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Preface 

THE National Bureau 'of Economic Research inaugurated in· 
1938 a broad pr~gram of research in finance, under grants 
from the Association of Reserve City Bankers and the Rocke­
feller Foundation. The ·initial proJect of this program has 
been a comprehensive investigation of the instalment financ­
ing of consumers. The present study of the. pattern of con­
sumer debt in 1935-36 embodies the findiQgs of a special 
inquiry undertaken in connection with this investiga~ion. It 
is based on data assembled by the Study of Consumer Pur­
chases, a Works Progress Administration project conduc:ted 
by the United States Bureau of Home Economics and the 
United States Bureau of Labor Statistics in cooperation with 
the Central Statistical Board and the National Re~ources 
Committee. The immediate tabulations of consumer indebt­
edness, or more strictly of net change in such debt during 
1935-36, have been generously made available to us by the 
Bureau of Home Economics and the Bureau of Labor Statis­
tics, and the National :Bureau is under special obligations to 
these agencies, to the National Resources Committee, and to 

. their technical staffs, for helpful cooperation in all phases of 
the work. 

The findings of this study provide a factual socio-economic 
setting for our other studies in the field of consumer instal­
ment financing. From the data made available to us, we have 
been able to picture statistically the pattern of debt for instal­
ment purchases, of cash loan debt, and of charge account debt, 
by income classes, types of community, and geographic 
regions. The study thus serves to distinguish the social and 
economic strata which made the greatest use of consumption . 

IX 
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credit i.n its principal forms during the period covered by this 
survey. 

\Vorking with sample data tabulated from the expendi­
ture schedules of some 60,000 families assembled by the 
Study of Consumer Purchases, Miss Bernstein has developed 
estimates of net change in consumer indebtedness by types 
of debt for the country as a whole. The methods of estimate 
employed were originally developed by theN ational Resources 
Committee in its studies of consumer incomes and expendi~ 
tures in the United States and we are indebted to Dr. Hilde­
garde Kneeland for making these procedures available to us. 
A statistical undertaking of this character requires patience 
and diligent effort, and Miss Bernstein has combined these 
with resourcefulness and ingenuity in dealing with the many 
special problems which have inevitably appeared. 

A body of economic data as rich as that herein analyzed is 
difficult to compact in generalization. Miss Bernstein has 
therefore presented in . appendices, for the further use of 
interested readers, the many tables whose preparation has 
seemed requisite to her objectives. These data, like any socio­
economic data, have their special attributes which serve also 
to limit their application. We caution others who find them 
significant to read carefully Chapter 1 and Appendix E, in 
which their characteristics and limitations have been defined. 

August 1940 

RALPH A. YouNG, Director 
Financial Research Program 
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APPENDIX A 

Tables on Retail Instalment Debt 

For all tables in this section showing a 
breakdown by income level, ,each in­
come level is inclusive of the lower 
limit and·, exclusive~ ·of the .. upper 
limit; for example, an income of ex-. 
actly $1000 is included in the $1000-
1250 income group.. · • . 

All tables have been computed from 
~data on retail instalment debt· ob­
tained from the Study of Consumer 
Purchases, unless otherwise noted. 
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Decrease in Instalment Debt for Non-Relief Families, 
1935-36, for Six Types of Commodity, by Region 167 



Tables on Retail Instalment Debt 

TABLE A-1 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Instalment Debt, and Percentage Distribution of 
These Families and of All Non-Relief Families, 

· 1935-36, by Income Level 

PEilCENTACE DISTiliBVTION 

PEilCENT OJ' NON• Non-Relief 
llELJU J' AMILIES Families All 

HAVING A NET Having a Non-Relief 
INCOME LEVEL CHANCE Net Change Families • 

Under $500 11.9 !US 10.6 
500- 750 16.8 8.1 11.3 
750-1000 21.3 12.1 U.4 

1000-1250 24.9 13.9 13.2 
1250-1500 27.6 12.6 10.8 
1500-1750 29.0 11.1 9.1 
1750-2000 31.9 9.9 7.3 

2000-2500 30.2 12.2 9.5 
2500-3000 29.3 6.5 5.2 

3000-4000 23.8 4.8 4.8 
4000-5000 21.5 1.5 1.6 
5000 and over 15.0 2.0 3.2 

ALL LEVELS 23.6 100.0 100.0 

Estimated number 
of families 
(in thousands) 5.877 24,9U 

• National Resources Committee. Consumer Income$ in the United State1 
(1938) Tables. p. 25. 
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TABLE A·2 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross 
Decrease and Net Increase in Instalment Debt for 
Non-Relief Families, and of the Aggregate Income of 
All Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, by Income Level 

CROSS CROSS NET 

INCOME LEVEL INCilEASE• DECilEASE b INCJlEASEO 

Under $500 2.8 1.8 8.7 
500- 750 4.9 3.1 5.8 
750-1000 8.0 6.1 9.0 

1000-1250 11.5 9.0 12.7 
1250-1500 11.1 10.4 11.5 
1500-1750 11.2 11.2 11.2 
1750-2000 12.0 11.4 12.8 

2000-2500 15.6 16.0 15.5 
2500-8000 9.0 10.9 8.0 

8000-4000 6.9 9.8 5.5 
4000-5000 2.5 8.8 1.7 
5000 and over 4.5 7.0 8.1 

ALL LEVELS 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Estimated 
amount 
(in millions) $620.9 $2U.8 $407.6 

ACCilECATE 
INCOMEd 

1.9 
4.0 
6.6 
8.8 
8.8 
8.2 
7.5 

11.8 
8.0 

9.0 
4.0 

22.4 

100.0 

$44,359.9 

• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment debt for families 
having a net increase in such debt. 

b Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment debt for families 
having a net decrease in such debt. 

o Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 

d Based on unpublished data obtained from the National Resources Committee 
on the distribution of aggregate income for non-relief families, 1935-36. 



u6 
TABLE A-S 

APPENDIX A 

• 
Ratio of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease and Net 
Increase in Instalment Debt for Non-Relief Families 
to Aggregate Income of Such Families, 1935-36, 
by Income Level 

CROSS CROSS 
INCOMKUVIL INCJlLU&• DECJlUSK'b 

Under $500 2.11 .3S 
500- 750 1.72 .38 
750-1000 1.70 .44 

1000-1250 1.9S .52 
1250-1500 1.88 .60 
1500-1750 1.91 .66 
1750-2000 2.23 .72 

2000-2500 1.85 .65 
2500-!000 1.58 .66 

!000-4000 1.08 .52 
4000-5000 .!7 .46 
5000 and over .28 .15 

Al.LUVUS 1.40 .48 

NET 
INCJlUSJtl 

1.78 
1.54 
1.26 
1.41 
1.28 
1.25 
1..51 

1.20 
.56 

.41 

.u 

.92 

.92 

• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment debt for famiJies 
having a net increase in such debt. 
• Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment debt for famiJ i~ 
having a net decrease in such debt. 
e Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
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TABLE A-4 

Ratio of Gross'Increase, Gross Decrease and Net 
Increase in Instalment Debt to Aggregate Income of 
Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in Such 
Debt, 1935-36, by Income Level 

GROSS GROSS 

INCOME LEVEL INCit.EASE• DECREASEb 

Under $.500 . 17.'12 2.77 
500- '150 10.32 2.28 
'150-1000 '1.99 2.07 

1000-1250 7.72 ' 2.08 
1250-1500 6.'17 2;16 
1500-1750 6.49 2.24 
1750-2000 6.91 2.2! 

2000-2500 6.11 2.15 
2500-3000 5.37 2.24 

!000-4000 4.54 2.18 
4000-5000 4.09 2.16 
5000 and over 1.88 1.01 

ALL LEVELS 5.88 2.02 

NET 
INCit.EASE e 

14.95 
8.04 
5.92 
5.64 
4.61 
4.25 
4.68 

!.96 
.3.1! 

U6 
1.93 
.87 

3.86 

• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment debt for families 
having a net increase in such debt. 

·• 
"Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment debt for families 
baving a net decrease in such debt. ' 

• Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
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TABLE A-5 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Increasing Instalment 
Debt. Per~ent Decreasing Such Debt and Percenta[e 
Distribution of Both Groups, 1935-36, by Income evel 

PU.CENTOI' PI.J.CENTACJ: DIST1UBVTION 
NON·Ill.UU I'AMW!.S 01' NON·Ill.Lil.l' I'AMW:U 

Increasing Decreasing Increasing Decreasing 
JNCOMI. l.r.VEL Debt Debt Debt Debt 

Unda $500 9.2 2.7 5.9 4.0 
500- 750 12.4 4.4 8.5 7 .I 
750-1000 14.8 6.5 12.0 12.4 

1000-1250 17.5 7.4 15.9 15.8 
1250-1500 19.5 8.1 12.7 12.4 
1500-1750 20.0 9.0 10.9 11.6 
1750-2000 22.5 9.4 10.0 9.8 

2000-2500 21.0 9.2 12.0 12.4 
2500-!000 19.9 9.4 6.5 7.0 

!000-4000 15.6 8.2 4.5 5.5 
4000-5000 15.4 8.1 1.5 1.9 
5000andova 10.4 4.6 2.0 2.1 

AU. LEVl.LI 16.6 7.0 100.0 100.0 

Estimated number 
-of families 
(in thousands) 4,124 1,755 
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TABLE A-6 

Average Increase in Instalment Debt of Non-Relief 
Families Increasing Such Debt, Average Decrease in 
Instalment Debt of Non-Relief Families Decreasing 
Such Debt and Ratio of Average Increase and of 
Average Decrease to Average Income, 1935-36, by 
Income Level 

llATIO OF llATIO OF 
AVEllAGE AVERAGE 

INCREASE TO DECREASE TO 
AVERAGE AVERAGE AVERAGE AVERAGE 

INCOME LEVEL INCREASE INCOME• DECREASE INCOME• 

Under $500 $ 72 23.1 $ 38 12.2 
500- 750 87 13.9 54 8.6 
750-1000 100 11.4 60 6.9 

1000-1250 124 11.1 79 7 .I 
1250-1500 132 9.7 102 7.5 
1500-1750 154 9.6 118 7.3 

' 1750-2000 181 9.9 141 7.7 

2000-2500 195 8.8 157 7.1 
2500-3000 216 -7.9 190 7.0 

3000-4000 234 6.9 215 6.3 
4000-5000 284 6.5 252 5.7 
5000 and over 336 3.9 411 4.8 

ALL LEVELS $151 9.3 $122 7.5 

• The average income in each class was derived from unpublished data on con­
sumer incomes, 1935-36, obtained from the National Resources Committee, 
as follows: the aggregate income received by non-relief families was divided 
by the total number of such families in each income class. The average in­
come for the $5000-and-over group represents the average for families with 
incomes between $5000 and $20,000. 
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TABLE A-7 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in 
Instalment Debt, and Percentafe Distribution of These 
Families and of All Non-Relie Families, 1935-36, in 
Two Occupational Groups, • by Income Level 

PERCENT OF NON·RI.LIU' 
Percentage Distribution 

I'AMWES HAVING A NON·IlEUEJ' J'AMIUES ALL NON·IlELIU' 
NI.TCHANCE HAVING A NI.T CHANCE I'AMWES b 

Wage- Other Wage• Other Wage· Other 
INCOME Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm 
LEVEL Group Groups Group Groups Group Groups 

Under $500 15.0 U.5 5.5 1.8 10.6 5.4 
500- 750 23.5 16.9 9.5 5.5 12.0 5.1 
750-1000 28.7 21.0 15.9 6.4 16.3 8.0 

1000-1250 31.3 25.7 17.4 10.0 16.4 10.2 
1250-1500 32.9 29.7 14.2 11.5 12.8 9.9 
1500-1750 34.8 30.2 11.6 11.8 9.9 10.2 
1750-2000 39.0 32.0 9.8 11.7 7.5 9.6 

2000-2500 33.8 31.4 9.2 17.7 8.0 14.7 
2500-3000 33.0 SO.l 4.4 10.1 3.9 8.7 

3000-:4000 31.5 23.7 2.7 8.2 2.6 9.0 
4000-5000 • 22.4 • s.o d 3.5 
5000 and over • 16.2 • 4.7 d 7.7 

ALL LEVELS 29.6 26.4 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Estimated number 
of families 
(in thousands) 2,776 2.205 

•The occupational status of the family is determined according to the major 
source of family earnings, i.e .• if members of the family received earnings from 
two or more occupations. the family was classified according to the occupation 
from which the greater proportion of total family earnings was derived. The 
''other non-farm'' category includes professional and business occupations, 
whether salaried or independent, and clerical occupations. 

b National Resources Committee, Comumer Income1 in the United State1 
(1938) Table JOB. p. 97. 

