net income from roomers and 
boarders waa classed as independent business. 

lrukpmdfflt profurional.-Doctors, lawyers, architects, etc. 
Salari~d btainus.-Managers, business officials, etc. 
Salaried profeuumal.-Professional workers on a salary baais, auch u 

teachers, cler!!'ymen, graduate nurses, and social workers. 
<:Jericai.-Office workers, salesmen, mail carriers, telephone, telegraph, and 

rad1o operators. 
Wage-earner.--Skilled workers and foremen, semiskilled and unskilled 

workers, persons in domestic and personal servic~ and farm laborers. . 
Other .-occupations other than those definecf above were combined for 

most-of the analyses. This group includes the following: 
Farm op~~rator.-Person operating farm,living"in a: city or village. 
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Farm •harecropper.-A separate farm occupational group in the Southeast 
region. See Sharecropper. A few of these agricultural workers live in tbe 
southeastern villages. 

No earning• from occupation.-Families having no member earning durin1 
the report year. 

Unknown occupation.-This classification was used where the occupatioD 
could not be determined. 

Farm families scheduled in farm sections were classed as in one occupational 
group (farm-operator) except in the Southeast region where sharecroppers were 
studied separately. However, earnings of farm-family members from work not 
pertaining to the farm enterprise were classified as busineBB and profeBBional, cler
ical, and wage-earner, according to the procedure given above for city and village 
families. 

Occupational expense.-(Classification on expenditure schedule.) Only minor 
items of expense incurred for busineBB purposes, such as dues to union, trade, and 
profeBBional&BBociations; expense for technical books and journals; small expenses 
for supplies and equipment or expense for a trip to a meeting of a profeBBional 
association. Such expense was deducted from income reported on the family 
schedule when computing the income figure by which expenditure schedules were 
classified. See Methodology, tables 78 and 79. 

Paid help, household.-8ee Household Help. 
Paid help, farm.-Farm employees living in the household were considered as 

members of the household, but expense for their food was deducted as a farm
busineBB expense. See table 79. 

Personal care, expenditures.-Services, such as haircuts, shampoos, shaves, 
manicures, facials; toilet articles and preparations, such as toilet soap, tooth paste, 
mouthwash, shaving soap and cream, cold cream, cosmetics, deodorants, bath 
salts, shampoos, brushes, combs, razors, files, mirrors, cleansing tissues, powder 
puffs, sanitary supplies. 

Persons per room.-Total number of persons usually occupying the rooms in the 
dwelling (family members, paid help, roomers, sons or daughters even if away at 
college) divided by the number of rooms in the dwelling. See also Rooms, N um
ber of • 

. Principal earner.-8ee Earner, Principal. 
Profits.-(Subdivision of Money Income from Other Sources.) Net profits 

from a business owned but not operated by the family, such as an owned store 
managed by a paid employee; profits from buying and selling stocks, or from real 
estate bought and sold during the year, when not a regular occupation. This 
classification does not include the income of an entrepreneur from his busineBB, · 
since such income is classed as individual earnings, or the income of a farm oper
ator from farming. Excluded also are "paper" profits which represent an increase 
in the value of investments owned throughout the report year, profits from the 
sale of capital il.ssets acquired before the report year, and profits from invest
ments that remained in a corporation and were not made available for current 
family use. 

Reading expenditures.-Expense for daily and weekly newspapers, magazines, 
books for general reading, book rentals, and library fees, but not schoolbooks, 
picture books for young children, or technical books used in connection with 
work. 

Record card.-Schedule used for the random sample of addresses visited. U 
shows color, nativity, whether the family included both husband and wife, 
whether married for more than a year, and other qualifications affecting eligibility 
for the family schedule. See Methodology, The First or Record-card Sample. 

Recreation expenditures.-Paid admissions for family members and guests of 
the family to movies, spectator sports, fairs, cireuseR. dances, amusement parks; 
equipment, supplies, fees, and licenses for games and sports; purchase and upkeep 
of radios and musical instruments, sheet music, phonograph records; photograph 
supplies; children's toys and play equipment; pets; entertaining, excluding food; 
dues to social and recreational clubs; gambling losses; expense for hobbies and col
lections; unclassified spending money. Expense for lodging, traveling, or food 
while on vacation or trips, and uniforms and other clothing used in recreational 
activities are excluded. 