• Data not available. 

d Wage-earning families in these income levels were excluded from calcula­
tions of the percentage distribution of an non-relief families. 
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TABLE A-8 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Instalment Debt for Non-Relief . 
Families, 1935-36, in Two Occupational 
Groups,• by Income Level 

GROSS INCIU:ASE b GROSS DECREASE C NET INCREASEd 

Wage- Other Wage- Other Wage- Other 
Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm 

INCOME LEVEL Group Groups Group Groups Group Groups 

Under $500 2.0 .8 1.2 .5 2.4 1.1 
500- 750 5.4 2.2 4.7 1.1 5.7 2.8 
750-1000 11.6 5.9 9.8 2.7 12.4 4.5 

1000-1250 14.1 7.8 15.5 4.7 14.5 9.5 
1250-1500 15.6 9.5 14.2 6.6 15.5 10.9 
1500-1750 11.0 11.0 12.7 9.5 10.1 12.0 
1750-2000 14.8 12.2 14.0 10.5 15.2 15.2 

2000-2500 15.4 19.0 u.s 19.4 16.5 18.8 
2500-5000 7.4 11.7 9.0 14.7 6.6 10.0 

8000-4000 4.7 9.6 .7 .I 12.4 3.5 7.9 
4000-5000 • 4.5 • 6.4 .. 5.1 
5000 and over • 8.2 • 11.7 . • 6.2 

ALL LEVELS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Estimated 
amount 
(in millions) $223.2 $270.7 $75.9 $98.8 $149.5 $171.9 

• The occupational status of the family is determined according to the major 
source of family earnings, i.e., if members of the family received earnings from 
two or more occupations, the family was classified according to the occupation 
from which the greater proportion of total family earnings was derived. The 
"other non-farm'' category includes professional and business occupations, 
whether salaried or independent, and clerical occupations. 

b Gross increase equals· the sum of the increases in instalment debt for fami­
lies having a net increase in such debt. 
a Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment debt for fami· 
lies having a net decrease in such debt. 

d Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 

• Data not available. 



TABLE A·9 

Percent of Non-Relief Families in Two Oc~upational Groups • Having a Net Change 
in Instalment Debt, 1935-36, in Five Types of Community,' by Income Level 

MIDDLE·SlZED 
METllOPOlJSES LAllGE CITIES CITIES SMALL CITIES VIU.ACES 

Wage- Other Wage- Other Wage· Other Wage· Other Wage- Other 
Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm 

INCOME LEVEL Group Groups Group Groups Group Groups Group Groups Group Groups 

Under $500 3.9 1.9 21.6 19.0 13.2 12.8 19.3 12.3 11.8 U.2 
500-1000 15.7 4.6 35.3 24.3 25.2 19.6 29.8 19.7 22.7 20.4 

1000-1500 24.3 12.8 55.3 52.8 55.8 29.2 57.6 32.4 26.3 25.6 
1500-2000 26.4 18.3 45.3 36.1 57.9 32.9 38.1 36.7 54.7 28.8 
2000-2500 24.8 18.6 45.2 37.3 55.7 55.7 33.2 3-!.4 29.0 30.5 
2500-3000 29.6 19.1 45.2 37.5 24.7 32.4 29.5 33.0 28.4 25.8 

3000-4000 27.8 19.5 44.4 28.4 22.8 25.9 24.0 20.6 29.6 20.9 
4000-5000 • 16.2 • 25.6 • 24.9 • 20.1 • 23.6 
5000 and over • 12.0 • 18.3 • 14.1 • 16.2 • 17.8 

ALL LEVELS 25.1 15.5 37.0 31.6 29.7 28.0 32.4 28.7 25.6 25.0 

• The occupational status of the family is determined according to the major source of family earnings, i.e., if memben 
of the family received earnings from two or more occupations, the family was classified according to the occupation from 
which the greater proportion of total family earnings was derived. The .. other non-farm• category includes professional 
and business occupations, whether salaried or independent, and clerical occupations. 
b Metropolises, 1.500,000 population and over: large cities, 100,000 to 1.500,000; middle-sized dties, 25,000 to 100.000; 
small cities, 2.500 to 25,000: villages. less than 2.500. 
o Data not available. 

.. 
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TABLE A-10 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Increasing Instalment 
Debt and Percent Decreasing Such Debt, 1935-36, in 
Two Occupational Groups,• by Income Level 

133 

lNCllEASING DEBT DECllEASlNG DEBT 

Wage- Other Wage· Other 
Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm 

INCOME LEVEL Group Groups Group Groups 

Under $500 11.7 9.4 s.s 4.1 
500- 750 17.4 11.6 5.9 5.5 
750-1000 20.1 14.5 8.6 6.5 

1000-1250 22.1 17.9 9.2 7.8 
1250-1500 2S.S 21.5 9.6 8.2 
1500-1750 24.5 20.6 10.3 9.6 
1750-2000 27.6 22.7 11.4 9.5 

2000-2500 24.1 21.5 9.7 9.9 
2500-SOOO 23.5 19.6 9.5 10.5 

3000-4000 20.9 15.5 10.6 8.2 
4000-5000 b 14.1 b 8.3 
5000 and over b 11.1 'b 5.1 

ALL LEVELS 21.1 18.1 8.5 8.3 

• The occupational status of the family is determined according to the major 
source of family earnings, i.e., if members of the family received earnings from 
two or more occupations, the family was classified according to the occupation 
from which the greater proportion of total family earnings was derived. The 
"other non-farm" category includes professional and business occupations, 
whether salaried or independent, and clerical occupations. 

b Data not available. 
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TABU A-ll 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families 
Increasing Instalment Debt and of Non-Relief Families 
Decreasing Such Debt, 1935-36, in Two Occupational 
Groups, • by Income Level 

INCllLUING DDT DECUASING DEBT 

Wage- Other Wage-· Other 
Earning Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm 

IN COM& U:VU. Group Groups Group Groups 

yoder $500 5.8 1.8 4.1 1.7 
500- '150 10.0 5.3 8.4 5.3 
'150-1000 15.6 6.4 16.5 6.3 

1000-1250 17.2 10.2 1'1.8 9.'1 
1250-1500 14.1 11.9 14.4 9.9 
1500-1750 11.5 11.8 12.0 12.0 
1750-2000 9.7 12.1 10.0 10.8 

2000-2500 9.2 17.7 9.2 17.8 
2500-5000 4.4 9.6 4.4 11.2 

5000-4000 2.5 7.8 3.2 9.0 
4000-5000 • 2.7 • 3.5 
5000 apd over • 4.7 • 4.8 

ALL LEVELS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Estimated number 
of families 
(in thousands) 1,979 1.515 '197 692 

• The occupational status of the family is determined according to the major 
source of family earnings, i.e., if members of the family received earnings from 
two or more occupations, the family was classified according to the occupation 
from which the greater proportion of total famill earnings was derived. The 
'"other non-farm .. category includes professiona and business occupations, 
whether salaried or independent, and clerical occupations. . 
b Data not available. 
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TABLE A-12 

Average Increase iii Instalment Debt of Non-Relief 
Families Increasing Such Debt and Average Decrease 
in Instalment Debt of Non-Relief Families Decreasing 
Such Debt, 1935-36, in Two Occupational Groups,• 
by Income Level · 
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AVERAGEJNCREA.SE A VEilACE DECREA.SE 

Wa~e- Other Wage- Other 
Earmng Non-Farm Earning Non-Farm 

INCOME LEVEL Group Groups Group Groups 

Under $500 $ 39 $ 81 $ 28 $ 38 
500-1000 75 111 54 57 

1000-1500 100 139 80 82 
1500-2000 133 174 113 130 
2000-2500 190 193 139 156 
2500-3000 190 219 189 187 

!000-4000 212 220 208 197 
4000-5000 1t 28! 1t 260 
5000 and over b !10 1t 351 

ALLLEVEU $116 $177 $93 $139 

• The ocrupational status of the family is determined according to the major 
source of famiJy earnings, i.e .• if members of the family received earnings from 
two or more ocrupations, the family was classified according to the ocrupation 
from which the greater proportion of total fam~1y earnings was derived. The 
"other non-farm" category includes professional and business ocrupations, 
whether salaried or independent, and clerical ocrupations. 
1t Data not available. 
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TABLE A-IS 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Instalment Debt, 1935-36, in Four Sizes of Family, 
by Income Level• 

SID OF FAMILY 

3·4 5·6 
INCOM&UVU. 2Persons Persons Perso~ 

Under $500 6.7 11.0 6.7 
500-1000 15.7 16.5 18.7 

1000-1500 19.6 23.7 22.1 
1500-2000 20.4 24.5 24.7 
2000-2500 20.6 27.6 25.2 
2500-3000. • 18.8 2ll.4 2ll.7 

3000-4000 14.1 19.9 2!.3 
4000-5000 7.5 16.8 26.0 
5000 and over 1.8 10.9 17.5 

ALLUVD.S 16.1 21.5 22.0 

• Based on data from the North Central region only. 

7 Persons 
or More 

2.2 
16.1 
16 • .5 
20.8 
2!.6 
30.1 

28.8 
26.5 
19.8 

19.5 
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TABLE A-14 
' 

Percentage Distribution of All Changes in Instalment 
Debt and of Increases and Decreases in Such Debt for 
Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, by Commodity• 

ALL 
INSTALMENT INCREASES 

COMMODITY DEBT CHANGES IN DEBT 

Automobiles 20.0 22.5 
Furniture lH.4 27.0 
Electric refrigerators 15.4 14.5 
Radios 8.2 9.4 
Other electric equipment 15.2 15.9 
Miscellaneous 9.8 10.7 

ALL COMMODITIES 100.0 100.0 

Estimated number of 
debt changes 
(in thousands of units) S,799 2,618 

DECREASES 
IN DEBT 

14.6 
41.2 
17.4 
5.8 

13.5 
7.5 

100.0 

1,181 

a Based on data from metropolises and large and middle-sized cities exclu­
sively: the estimates of all debt changes do not cover changes for families living 
in small cities, villages and farms. 
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TABLE A·15 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross 
Decrease and Net Increase in Instalment Debt for 
Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, by Commodity • 

CROSS CROSS 
COMMODITY INCilEAS&' DECREASE• 

Automobiles 50.5 36.7 
Furniture 17.8 37.1 
I'Jectric refrigerators 14.6 U.2 

·:Radios 5.4 ·2.1 
Other electric equipment 7.8 6.5 
Miscellaneous 5.9 4.6 

ALL COMMODITIU 100.0 100.0 

NET 
INCJlLUEd 

58.9 
6.2 

15.4 
4.1 
8.7 
6.7 

100.0 

• Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-sized cities. 
'Gross lnaease equals the sum of the increases in instalment debt for each 
commodity for families having a net increase in such debt. 
• Gross deaease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment debt for each 
commodity for families decreasing such debt. 
d Net inaease equals the gross inaease for each commodity minus the gros" 
deaease. 
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TABLE A-16 ! 
i 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a ~etChange 
in Instalment Debt, 1935-36, for Six Types 
of Commodity, by Income Level • 

ELECTRIC OTHER 
''AUTO· FURNI· REFRIGER- ELECTiliC MISCEL· 

INCOME LEVEL MOBILES TUitE A TORS RADIOS EQUIPMENT LANEOUS ' 

Under $500 .3 11.1 .6 2.2 2.0 2.3 
500- 750 1.3 13.1 1.0- 5.4 2.7 4.6 
750-1000 3.4 15.6 4.0 3.7 5.1 3.9 

1000-1250 4.8 13.7 6.1 4.6 6.8 4.8 
1250-1500 6.1 13.5 6.3 3.3 7.2 4.1 
1500-1750 7.8 15.1 8.9 3.5 6.4 2.9 
1750 -2000 10.1 11.9 9.6 3.6 7.6 4.7 

2000-2500 12.5 10.9 8.6 2.5 6.5 3.6 
2500-3000 14.5 11.2 7.1 1.6 8.2 2.9 

lW00-4000 12.6 8.0 5.7 1.4 4.9 3.1 
4000-5000 11.4 6.0 4.6 .9 4.2 3.3 
5000 and over 9.2 2.3 .9 .3 1.9 1.6 

ALL LEVElS 7.5 11.8 ·5.9 5.1 5.8 5.7 

• Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-sized cities. 
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TABLE A·l7 0 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Having a 
Net Change in Instalment Debt for Six Types of 
Commodity, and of All Non-Relief Families, 

· 1935-36, Cumulated by Income Level• 

~ "' 
OTHE& ALL 

ELECTIUC u.E.CTRIC NON·JLU..IU 
INCOME LEVEL AUTOMOBILES FUilNITUllE llUiliGERA TOILS aAOIOS l.QUIPMENT MISCELLAN!.OUS JAMWEJ 

Under$500 .2 5.9 .5 4.3 2.2 3.9 6.2 
500- 750 1.5 14.1 1.8 17.2 5.7 13.2 U.6 
750-1000 6.3 28.3 9.2 50.0 15.3 . 24.6 24.4 

1000-1250 14.2 42.6 22.2 48.3 29.9 40.7 56.7 
1250-1500 25.1 55.1 34.1 60.0 45.7 52.9 47.7 
1500-1750 35.6 66.5 49.6 71.4 55.0 60.9 57.8 
1750-2000 45.8 75.5 64.6 82.0 67.1 72.6 66.9 

2000-2500 66.1 86.9 82.5 92.1 80.9 84.7 79.1 
2500-3000 79.6 93.6 91.1 95.7 91.0 90.3 86.1 

> 
3000-4000 90.6' 97.9 97.5 98.8 96.7 . 95.8 92.7 ~ 

4000-5000 94.1 99.1 99.5 99.5 98.4 97.9 95.1 ~ 
tal 

5000 and over 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 z 
a -a Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-sized cities. >< 
> 
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TABLE A-18 

Percentage Distribution of the Net increase in Instalment 
Debt for Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, for Six Types · 
of Commodity, by Income Level a 

ELECTIUC OTHER 
AUTO- FURNI- llEFIUGER.- ELECTIUC MISCEL-

INCOME LEVEL MOBILES TUllE A TORS :RADIOS EQUIPMENT LAN EO US 

Under $500 .1 7.1 .5 5.1 .I 2.0 
500-1000 2.5 16.4 II. I 22.4 15.1 14.5 

1000-1500 13.4 89.5 29.2 88.2 26.2 20.9 
1500-2000 26.9 88.0 80.5 ' 17.5 24.7 18.9 
2000-2500 20.7 6.5 18.1 9.6 17.5 18.5 
2500-8000 12.7 1.2 5.5 6.0 8.0 8.8 

8000-4000 9.9 1.2 4.6 5.4 7.1 11.2 
4000-5000 8.6 b 0 .2 1.0 4.7 
5000 and over 10.2 b .8 .6 ,8 .5 

ALL LEVELS 100.0 IOO.Ob 100.0 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

a Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-sized cities. Net 
increase in debt equals gross increase minus gross decrease .. 

b The total is actually 109.9 percent because there was a net decrease in debt 
in the income level $4000-5000 of 8.8 percent and in the level of $5000 and 
over of 6.1 percent. 

aThe total is actually 100.3 percent because of the net decrease in debt of 
.8 percent in the income level $4000-5000. 
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TABLE A·19 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Increasing Instalment Debt and Percent Decreasing 
Such Debt, 1935-36, for Six Types of Commodity, by Income Level• 

BLBCTBIO OTBEB IU.ECTBIC 
AU'l'OXOBJLBS J'UBNlTUQ BI!J'BIGI:UTOU UJ)lOIJ IIQUlPXBN'r Xl8CIILLAN"80U8 

FamUi~ Famili~ FamWN Families Families Families 
In- De- b- De- In- De- In- De- I a- De- I a- De-

ereaainc ereaains ereaainc ereaainc ereaalnc ereaainc ereaainc ereaaiq ereuinc ereuinc ereuina ereuina 
INOOXBLBVBL Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt. Debt. Debt. Debt 

Under $500 .3 .o 7.5 5.6 .4 .2 2.0 .2 1.3 .• 7 2.1 .2 
500-1000 2.1 .5 8.1 6.4 2.0 .8 5.7 .8 5.5 .8 3.6 .6 

1000-1500 4.5 1.1 8.1 5.5 4.4 1.8 3.1 .9 5.2 1.9 5.2 I.S 
1500-2000 7.5 1.6 7.9 4.6 6.0 5.5 2.5 1.0 5.1 1.9 2.9 .8 
2000-2500 9.8 2.7 6.5 4.6 5.5 5.1 1.8 .7 4.7 1.8 2.6 1.0 
2500-5000 10.5 4.0 6.7 4.5 5.9 5.2 1.3 .s . 5.3 2.9 2.0 .9 

5000-4000 8.7 5.9 4.5 5.7 5.3 2.4 1.5 .I 5.4 1.5 1.8 J.S 
4000-5000 8.2 5.2 2.8 5.2 1.5 5.1 .7 .2 2.5 1.9 2.7 .6 
5000 and over "7.2 2.0 1.5 1.0 .5 .4 .s .o 1.2 .7 .9 .7 > .., 

5.8 1.7 7.0 4.8 5.8 2.1 2.4 .7 4.2 1.6 2.8 .9 
.., 

ALL LEVELS M 
z 

a Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-sized cities. = ->< 
> 
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TABLE A-20 o-j 

> 
Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Increasing Instalment Debt .... 

1:"' 
and of Non-Relief Families Decreasing Such Debt, 1935-$6, for Six ... 
Types of Commodity, by Income Level• z 

en 
o-j 

ELECTRIC OTREa ELECTaiC > 
AUTO.MOB.ILES FVRNITUBB BEFBIGEBATOBS RADIOS liQUlP.MBNT IIISCELLANBOUB 1:"' .. 

Families Families Families Families Families Families ~· 
I In- De- In- De- In- De- In- De- In- De- In- De- M 

creasing creasing creasing creasing creasing creasing creasing creasing creasing creasing creasing creasing z 
INCO.MB LEVEL Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt o-j 

~ 
Under $500 .3 .0 6.7 •• 7 .5 .5 5.1 1.9 1.9 2.8 4.7 1.5 M 
500-1000 6.2 6.0 21.1 24.5 9.5 7 .. 2 27.3 20.0 14.6 9.0 23.6 11.5 1:1:1 

1000-1500 17.3 14.8 26.9 26.7 27.2 20.6 29.7 31.1 29.0 27.1 26.9 33.2 
o-j 

1500-2000 23.9 18.4 21.7 18.4 30.5 30.6 20.0 29.0 23.7 22.8 20.1 18.1 
2000-2500 20.5 19.5 11.1 11.7 17.8 18.2 9.3 12.9 13.7 14.3 11.6 13.5 
2500-3000 12.7 16.5 6.7 6.6 7.3 11.0 3.7 3.1 9.0 12.8 5.1 7.2 

3000-4000 9.9 14.8 4.0 4.9 5.7 7.5 3.6 1.3 5.4 6.3 4.2 9.6 
4000-5000 3.2 4.3 .9 1.5 .9 3.5 .7 .7 1.3 2.8 2.2 1.6 
5000 and over 6.0 5.7 .9 1.0 .6 .9 .6 .0 1.4 2.1 1.6 3.8 

AU. LEVELS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-sized cities. 
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TABLE A·21 ~ 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase and Gross Decrease in Instalment Debt for 
Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, for Six Types of Commodity, by Income Level• 

BI.JIC'l'BIO OTBD D.IIC'!'IUG 
AU'l'OliOBILBII FUBNITUB8 I.BnUGUA '1'088 aAIII08 SQUD'MBKT IIUCBI.LAJIIIOUB 

Gl'OIIa Grou Grou GI'OIIa Grou Grou Groea Groea Grou Groea Groea Groea 
ln- De- ln- De- ln· De- ln• De- ln. De- ln. De-

INOOM8 LBV11L creaae Cl'ftlle creue creaae creaae creaae creue creaae creaae creaae creue creue 

Under $500 b .o 3.9 3.0 .4 .2 4.1 .5 .5 1.5 1.5 .I 
500-1000 2.7 3.1 16.4 16.4 9.0 4.7 20.0 11.9 12.6 6.7 11.3 3.4 

1000-1500 11.8 7.7 25.4 21.6 25.5 18.6 31.8 27.3 25.2 22.8 22.7 27.4 
1500-2000 25.8 15.4 25.5 19.2 50.4 30.5 21.5 35.1 24.7 24.9 19.4 20.5 
2000-2500 21.0 21.9 U.1 15.0 18.7 20.0 11.9 19.7 17.1 16.1 18.0 16.9 
2500-3000 14.1 18.1 9.4 11.7 7.6 11.6 5.4 3.4 10.1 15.0 8.2 6.7 

3000-4000 12.2 18.0 6.1 7.3 6.2 9.2 4.4 .8. . 6.9 6.4 11.5 12.4 
4000-5000 4.8 7.9 1.0 2.3 1.5 4.3 .5 1.3 1.6 3.0 4.2 2.8 
5000 and over 9.6 7.9 1.4 3.5 .9 .9 .4 .o 1.5 3.6 3.2 9.8 

AU.LEVEU lOO.O 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ·1oo.o 100.0 100.0 > ., ., 
• Based on data from metropolises. large cities and middle-sized cities. Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instal- llf 
ment debt for families having a net increase in such debt. Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment z 
debt for families having a net decrease in such debt. a -bLess than .05 percent. X 

> 
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TABLE A-22 
'":I 
> ... 