Relief family.-Family in which any member received direct relief in cash or 
kind at any time during t"l\e report year; work relief from public or private a~en
cies; charity donations received upon proof of need; any pension of noncontribu
tory type paid upon proof of need. Receipt of money from a son in Civilian 
Conservation Corps was considered direct relief. Earnings from the National 
Youth Administration were not considered relief. 
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Rent aa pay.--8ee Income, City and Village Family: Nonmoney Income, 
Housing Received 88 Gift or Pay. 

Rental monthly.-The monthly rental rate of the dwelling occupied at the end 
of the rePort year. No deductions were made for free rent or for rental conces-
sions. - · 

Rental eonc:ession.-An exemption from paying rent or a discount on rent 
offered for a limited period by a landlord as an inducement to obtain or retain 
a tenant. In such cases the customary rental rate was tabulated, but the value 
of the concession was deducted in computing the total expenditure for rent during 
the year. Families receiving rental concessions were not considered 88. having 
received free rent. ~ 

Rental value of owned homes, monthly.-The value of occupancy of ari owned
home for 1 month, as estimated by the family. In making this estimate, families 
were asked to consider the rates charged for similar homes in the neighborhood 
that were rented. It is thus comparable to the monthly rental rates of rented 
homes. This gross rental value of owned homes was used in estimating the net 
nonmoney income from occupancy of owned homes. See Income, City and 
Village Family: Occupancy of Owned Homes. 

Repairs and replacements.-Expenditures for that type of improvement which 
helps to restore property to good condition. Expenditures for structural addi
tions are considered a capital investment, not a current expenditure. . 

Report year.-Any 12-month period between January 1, 1935, and December 
31, 1936, for which the family chose to give the information. If more than one 
schedule was filled, the year reported was the same on all schedules for a family. 

Roomer.-Person sleeping in the family home for at least 7 consecutive days 
and paying for his room. . 

Roomer-year.-Equivalent to one roomer for 52 weeks. Families reporting 
more than 10 roomer-years during the report year were ineligible for the family 
echedule. 

Rooms, number of.-Only rooms used for living purposes are counted. A fin
ished basement or attic room and an enclosed porch were counted as rooms, but 
not a bathroom, hallway, closet, pantry, alcove, open porch, or room used entirely 
for business purposes. A kitchenette and dinette not divided by a wall are counted 
as one room. 

Samples and sampling.-See Methodology, Collection of Schedules. 
Schedule.-See the specific kind of schedule, such as Family Schedule, Farm 

or City and Village; Expenditure Schedule; or Supplementary Schedules. 
Sharec:ropper.-Farmer in the Southeast region who rents land on shares and 

is furnished work animals and in some cases equipment by the farm operator. 
The landlord usually makes important decisions relating to the operation of the 
farm and supervises operations. The sharecropper is thus little more than a type 
of laborer who is paid wages in kind on the basis of what he produces, his share 
usually being half the crop or less. 

Share tenant.-A farm operator who rents the land, assumes responsibility for 
its operation, and pays the rent with a definite share or a stipulated amount of the 
farm products. 

Structural addition.-Something added to the home that was not there before, 
such as a new room or porch built on the house; a porch converted into a room; 
plumbing equipment installed for the first time. It is distinguished from expense 
for repairs and replacements because it represents an increase in investment. 

Supplementary earner.-8ee Earner, Supplementary. 
Supplementary sc:hedules.-Requested only from families that furnished ex

penditure schedules and were willing to give the necessary additional details. 
Clothing check list.-A schedule used to obtain quantities of and expendi

tures for clothing purchased during the report year and value of donated 
clothing. A list was filled for each person who was a member of the economio 
family for 52 weeks, and who was willing to cooperate. . 

Food check list.-A schedule used to obtain quantities and money value of 
food consumed by the household during the 7 days preceding the interview. 
The number of meals furnished was also recorded. 