Average Increase in Instalment Debt of Non-Relief Families Increasing Such Debt t"' 

and Average Decrease in Instalment Debt of Non-Relief Families Decreasing ... 
Such Debt, 1935-36, for Six Types of Commodity, by Income Level• z 

C/) 

'":I 
ELECTRIC OTHER ELECTRIC > 

AUTOMOBILES FURNITURE REFRIGERATORS RADIOS EQUIPMENT MISCELLA NBOUS t"' 

Average Average Average Average Average Average Average Average Average Average A ve~age Average 
:::· 

In- De- In- De- In- De- In- De- In- De- In- De- ~ 

INCOMB LBVEL crease crease crease crease crease crease crease crease crease crease crease crease z 
'":I 

Under$500 $ 83 $ 44 $ 56 $ 87 $37 $33 $10 $16 $23 $ 20 $ 5 t=' 

500-1000 111 $129 59 58 109 47 30 21 48 33 43 17 ~ 

= 1000-1500 177 125 72 70 109 65 44 30 49 37 54 48 '":I 
1500-2000 257 202 81 90 115 72 44 42 59 48 61 65 
2000-2500 265 271 91 111 122 79 53 53 70 50 98 73 
2500-8000 288 263 106 153 120 76 59 88 63 52 103 55 

8000-4000 320 294 115 128 126 89 50 21 72 45 171 75 
4000-5000 382 439 82 131 158 89 29 64 71 48 118 106 
5000 and over 416 335 118 298 156 72 30 58 75 129 149 

ALL LEVELS $259 $242 $ 76 $ 86 $115 $73 $41 $35 $56 $44 $ 66 $58 

• Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-s!zed cities. 
... ..... 
~ 
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TA..BLE A-23 

· Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in 
Instalment Debt, 1935-36, in Six Types of 
Community,• by Income Level 

ALL NON• 
FADI ALL 

MmDL&• COM• COM• 
INCOM& METROP. LARGJ: SIZED SMALL VIL• MUNI· MUNI• 
L&VU. OUSEJ emu emu CITUS LAGU nu FARMS nu 

Under $500 5.1 20.5 12.9 17.5 ILS 14.5 8.2 11.9 
500-1000 11.7 50.2 25.6 26.9 22.0 24.5 9.9 19.2 

1000-1500 20.2 54.5 52.2 55.8 26.1 50.5 12.5 26.1 
1500-2000 22.6 59.5 57.1 57.4 51.0 55.8 U.9 50.2 
2000-2500 21.2 59.5 55.7 55.9 50.1 52.5 17.0 50.2 
2500-5000 25.5 59.4 50.1 51.6 26.2 51.1 17.9 29.5 

5000-4000 22.0 52.0 25.4 21.6 21.6 25.4 U.4 25.8 
4000-5000 16.2 25.6 24.9 20.1 25.6 22.5 15.1 21.5 
5000 and ova U .5 14.0 14.1 16.2 17.9 14.7 17.5 15.0 

ALL LEVELl 18.6 55.6 28.5 50.5 24.0 27.5 11.5 25.6 

• Metropolises, 1,500,000 gopulation and ova: large dties, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities. 25,00 to 100,000: small cities, 2,500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than ·2,500. 



RETAIL INSTALMENT DEBT 147 
TABLE A-24 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Having 
a Net Change, Net Increase or Net Decrease in · . 
Instalment Debt, and of All Non-Relief Families,· 
1935-36, by Type of Community • 

NON-RELIEF FAMILIES HAVING 

TYPE OF Net Net ·Net 
COMMUNITY Change Increase Decrease 

Metropolises 8.9 8.8 9.1 .. 
Large cities 26.7 26.5 '26.9 
Middle-sized cities 12.5 12.4 12.9 
Small cities 21.1 21.2 21.0 

~ 

Villages 18 .. 7 19.0 18.1 
Farms 12.1 12.1 12.0 

ALL COMMUNmES 100.0 100.0 100.0 

ALI. 
NON-RELIEF 

FAMILIES b 

11.3 
18.7 
10~4 
16:4 
18.4 
24.8 

100.0 

• Metropolises, 1,500,000 population and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than 2,500. ' · · · · 

b National Resources Committee, Consumef' Incomes in the United States' 
(1938) Table 25B, p. 101. 
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TABLE A-25 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Instalment Debt for Non-Relief 
Families, and of the Aggregate Income of All Non-Relief 
Families, 1935-36, by Type of Community • 

TYPI\0. caoss caoss NET ACGUCATI\ 

COMM'UNITY INCilEASE1» DECUASEI JNCUAS&d INCOME• 

Metropolises 8.6 9.8 7.9 17.1 
Large cities 26.7 24.0 28.1 22.9 
Middle-sized cities 11.0 11.2 10.9 10.7 
Small cities 19.6 19.2 19.8 15.2 
Villages 17.5 19.5 16.6 16.6 
Farms 16.6 16.5 16.7 17.5 

ALL COMM'UNITIES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• Metropolises. 1,500,000 population and over: large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities. 2.500 to 25,000; villages. less 
than 2.500. 
• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment debt for families 
having a net increase in such. debt. 
• Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment debt for families 
having a net decrease in such debt. 
d Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
• National Resources Committee, Consumer lncome1 in the United State• 
(1938) Table 7. p. 23. 
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TABLE A-26 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change, 
Net Increase or Net Decrease in Instalment Debt, 
1935-36, by Type of Community• 

TYPE OF NET NET 
COMMUNITY CHANGE INCREASE 

Metropolises 18.6 12.9 
Large cities U.6 23.5 
Middle-sized cities 28.3 19.6 
Small cities 30.5 21.5 
Villages 24.0 ' 17.1 
Farms 11.5 8.1 -

ALL COMMUNITIES 23.6 16.6 

149 

NET 
DECREASE 

5.7 
10.1 
8.7 
9.0 
6.9 
3.4 

7.0. 

• Metropolises, 1,500,000 population and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than 2,500. . . . 
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TABLE A-27 

Avera~e Increase in Instalment Debt of Non-Relief 
Famihes Inaeasin~ Such Debt, 19~5-S6, in Six 
Types of Commumty, • by Income Level 

ALL NON• 
J'AllM ALL 

MmDU• COM• COM• 
INCOMI! METROP- LAJtGI! SIZED SMALL VIL• MlJNI• MlJNI• 
uvu. ousu CITIES CITIES CITIES LACES TID J'AilMS TIES 

Under $500 $106 $49 $21 $ !2 $66 $ 47 $1!1 $ 72 
500-1000 118 77 64 91 ·85 8S 150 95 

1000-1500 82 116 99 119 127 114 246 128 
1500-2000 106 164 165 178 178 165 214 167 

"'2000-2500 I! I 199 198 200 208 192 2~2 195 
2500-!000 22!S 187 266 219 184 208 292 216 

!000-4000 225 235 195 208 197 217 4~6 254 
4000-5000 207 282 !22 276 !16 282 501 284 
5000 and over !98 !54 !19 269 209 !24 476 !56 

AIL LEVELS $147 $152 $1M $139 $159 $145 $207 $151 

• Metropolises, 1,500,000 population and over: large dties, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized dtics, 25,000 to 100,000; small dties, 2.500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than ·2,500 • . 
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TABLE A-28 

Average Decrease in Instalment Debt of Non-Relief 
Families Decreasing Such Debt, 1935-36, in Six Types 
of Community,• by Income Level 

ALL NON-
FAJlM ALL 

MIDDLE- COM• COM-, 
INCOME METROP- LARGE SIZED SMALL VIL- MUNI-. MUNI-
LEVEL OUSES CITIES CITIES CITIES 'LACES TIES FARMS TIES 

Under $500 $92 $ 38 $24 $ 17 $so $ 31 $59 $ 38 
500-1000 90 50 48 53 55 55 71 57 

1000-1500 61 81 68 82 98 81 157 90 
1500-2000 88 101 117 123 156 118 228 128 
2000-2500 122 143 146 151 180 150 238 157' 
2500-3000 191 169 157 217 231 188 224 190 

8000-4000 180 185 188 228 240 201 . 388 215 
4000-5000 300 186 300 294 302 262 159 252 
5000 and over 580 322 313 389 288 376 532 411 

ALL LEVELS $130 $109 $105 $112 $130 $115 $168 $123 

• Metropolises, 1.500.000 population and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1.500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000: small cities, 2.500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than 2.500. • · 
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TABLE A·29 

P~rcent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change .in 
Instalment Debt.1935-36, for Six Tn;:s of Commodity, 
by Type of Community • in the Nor Central Region 

EI.EC'nlC OTHD 
TTP& OJ' A\JTOo , J'lJRNI• u:FJUCU• ll.EC'nlC MI!CEL• 

OOMIIIUNJTY MOBILES l'UU A TORS llADIOS EQUIPMENT LAN EO US 

Metropolises 3.8 7.6 5.0 1.8 5.0 5.8 
Largedties 8.4 12.8 5.6 2.9 6.4 5.8 
Middle-sized 

dties 6.5 7.4 5.0 1.7 5.1 2.9 
. Small dties 8.1 9.5 5.9 2.6 6.6 5.1 
. Villages 6.8 5.0 2.2 1.2 5.7 4.7 
'Farms 5.7 .6 .I .9 .2 3.4 

• Metropolises. 1,500,000 population and over: large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000: 
middle-sized dties, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than 2,500. 



TABLE A-30 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Having a Net 
Change in Instalment Debt for Six Types of Commodity, and of 
All Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, by Type of Community a 

in the North Central Region 

NON·IlWEF FAMILIES HAVING A NET CHANCE IN DEBT FOR 

Other 
TYPE OF Electric Electric 

COMMUNITY Automobiles Furniture Refrigeraton Radios Equipment 

Metropolises 15.6 25.2 19.4 22.0 16.9 
Large cities 22.1 81.4 26.7 26.2 26.7 
Middle-sized cities 11.5 12.2 16.0 10.8 14.8 
Small cities 21.1 25.0 27.9 25.8 27.2 
Villages 16.5 6.7 9.5 9.8 14.0 
Farms 15.4 1.5 ' .5 8.4 .9 

ALL COMMUNITIES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0. 100.0 

Miscellaneous 

25.7 
17.5 
9.0 

14.1 
19.6 
16.1 

100.0 

a Metropolises, 1,500,000 !copulation and over: large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; middle-sized cities, 25,000 
small cities, 2,500 to 25,0 0; villages, less than 2,500. 
b National Resources Committee, Consumer Incomes in the United States (1938) Table 2!SB, p. 101. 

ALL 
NON·RELIEF 

FAMILIES b 

22.8 
16.8 
11.5 
16.6 
15.5 
17.2 

100.0 

to 100,000; 
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TABU A-51 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in 
Instalment Debt, 1935-36, in Five Regions,• 
by Income Level ' 

INCOME NEW NORTH MOUNTAIN 
LEVU. ENGLAND CENTLU. SOUTH AND PLAIN PACIFIC 

Under $500 10.7 7.6 u.s u.o 1!.0 
500-1000 24.7 16.5 20.6 18.4 25.2 

1000-1500 27.5 22.3 52.1 26 .• 2 5!.6 
1500-2000 27 .I 25.4 57.6 54.8 42.1 
2000-2500 24.3 22.5 41.0 52.7 40.! 
2500-5000 22.7 24.4 !8.8 5!.0 57.4 

. 5000-4000 15.7 20.6 29.0 29.5 29.7 
4000-5000 12.8 18.7 28.8 23.6 2!.7 
5000 and over 14.8 11.6 22.4 13.5 16.2 

ALL LEVELS 24.3 20.! 25.9 24.6 52.6 

ALL 
REGIONS 

11.9 
19.2 
26.1 
50.2 
50.2 
29.3 

2!.8 
21.5 
15.0 

2!.6 

• New England: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode 
Island, Vermont. 

North Central: Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin. 

South: Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida. Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana. 
Maryland, Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South carolina, Tennessee. 

·Texas, Virginia, West Virginia. 
Mountain and Plain: Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska. 

Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming. 

Pacific: California, Oregon, Washington. 
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.. 
TABLE A-52 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Having 
a Net Change, Net Increase or Net Decrease in , , 
Instalment Debt, and of All Non-Relief Families, 
1935-36, by Region • 

NON·llELIEF FAMILIES HAVING 

Net . Net Net 
REGION Change Increase Decrease 

New England 6.7 6.8 6.7 r 

North Central 42.9 45.6 41.1 
South I 55.7 !12.7 86.!1 

. \ ., 
Mountain and Plain 6.4 6.5 6.4 
Pacific 10.5 10.6 9.5 

ALL !lEGIONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 

a For basis of regional classifi~tion, see Table A-31. 
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ALL 
NON·llELIEF 
FAMIUESb 

6.5 
49.5 
30.5' I 

6.1 
' 7.4 •• 

......... 
100.0 

b National Resources Committee,· Consumer Incomes in the United ·states 
(1938) Table 25B, p. 101. . t · ' 
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TABLE A-SS 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase. Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Instalment Debt for Non-Relief 
Families. and of the Aggregate Income of All Non-Relief 
Families. 1935-36. by Region • 

CROSS CROSS NET AGGREGATE 
UGIOI'f INCRLUJ.b DECREASZ• INCRLUJ.d INCOM&• 

New England 5.9 5.4 6.2 7.! 
North Central 45.5 42.1 47.! 54.9 
South 28.8 34.9 25.5 24.6 

· Mountain and Plain 7.! 7.6 7.2 5.2 

' 

Pacific 12.5 10.0 15.8 8.0 

ALLUGIONI 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• For basis of regional classification, see Table A-31. 
'Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment debt for families 
having a net increase in such debt. 
• Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment debt for families 

. having a net decrease in such debt. 
• Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
• Computed from National Resources Committee, Consume1' lncome1 In the 
Unite_il State1 (1938) Tables 6 and 24B. 
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TABLE A-54 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Instalment Debt, 1935-36, in Large Cities • of 
Five Regions, b by Income Level 

NEW NORTH MOUNTAIN 

INCOME LEVEL ENGLAND CENTRAL SOUTH AND PLAIN 

Under $500 19.2 14.1 24.0 15.0. 
500-1000 26.7 26.8 88.6 26.7 

1000-1500 18.8 50.2 58.5 41.7 
1500-2000 24.1 88.1 56.5 47.8 
2000-2500 20.8 55.4 50.5 40.8 
2500-5000 22.8 84.9 52.9 45.9 

8000-4000 16.6 82.5 85.5 88.8 
4000-5000 9.8 24.8 80.2 28.9 
5000 and over 15.1 12.6 29.0 -16.1 • 

ALLLEVEI.S 21.4 29.8 44.1 87.5 

•100,000 to 1,500,000 population. 

b For basis of regional classification, see Table A-81. 
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PACIFIC 

20.5 
25.1 
M.5 

,44.7 
· ... 48.8 '! 

59.7 
• 28.5 .• 

22.6 
19.6 ..... 
84~7 
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TABLE A-35 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Instalment Debt. 1935-36, in Middle-Sized Cities • 
of Five Regions.• by Income Level 

NEW NORTH MOUNTAIN 
INCOM&UVU. ENGLAND CENTRAL lOUTH AND PLAIN PACifiC 

Under $500 . 2.6 7.6 17.6 9.8 u.s 
500-1000 30.1 . 17.4 29.7 25.2 58.2 

1000-1500 58.8 25.1 45.1 47.8 40.9 
1500-2000 33.0 29.3 44.5 48.9 56.0 

. 2000- 2500 . 54.1 25.1 48.3. 49.9 46.2 
2500-5000 27.5 19.3 45.2 55.8 55.5 

# 

5000-4000 21.3 15.1 58.2 . 57.8 57.2 
4000-5000 25.8 8.0 42.9 41.1 28.1 
5000 and over . 26.6 7.0 18.3 20.7 9.9 

ALLUVELI 51.8 21.6 55.5 42.5 42.1 

• 25.000 to 100.000 population. 
'For basis of regional da!lllification. see Table A-51. 
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TABLE A-.36 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Instalment Debt, 1935-36, in Small Cities • of . 
Five Regions,b by Income Level 

NEW NORTH MOUNTAIN 
INCOME LEVEL ENGLAND CENTRAL SOUTH AND PLAIN . PACIFIC 

Under $500 4.8 7.4 24.1 24.1. 12.9 
500-,-1000 27.9 17.4 40.9 .3.3.8 .31.8 

1000-1500 .30.7 29.2 52.7 .36.8 40.2 
1500-2000 28.9 88.2 45.8 43.7 46.7 
2000-2500 26.5 26.2 44.6 .39;5 50.0 • 
2500-8000 ' 21.0 27.5 85.8 47.0 36.8 

.3000-4000 14.2 16.0 22.5 .36.4 .39.5 
4000-5000 12.4· 28.9 21.6 85.5 43.2 
5000 and over 12.4 7.1 18.2 '82.8 26.8 

ALL LEVELS 26.2 22.7 . 89.4 87.8 39~8 

a 2,500 to 25,000 population. 

b For basis of regional classification, see Table A-31. 
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TABU A-!7 

APPENDIX A 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Instalment Debt, 1935-36, in Villages • of 
Five Regions,• by Income Level 

NJ:W NORTH MOUNTAIN 
JNCOMJ: LJ:VEL J:NCLAND CJ:NTilAL SOUTH AND PLAIN 

Under $500 5.1 6.0 15.0 17.7 
500-1000 10.8 18.4 27.8 21.1 

1000-1500 26.9 20.2 !3.7 25.6 
1500-2000 27.0 22.5 !8.0 54.6 
2000-2500 18.4 20.! 40.6 ° 52.9 
2500-5000 21.5 14.4 57.! 20.! 

5000-4000 9.6 15.1 26.9 21.6 
4000-5000 7.7 14.! 52.5 8.! 
5000 and over 7.7 9.5 22.6 .7 

ALLLJ:VELI 20.2 18.1 29.! 25.1 

• Less than 2..500 population. 
• For basis of regional c:lassification, see Table A-51. 

PACIFIC 

!.6 
24.8 
54.9 
40.5 
50.1 
51.7 

28.2 
2!.5 
19.5 

50.6 
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TABLE A-38 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Instalment Debt, 1935-36, on Farms in · 
·Five Regions,•"by Income Level 

NEW NOR.TH MOUNTAIN· 
INCOME LEVEL ENGLA.ND CENTR.AL SOUTH AND PLAIN PACIFIC 

Under $500 7.7 9.3 7.4 11.2 6;5 
500-1000 18.6 10.9 8.9 9.5 II.7 

1000-1500 18.2 II.9 • 13.1 9.2 II.5 
1500-2000 17.5 13.1 15.5 9.8 13.9 
2000-2500 14.7 16.1 21 •. 3 8.1 16.9 
2500-3000 18.2 16.2 '21.8 5.6 22.9 

3000-4000 15.0 7.1 20.5 16.7 16.1 
4000-5000 12.5. 14.9 18.8 6.2 3.3 
5000 and over 10.4 22.1 21.4 5.5 4.2 

ALLLEVEU 17.0 12.2 10.9 9.9 12.1 

• For basis of regional classification, see Table· A-31 •. · 
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TABU A-39· 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change, 
Net Increase or Net Decrease in Instalment Debt, 
1935-36, by Region • · 

Nrr Nrr 
UCION CHANCE INCUAS& 

New England 24.5 17.2 
North Central 20.5 14.5 
South 25.9 17.6 
Mountain and Plain 24.6 17~2 
Pad fie !2.5 2!.6 

AU.UCIONS 23.5 16.6 

a For basis of regional classification. see Table A-51 •. 

N:IT 
D:ICUAS& 

7.1 
5.8 
8.5 
7.4 
9.0 

7.0 
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TABLE A-40 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net 
Change in Instalment Debt for Six Types 
of Commodity, 1935-36,• by Region b · 

ELECTIUC. OTHER 

AUTO- FUilNI- llEFiliGEJI.- ELECTIUC MISCEL-
llECION MOBILES TU..X .A TORS RADIOS EQUIPMENT LANEOUS 

New England 6.0 12.9 3.1 2.6 3.9 4.2 
North Central 5.9 9.2 4.3 . 2.2 4.5 3.6 
South 11.0 19.9 11.9 5.7 7.4 3.6 

. Mountain and 
Plain 15.2 14.6 5.6 3.5 9.6 5.8 

Pacific 11.0 12.5 7.8 4.9 11..2 3.4 

ALL llECIONS 7.5 11.8 5.9 3.1 5.8 3.7 

• Based on data from metropolises. large cities and middle-sizecJ cities. · 
b For basis of regional classification. see Table A-31. 



TABLE A·41 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in Instalment Debt 
for Six Types of Commodity, and of All Non-Relief Families, 1935-~6.• by Region' 

NON·U:UEF FAMWES HAVING A NET CHANG& IN DEBT FOil 

Other ALL 
Electric 

UCION Automobiles Furniture Refrigerators "Radios 

New England 6.8 9.2 4.4 7.0 
North Central 48.8 48.8 45.8 43.4 
South 24.9 28.6 34.5 31.4 
Mountain and Plain 5.6 3.4 2.7 3.1 
Pacific 15.9 10.0 12.6 15.1 

ALLUCIONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-sized cities. 
b For basis of regional· classification, see Table A-31. 