Food record.-A record of weight or other measure of food consumed during 
1. week. It consists of an inventory of the weight or other measure of each 
kmd of food on hand at the beginning and end of the week and of all foods 
brought into the house during that period, and the number of meals served 
to .household members, guests, or boarders. A record of the age, height, 
weight, and day-by-day occupations of each person served is also included. 
These records were used for the study of adequacy of diets. 
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Furnishings cheek list.-A schedule used to obtain quantities of and ex
penditures for household furnishings and equipmen\ purchased by the family 
during the report year. 

Surplus.-see Change in Net Worth. 
Taxes.--8ee Gifts, Community Welfare, and Selected Taxes. 
Tenant, farm.-Farmer who does not own any of the land he operates. See

Farm Operator; Share Tenant; Sharecropper. 
Tobacco expenditures.-Expense for cigarettes, cigars, chewing and smoking 

tobacco, snuff, pipes, pipe cleaners, humidors, lighters, cigarette holders, and! 
ash trays. Smoking stands are included with furniture; smoking jackets with. 
clothin~. 

Tounsts and transients.-Persons rooming in the family dwelling for fewer· 
than 7 consecutive days who may or may not be furnished meals by the family, 
Includes occupants of tourist cabins on farm property. 

Travel and transportation expenditures.-Expenditures for all family travel and
transportation other than by family automobile, such as bus, trolley, and taxi to
work, school, or shopping; travel, except for business, by railroad, interurban bus
and trolley, boats, and airplanes. This also includes purchase and upkeep of 
motorcycle, horse and carriage, boat, or other conveyance, after deduction of pro
portion chargeable to business. Expense for bicycles, boats, or other vehicles
used primarily for recreation are included in recreation expenditures. 

Type of family.--8ee Family Type. 
Type of farm.--8ee Farm Type. 
Value of family living.-Value of all goods and services purchased for family· 

living and of certain other goods and services received without direct expense. 
For city and village families, value of living includes total living expense; the
value of housing, food, fuel, ice, and clothing received without direct expense, 
but not the value of furnishings or other goods received free. For farm families

. value of living includes total living expense; the value of food, fuel, and other 
goods received from the farm, including occupancy of farm dwelling; value of" 
housing from a rent-free farm; value of nonfarm family housing, fuel, ice, and• 
food received without payment; and value of clothing received as gift. or pay. 

Value of farm land and buildings.-Market value of the farm, including land, 
farm buildings, and family dwellings as estimated by the operator on the basi& 
of what it would sell for under normal conditions, not at forced sale. 

Value of home-produced food.-See Income, City and Village Family: Home-
produced Food; and Income, Farm Family: Farm-furnished Products. . 

Value of housing furnished by the farm.-See Income, Farm Family: Occu-
pancy of Farm Dwelling. . 

Value of housing received as gift or pay.-See Income, City and Village Family: 
Housing Received as Gift or Pay. 

Value of occupancy of owned homes.-See Income, City and Village Family~. 
Occupancy of Owned Homes, and Rental Value of Owned Homes. 

Value per meal per food-expenditure unit.-Average value per meal of food 
purchased, home-produced, and received as gift or pay in terms of food-expendi
ture units. See Food-expenditure Unit. 

Year-equivalent person.-Equivalent to one person in the family for the report 
year (52 weeks). For the classification of a family by type, persons other than 
husband and wife under 16 were separated from those 16 or older and the total 
weeks of membership for each age group was obtained. Fewer than 27 week& 
of membership for either age group were not counted; 27 to 79 weeks of 
membership were considered one year-equivalent person. 

In computing averages for a group of families two methods of handling year
equivalents were used, as follows: 

All members.-The total weeks of membership of all members of families 
in the group for which an average was desired was divided by 52 times the 
number of families in the group. 

Members other than husband and wife by age groups.-The number of 
year-equivalent persons under 16 and 16 or older was computed for each 
family by converting the number of weeks of membership to year-equivalents 
as described above; the sum of these figures was divided by the number of 
families in the group for which an average was desired. 
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