Electric NON·ULIEF 
Equipment Miscellaneous FAMWES • 

5.6 
49.5 
21.8 
4.6 

18.5 

100.0 

9.5 
60.9 
16.4 
4.3 
8.9 

100.0 

8.4 
62.2 
17.1 
2.8 
9.5 

100.0 

• National Resources Committee, Consumer Incomes in the United States (1938) Table 24B, p. 101. 
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TABLE A-42 

Percentage Distribution of the Net Increase in Instalment 
Debt for Non-Relief Families, 1935-36,• for Six 
Types of Commodity, by Region • 

ELEC'I'RIC. OTHEil 
AUTO- FUJlNI• REFJUGER· ELEC'I'RIC MISCEL-

REGION MOBILES TUitE ATOllS RADIOS EQUIPMENT LANEOUS 

New England 5.9 7.6 5.3 6.4 5.8 9.0 
North Central 54.5 25.3 55.0 53.2 45.9 68.5 
South 18.7 53.4 23.6 25.4 21.5 12.1 
Mountain and 

Plain 4.2 8.2 2.1 2.5 2.3 3.5 
Pacific 16.7 5.5 14.0 12.5 24.5 6.9 

AU. REGIONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-sized cities. 
b For basis of regional classification, see Table A-31. 



TABLE A-45 

Percentage Distribution of. Non-Relief Families Increasing Instalment Debt 
and of Non-Relief Families Decreasing Such Debt, 1935-36,• 
for Six Types of Commodity, by Region" 

BLECTIUO · OTBEa I!LI!CTalC 
AUTOKOBILBII J'UJUQTUU UFIUGB&A'IOB8 aAD108 IIQUII'KDft 

Famll•ee Famillee Fami1i• Families Fami1iee 
In· De- In- De- In· De- I a- De- In. De-

IOIICBII A KBOUB 

Fami1iee 
In- De-

creaain~r creasinc creaain~r creaainc creaainc creaain~r ereaainc creaainc creuinc ereaaln~r ereaainc ereuinc 
BBGION Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt 

New England 6.5 7.4 8.5 10.5 4.4 4.5 
North Central 50.5 45.9 48.1 49.1 49.2 59.1 
South 25.8 29.1 50.8 25.9 29.7 45.8 
Mountain and Plain 5.2 6.7 5.5 5.5 2.7 2.5 
Pacific 14.2 12.9 9.1 11.4 14.0 10.1 

ALL llECIONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

a Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-11ized ritif'll. 

b For regional classification, see Table A-51. 

Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt Debt 

6.9 7.2 5.9 5.5 10.4 6.7 
45.6 44.7 51.1 ·U.S 61.7 56.9 
52.4 27.0 20.6 25.9 17.5 15.6 
2.6 4.7 4.5 5.6 5.7 7.6 

14.5 16.4 18.1 19.9 6.7 15.2 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 



TABLE A-44 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase and Gross Decrease in Instalment Debt 
for Non-Relief Families, 1935-36,• for Six Types of Commodity, by Region b 

llLIICTRIO OTR ICB IILIICTRIO 
AUTOMOBILIII rUBNITUR8 B8P'RIOERA TORI BADJOI IIQUIP.IIIIINT Ml1CIILLAN801JI 

Groe1 Grou Grou Gro11 Gr011 Groaa Groa1 Grou Grou Groaa Groaa Groll 
In· D .. In· D .. In· De- In· De- In· D .. In· D .. 

BBOION creaae crease creue ereaee creue creue creaae creaae oreue creue creaee creue 

New England !5.9 !5.9 7.8 7.8 !5.2 !5.0 6.0 4.8 !5.9 6.1 8.0 !5.2 
North Central 51.7 44.5 !50.4 57.2 '!51.1 45.6 !50.7 42.7 45.5 45.1 65.9 !59.2 
South 21.8 50.0 27.7 20.7 29.0 59.5 27.6 54.5 20.9 19.5 15.2 15.8 
Mountain and Plain 5.2 7.7 4.4 5.4 2.5 2.5 5.0 4.7 5.8 7.1 4.5 7.2 
Pacific 15.4 12.1 9.7 10.9 12.4 9.4 12.7 15.5 25.9 22.4' 8.4 12.6 

ALL REClONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• Based on data from metropolises, large cities and middle-sized cities. Gross increase is the sum of the increases in instal­
ment debt for families having a net increase in such debt. Gross decrease is the sum of the decreases ln instalment debt 
for families having a net decrease in such debt, 
b For basis of regional classification, aee Table A-51. 
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APPENDIX B 

Tables on Cash Loan Debt 

For all tables in this section showing a 
breakdown by income level, each in· 
come level is inclusive of the lower 
limit and exclusive of the upper limit; 
for example, an income of exactly 
$1000 is included in the $1000·1250 
mcome group. 

AI~ tables, unless otherwise noted. have 
been computed from data on cash 
loan debt to banks, insurance com· 
panies _and small loan companies, o~ 
tained from the Study of Consumer 
Purchases. 
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Tables on Cash Loan Debt 

TABLE B-1 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Cash Loan Debt, and Percentage Distribution of 
These Families and of All Non-Relief Families, 
1935-36, by Income Level 

PERCENTAGED~~ON 
PDCENTOF 
NON-JlELIEF NOJt-Relief All Non-

FAMILIES HAVING Families Having Relief 
INCOME LEVEL A NET CHANGE a Net Change Families• 

Under $500 8.0 9.2 10.6 
500- 750 8.0 9.6 u.s 
750-1000 9.0 12.8 13.4 

1000-1250 8.6 12.1 13.2 
1250-1500 10.0 11.5 10.8 
1500-1750 10.8 10.4 9.1 
1750-2000 9.9 7.7 7.3 

2000-2500 10.6 10.7 9.5 
2500-3000 11.6 6.5 5.2 

3000-4000 9.5 4.8 4.8 
4000-5000 10.8 1.9 1.6 
5000 and over 8.4 2.8 3.2 

ALL LEVELS 9.4 100.0 100.0 

Estimated number of 
families (in thousands) 2,340 24.913 

a National Resources Committee. Consumer Incomes in the United State.s 
(1938) Table 8. p. 25. 
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TABU B-! 

APPENDIX B 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Cash Loan Debt for Non-Relief 
Families. and of the Aggregate Income of All 
Non-Relief Families, 19~5-ZS6, by Income Level 

CROSS CROSS NJ:T 
INCOMJ: UVJ:I. INCU:.UE• DECUASJ: ' JNCllEASit I 

. Under $500 12.1 1.1 19.5 
500- 750 ·10.1 2.5 15.4 
750-1000 10.7 7.7 12.7 

1000-1250 10.7 6.9 15.1 
1250-1500 8.2 7.5 8.7 
1500-1750 9.7 7.8 11.0 
1750-2000 .5.9 6.8 5.5 

2000-2500 9.9 12.8 7.9 
2500-5000 6.8 11.2 5.8 

5000-4000 5.9 U.6 .7 
4000-5000 5.5 5.6 1.8 
5000 and over 6.7 I6.7 • 

.ALLUVELI 100.0. 100.0 IOO.O• 

Estimated amount 

ACGRJ:CAU 
IN CO Mit d 

1.9 
4.0 
6.6 
8.5 
8.5 
8.2 
7.5 

11.8 
8.0 

9.0 
4.0 

22.4 

IOO.O 

(in millions) $478.5 $I95.8 $284.7 $44,559.9 

a Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in cash loan debt for families 
having a net increase in such debt. 

• Gross decrease equals the lium of the decreases in cash loan debt for families 
having a net decrease in such debt. 

• Net increase equals the gross increase minus the gross decrease. 

d Based on unpublished data obtained from the National Resources Com­
mittee on the distribution of aggregate income for non-relief families, 1935-56. 
• Total actually equals I 00 .I because there was a net decrease in cash loan 
debt in the income level of $5000 and over of .I percent •. 
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TABLE B-5 

Percent of Non-Relief, Non-Farm Families Having a 
Net Change in Cash Loan Debt and Percentage Distribution 
of These Families and of the Net·Increase in Cash Loan · 
Debt Attributable to Them, 1935-36, by Income Level 

PERCENTAGE DJSTJUBUTION 
PERCENT 

OJ! NON·JlELIEJ!. Non-Relief. 
NON·J!AJlM Non-Farm 

FAMILIES HAVING Families Having 
INCOME LEVEL A NET CHANCE a Net Change Nei:Inaease 

Under $500 4.5 4.6 5.4 
500- 750 5.8 6.7 8.2 
750-1000 7.2 11.5 . 8.6 

1000-1250 7.5 12.5 11.9 
1250-1500 8.6 12.1 . ··9.6 
1500-1750 9.5 11.7 12.0 
1750-2000 9.1 9.4 7.1 

2000-2500 9.2 12.6 14.8 
2500-5000 10.5 8.0 10.0 

3000-4000 8.2 5.7 5.1 
4000-5000 9.7 2~5. 5.2 
5000 and over 7.0 5.5 4.1 

ALL LEVELS 7.9 100.0 100.0 

Estimated amount 
(in millions) 1.5 $174.5 
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TA.BLEB-4 

APPENDIX B 

Ratio of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease and Net Increase 
in Cash Loan Debt for Non-Relief Families to Aggregate 
Income of Such Families, 1935-36, by Income Level 

CllOSS CllOSS 
INCOM&UVU. JNCJl.lASE& D.ECJll.ASJ:b 

Under $500 6.96 .27 
500- '750 2.'7S .24 
'750-1000 1.'75 .• 51 

. 1000-1250 1.40 .!6 
1250-1500 1.08 .40 
1500-1750 1.27 .42 
1750-2000 .84 .!9 

2000-2500 .90 .47 
2500-!000 .92 .62 

!000-4000 .71 .66 
4000-5000 .90 .61 
5000 and over .!2 .u 

ALL LEVELS 1.08 .44 

NET 
INCJll.ASEO 

6.69 
2.49 
1.24 
1.04 
.68 
.85 
.45 

.4S 

.so 

.05 

.29 

.01 

.64 

• Crass increase equals the sum of the increases in cash loan debt for families 
having a net increase in such debt. 
II Cross decrease equals the sum of the decreases In cash loan debt for families 
having a net decrease in such debt. 
• Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
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TABLE B-5 

Ratio of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease and Net Increase 
in Cash Loan Debt to Aggregate Income of Non-Relief 
Families Having a Net Change in Such Debt, 1935-36, 
by Income Level 

GROSS GROSS 
INCOME LEVEL INCREASE a DECREASEb 

Under $500 87.00 3.38 
500- 750 34.13 3.00 
750-1000 19.43 5.66 

1000-1250 16.24 4.18 
1250-1500 10.80 4.00 
1500-1750 11.81 3.91 
1750-2000 8.48 3.94 

2000-2500 8.46 . 4.42 
2500-3000 7.91 5.33 

3000-4000 7.46 6.93 
4000-5000 8.37 5.67 
5000 and over 3.81 3.93 

ALLLEVEU 11.45 4.66 

NET 
INCREASEO 

83.62 
31.13 
13.77 
12.06 
6.80 
7.90 
4.54 

4.04 
2.58 

.53 
2.70 

- .12 

6.79 

• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in cash loan debt for families 
having a net increase in such debt. . · 

b Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in cash loan debt for families 
having a net decrease in such debt. . . 

• Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 



1']8 

TABLE B-6 

APPENDIX B 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Increasing Cash Loan 
Debt. Percent Decreasing Such Debt and Percentage , . 
Distribution of Both Groups. 19g5-35, by Income Level 

INCOME LEVEL 

Under $500 
500- 750 
750-1000 

1000-1250 
1250-1500 
1500-1750. 
1750-2000 

2000-2500 
2500-!000 

!000-4000 
4000-5000 
5000 and over 

ALL UVE.I.S 

. Estimated number 
of families 
(in thousands) 

PDCZNTOJ' 
NON·U:UU J'AMIUU 

Increasing Decreasing 
Debt Debt 

7.!. .• 7 
6.8 1.2 
6.9 2.1 
6.2 2.4 
6.2 !.8 
6.7 4.1 
6.2 3.7 

6.3 4.3 
6.6 5.0 

5.0 4.5 
5.4 5.4 
3.1 5.3 

6.4 3.0 

PDCZNTAGK DISTIUBUTION 
OJ' NON·U:UEJ' J'AMIUES 

Increasing 
Debt 

Decreasing 
Debt 

12.2 2.7 
12.0 4.5 
14.5 9.4 
12.8 10.5 
10.5 15.6 
9.5 12.4 
7 .I 9.0 

9.4 15.6 
5.4 8.7 

3.7 7.1 
1.4 2.9 
1.5 5.6 

100.0 100.0 

1,591 749 

• This rather high figure reflects the extremely large percentages of families 
with incomes below $250 increasing cash loan debt in farm communities, espe· 
dal.ly in the Mountain and Plain (62.3), North Central (25.1) and Pacific (29.6) 
fegiODS. 
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TABLE B-7 

Average Increase in Cash Loan Debt of Non-Relief 
Families Increasing Such Debt, Average Decrease in 
Cash Loan Debt of Non-Relief Families Decreasing 

'Such Debt and Ratio of Average Increase and of Average 
Decrease to Average Income. 1935-36.-by Income Level 

JIATIOOF JIATIOOF 
AVEJlAGE _ - AVEJlAGE 
INCREASE DECREASE 

AVEJlAGE TOAVEJlAGE A VIllAGE TOAVEitAGE 

INCOME LEVEL INCREASE INCOME• DECREASE INCOME• 

Under $500 $ 298 95.5 $111 85.6 
500-1000 285 80.8 184 24.1 

1000-1500 245 19.9 155 12.6 
1500-2000 282 16.5 177 10.4 
2000-2500 316 14.2 243 10.9 
2500-8000 379 13.9 8M 12.3 

8000-4000 479 14.1. 494 14.6 
4000-5000 735 16.7 499 11.4 
5000 and over 1.307 15.2 772 9.0 

AU. LEVELS $ 801 18.5 $259 . 15.9. 

• The average income in each class was derived from unpublished data on 
ronsumer inromes.1935-36. obtained from the National Resources Committee. 
as folio'!': the aggregate inrome received by non-relief families was divided 
by the total number of such families in each mrome class. The average inrome 
for the $5000-and-over group represents the average for families trith incomes 
between $5000 and $20.000. 
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TABU B-8 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in 
Cash Loan Debt, 1935-36. in Six Types of 
Community.• by Income Level 

ALL NON• 
FADI ALL 

umou- COM• COM• 
IN COM& METRO I'- L\RC& SIZED SMALL VIL• MUNI~ MUNI• 

LEVU. OIJSES CITW CITIES CITIES LACES TIES FARMS TIES 

Under $500 3.1 3.8 4.0 4.8 4.7· 4.3 15.5 8.0 
500-1000 8.5 7.4 5.6 6.4 6.2 6.6 12.1 8.6 

1000-1500 9.0 8.2 6.0 7.9 8.0 7.9 15.7 9.2 
1500-2000 .9.3 10.4 6.5 9.4 9.8 9.4 15.2 10.4 
2000-2500 8.5 11.4 7.5 7.2 10.7 9.2 18.9 10.6 
2500-!000 10.0 9.8 7.7 10.6 15.7 10.5 18.6 11.6 

!000-4000 7.3 6.9 8.1 9.8 10.0 8.2 17.8 9.5 
4000-5000 9.0 5.5 - 7.2 10.2 19.5 9.7 18.8 10.8 
5000 and over 6.5 6.7 4.6 9.6 8.4 7.0 19.9 8.4 

ALL LEVELl 8.4 8.5 6.1 7.8 8.1 7.9 15.9 9.4 

• Metropolises. 1,500,000 Oapu1ation and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities. 25,00 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25.000; villages. Jess 
than 2.500. 
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TABLE B-9 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief ~amilies Having 
a Net Change, Net Increase or Net Decrease in Cash 
Loan Debt, and of All Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, 
by Type of Community a 

NON·JtEUEF FAMILIES HAVING 

TYPE OF Net Net Net 
COMMUNITY Change Increase Decrease 

Metropolises 10.1 11.3 7.5 
Large cities 17.0 18.0 14.9 
Middle-sized cities 6.8 7.8 4.8 
Small cities 13.6 U.6 U.6 
Villages 15.9 15.9 15.8 
Farms 36.6 33.4 43.4 

ALL COMMUNmES 100.0 100.0 100.0 

181 

ALL 
NON-RELIEF 
FAMILIESb 

u.s 
18.7 
10.4 
16.4 
18.4 
24.8 

100.0 . 

a Metropolises, 1,500,000 population and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than 2,500. 

b National Resources Committee, Consumer Incomes in the United States 
(1938) Table 25B, p. 101. 
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TABLE B-10 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Cash Loan Debt for Non-Relief 
Families, and of the Aggregate Income of All Non-Relief , 
Families, 1935-36, by Type of Community. • . 

TYP&OJ' CllOSS CllOSS NI.T ACCUCATB 
COMMUNITY INClli:AR. DECJlLUEI INCili.ASE d INCOME• 

Metropolises 7.7 4.6 9.7. 17.1 
Large cities 14.1 11.4 16.0 22.9 
Middle-sized cities 4.9 . 3.5 6.1 10.7 
Smalldties 9.9 12.1 8.4 l!S.2 
.Villages 18.6 14.6 21.3 16.6 
Farms 44.8 54.0 ss.s 17.5 

ALL COMMUNITIES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• Metropolises, 1.500,000 population and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1.,500,000: 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2.500 to 25,000: villages, less 
than 2,500. 
• Gross Increase equals the sum of the increases in cash loan debt for families 
having a net increase in such debt. 
1 Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases In cash loan debt for families 
having a net decrease in such debt. 
d Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
1 National Resources Committee, Consumn Incomes in the United State• 
(1938) Table 7, p. 23. 
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TABLE B-11 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Chang~ . 
Net Increase or Net Decrease in Cash Loan Debt, . 

·1935-36, by Type of Con,.munity• 

TYPE OF NET NET 
OOKMUNITY CRANCE • INCREASE 

Metropolises 8.4 6.4 
Largedties 8.5 6.1 
Middle-sized dties 6.1 4.7 
Smalldties 7.8 5.3 
Villages 8.1 5.5 
Farms 13.9 8.6 

AU. Q)KMVJifiTD!S 9.4 6.4 

NET 
DECREASE 

2.0 
2.4 
1.4 
2.5 
2.6 
5.3 

3.0 

• ~e~Iises •. ~.500.000 population and OVef! !arge dties. ~oo.ooo to 1.500.000: 
rmddle-sized aties, 25.000 tO 100.000: small attes. 2.500 to 25.000: villages. less 
than 2.500. . ' 
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TA.Bl.E B-12 

Average Increase in Cash Loan Debt of Non-Relief 
Families Increasing Such Debt, 1935-36, in Six 
Types of Community,• by Income Level 

ALL NON• 
r.uM ALL 

MIDDLI• COliC• COliC• 
JNCOIIC& 1\CETROP• LAJ.C& SIZED SMALL V1L• MtJNI• MtJNI• 
UVJ:L ousu CITIES CITIES CITIES LACES nES fARMS nES 

Under $500 $197 ' 155 $160 ' 67 ' 105 $ 118 $ 575 $ 298 
500-1000 182 175 112 152 166 160 521 255 

.1000-1500 uo 145 164 155 274 178 425 245 
1500-2000 201 179 151 187 529 214 570 282 
2000-2500 183 247 188 560 481 295 432 516 
2500-5000 249 286 461 525 536 550 648 579 

5000-4000 265 415 628 566 621 479 478 479 
4000-5000 419 599 582 526 1.525 745 659 755 
5000 and over 209 1.938 455 482 4,426 1.254 1,647 1,507 

ALL UVttS $205 ' 236 $192 $218 ' 552 $ 249 ' 405 $ 501 

• Metropolises, 1,500,000 population and over: large cities, 100,000 to 1.500,000; 
middle-sized dties. 25,000 to 100,000; small dties. 2,500 to 25,000: villages. less 
than 2.500. 
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TABLE B-IS 

Average Decrease in Cash Loan Debt of Non-Relief 
Families Decreasing Such Debt. 1935-36. in Six 
Types of Community.• by Income Levd 

AU. NON-
:FADI AU. 

KJilDUt- ODK- ODK-
IN COKE MEDOP. I..UGE SIZED SMAI.I. VJL- JIUNI- JIUNI-
LEYI1 QUSES aTIES aTIES aTIES lACES 'DES :FADlS 'DES 

Under $500 ' s ' 4 
$ISS $49 $102 ' 119 $111 

500-1000 s $65 67 Ml 5S 156 2M 18-1 
1000-1500 91 70 9S 98 . 150 106 206 155 
1500-2000 97 Ill 120 lSI 156 127 260 177 
2000-2500 ISS 151 102 212 272 18-1 sss 24S 
2500-SOOO 179 276 117 191 !21 2U 488 SM 

S000-4000 M2 265 M2 446 627 419 629 491 
4000-5000 270 SI6 Sll 4SS 396 366 793 499 
5000 and over 260 860 1M 624 610 625 1.109 7'12 

ALL I.EVD.S $158 $199 $174 $231 $239 $210 ' !22 $259 

• Metropolises.l.SOO.OOO population and over; large cities. 100.000 to 1.500.000: 
middle-sized cities. 25.000 to 100.000: small cities. 2.500 to 25.000; villages. less 
than 2,500. 



186 APPENDIX B 

TABLE B·lf 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in 
Cash Loan Debt. 1935-36. in Five Regions, • 
by Income Level 

NEW NOI.TH MOUNTAIN 

INCOME LEVU. .ENGLAND CENTI.AL SOUTH AND PLAIN PAClFIC 

Under $500 11.4 10.0 2.1 44.7 6.9 
500-1000 8.6 9.8 4.7 25.2 8.5 

1000-1500 7.6 10.1 6.2 17.0 7.8 
1500-2000 9.4 10.3 9.8 16.0 9.8 
2000-2500 7.0 9.8 12.5 . 12.8 U.l 
2500-3000 14.0 9.9 U.9 15.1 11.5 

3000-4000 6.6 8.4 10.4 14.6 12.6 
4000-5000 9.0 8.7 15.7· 11.8 11.9 
5000 and over 3.5 7 .I 12.2 10.3 11.9 

ALL L.EV.El.l 8.4 9.8 6.5 21.2 9.6 
'•' 

ALL 
I.ECIONS 

8.0 
8.6 
9.2 

10.4 
10.6 
11.6. 

9.5 
10.8 
8.4 

9.4 

• New England: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode 
Island, Vermont. 

North Central: Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, MichiF• Minnesota, Missouri, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Wisconsm. 

South: Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Texas, Virginia, West Virginia. 
· Mountain and Plain: Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming. 

Pacific: California, Oregon, Washington. 
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TABLE B-15 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Having 
a Net Change, Net Increase or Net Decrease in Cash 
Loan Debt, and of All Non-Relief Families, 
1935-36, by Region • 

NON-REL[f:F FAMILIES HAVING 

Net Net Net 
RECION Change Increase Decrease 

New England 5.8 6.0 5.4 
North Central 51.7 49.0 57.6 
South 21.2 21.6 20.S · 
Mountain and Plain U.7 15.5 9.9 
Pacific 7.6 7.9 6.8 

ALL ltECJONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 

a For regional classification, see Table B-14. 

ALL 
NON-RELIEF 
FAMILIES It 

. 6.5 
49.5 
!0.5 
6.1 
7.4 

100.0 

• National Resources Committee. Consumer' Incomes in the United States 
(1938) Table 25B, p. 101. 
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TABLE B-16 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Cash Loan Debt for Non-Relief 
Families, and of the Aggregate Income of All 
Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, by Region • 

Clt.OSS CROSS NET 
UCION INCUASE. DECJt.EASE • INCJt.EASE d 

New England 4.7 5.6 5.5 
North Central 45.8 55.1 59.4 
South 22.6 19.7 24.8 
Mountain and Plain 18.5 1!.8 21.7 
Pacific 8.4 7.8 8.8 

ALLUCIONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• For regional classification, see Table B-14. 

ACCJt.ECATE 
INCOME I 

7.5 
54.9 
24.8 
5.2 
8.0 

100.0 

• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in cash loan debt for families 
having a net increase in such debt. 
• Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in cash loan debt for families 
having a net decrease in such debt. 
4 Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
• Computed from National Resources Committee, Con$umn Incomt1 an the 
United State1 (1938) Tables 6 and 248. 
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TABLE B-17 
' Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change; 

Net Increase or Net Decrease in Cash Loan Debt, 
1935-36, by Region • · 

NET NET NET 
llECION CHANGE INCREASE. DECREASE 

New England 8.4 5.9 2.5 
North Central 9.8 6.5 5.5 
South 6.5 4.5 2.0 
Mountain and Plain 21.2 16.5 4.9 
Pacific 9.6 ' 6.8 2.8 

ALL llECIONS 9.4 6.4 5.0 

• For regional classification, see Table B-14. 
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Tables on Charge Account Debt. 

For all tables in this section showing a 
breakdown by income level, each in­
come level is inclusive of the lower 
limit and exclusive of the upper limit; 
for example, an income of exactly 
$1000 is included in the $1000-1250 
income group. 

All tables have been computed from 
data on charge account debt obtained 
from the Study of Consumer Pur .. 
chases, unless otherwise noted. 



List of Tables in Appendix C 

C-1 Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Charge Account Debt, and Percentage Distribution 
of These Families and of All Non-Relief Families, 
1935-36, by Income Level 195 

C-2 Percentage Distribution of Gross 1ncrease, Gross De­
crease and Net Increase in Charge Account Debt for 
Non-Relief Families, and of the Aggregate Income of 
All Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, by Income Level 196 

C-3 Ratio of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease and Net In­
crease in Charge Account Debt for Non-Relief Families 
to Aggregate Income of Such Families, 1935-36, by In-
come Level 197 

C-4 Ratio of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease and Net In­
crease in Charge Account Debt to Aggregate Income of 
Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in Such 
Debt, 1935-36, by Income Level 198 · 

C-5 Percent of Non-Relief Families Increasing Charge Ac­
count Debt, Percent Decreasing Such Debt and Per­
centage Distribution of Both Groups, 1935-36, by 
Income Level 199 

C-6 Average Increase in Charge Account Debt of Non-Relief 
Families Increasing Such Debt, Average Decrease in 
Charge Account Debt of Non-Relief Families Decreas­
ing Such Debt and Ratio of Average Increase and of 
Average Decrease. to Average Income, 1935-36, by 
Income Level 200 

C-7 Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change· 
in Charge Account Debt, 1935-36, in Six Types of 
Community, by Income Level 201 

193 



194 APPENDIX C 

C8 Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Hav­
ing a Net Change, Net Increase or Net Decrease in 
Charge Account Debt, and of All Non-Relief Families, 
1935-36, by Type of Community 202 

C9 Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross De­
crease and Net Increase in Charge Account Debt for 
Non-Relief Families, and of the Aggregate Income of 
All Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, by Type of Com-
munity 203 

CIO Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change, 
Net Increase or Net Decrease in Charge Account Debt, 
1935-36, by Type of Community 204 

Cll Average Increase in Charge Account Debt of Non­
Relief Families Increasing Such Debt, 1935-36, in Six 
Types of Community, by Income Level 205 

Cl2 Average Decrease in Charge Account Debt of Non· 
Relief Families Decreasing Such Debt, 1935-36, in Six 
Types of Community, by Income Level 206 

Cl3 ·Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Charge Account Debt, 1935-36, in Five Regions, by 
Income Level 207 

Cl4 Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Hav­
ing a Net Change, Net" Increase or Net Decrease in 
Charge Account Debt, and of All Non-Relief Families, 
1935-36, by Region 208 

CIS Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase,· Gross De- , 
crease and Net Increase in Charge Account .Debt for 
Non-Relief Families, and of the Aggregate Income of 
All Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, by Region 209 

C-16 Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change, 
Net Increase or Net Decrease in Charge Account Debt. 
1935-36, by Region 210 



Tables on Charge Account Debt 

TABLE C-1 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in 
Charge Account Debt, and Percentage Distribution of 
These Families and of All Non-Relief Families, 1935-36, 
by Income Level -

PERCENTACED~~ON 
PERCENT OF 
NON·R.EUEF Non-Relief All Non-

FAMILIES HAVING Families Haying Relief 
INCOME LEVEL A NET CHANCE a Net Change Families• 

Under $500 17.5 14.2 10.6 
500- 750 u.s U.7 11.3 
750-1000 12.6 15.4 13.4 

1000-1250 10.6 12.7 13.2 
1250-1500 10.2 10.0 10.8 
1500-1750 10.4 8.6 9.1 
1750-2000 9.6 6.4 7.3 

2000-2500 9.3 8.1 9.5 
2500-3000 9.3 4.4 5.2' 

S000-4000 7.9 3.4 4.8 . 
4000-5000 7.2 1.1 1.6 
6000 and over 6.7 2.0 3.2 

ALL LEVELS 11.3 100.0 100.0 

Estimated number of 
families (in thousands) 2,733 24,913 

• National Resources Committee, Consumer Incomes in the United States 
(1938) Table 8, p. 25. 
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TABLE C-2 

APPENDIX C 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase. Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Charge Account Debt for Non-Relief 
Families. and of the Aggregate Income of All Non­
Relief Families, 1935-36. by Income Level 

CROSS CROSS NET ACCUGAU 
INCOME U:VU. INCllEASE a DECllEASE Ia INCUASE• JNCOMEd 

Under $500 11.9 5.1 15.4 1.9 
500- 750 15.7 5.9 16.9 4.0 
750-1000 14.6 9.8 16.5 6.6 

1000-1250 11.5 12.5 11.2 8.5 
1250-1500 8.1 11.0 6.9 8.5 
1500-1750 7.8 15.1 5.6 8.2 
1750-2000 5.6 8.5 4.5 7.5 

2000-2500 8.7 10.4 8.0 11.8 
2500-5000 5.5 8.0 4.2 8.0 

5000-4000 4.0 8.8 2.1 9.0 
4000-5000 1.7 5.6 .9 4.0 
5000 and over 7.1 5.5 7.8 22.4 

ALLU:VELS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Estimated amount 
(in millions) $158.1 $45.8 $112.5 $44,559.9 

• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in charge account debt for 
families having a net increase in such debt. 
b Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in charge account debt fot 
families having a net decrease in such debt. 
• Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
4 Based on unpublished data obtained from the National Resources Committee 
on the distribution of aggregate income for non-relief families. 1955-56. 
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TABLECS 

Ratio of Gross Increase. Gross Decrease and Net Increase 
in Cha1ge Acoount Debt for Non-Relief Families to 
Aggregate Income of Such Families, 1935-36. by 
Inrome Level 

CIIOii5 CIIOii5 
INOOKE LE\'11 JNCREASE• ~· 
Under $500 2.26 .17 
500- 750 .1.22 .15 
750-1000 .79 .15 

1000-1250 .50 .16 
1250-1500 .35 .It 
1500-1750 .H .17 
1750-2000 .rl .12 

2000-2500 .26 .09-
2500-SOOO .24 .10 

S000-4000 .16 .10 
4000-5000 .15 .09 
5000 and eRa' .II .03 

AI.Lu:n:LS .35- .10 

197 

ra;r 
JNCREASE• 

2.09 
1.07 

.64 

.H 

.21 

.17 

.15 

.17 

.It 

.06 

.06 

.08 

.25 

• CI"'!!II inaease aJuals . the mm of the inaeases in charge acrount debt for 
families having a net inaease in such debt. · 

• Cross &ue2se aJuals the sum of the deueascs in charge aa:oont debt for 
families having a net deaease in such debt. . 

• Net increase aJuals gna inaease minus gna decrease 
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TABLE C-4 

APPENDIX C 

Ratio of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease and Net Increase 
in Charge Account Debt to Aggregate Income of Non­
Relief Families Having a Net Change in Such Debt, 
1935-36, by Income Level 

CROSS CROSS NET 
INCOMEUVU. INCllEASE a DECllEASE' INCllEASE• 

Under $500 12.88 .97 11.91 
500- 750 9.15 1.15 8.02 
750-1000 6.24 L19 5.05 

1000-1250 4.70 J-.50 3.20 
12.50-1500 3.45 1.57 2.06 
1500-1750 3.26 1.65 1.65 
1750-2000 . 2.81 1.25 1.56 

2000-2500 2.81 .97 1.84 
2500-5000 2.59 1.08 1.51 

. 5000-4000 2.05 1.27 .76. 
4000-5000 2.09 1.25 .84 
5000 and over 1.64 .45 1.19 

ALL LEVELl . 3.08 .88 2.20 

a Gross' increase equals the sum of the increases in charge account debt for 
.families having a net increase in such debt. 

111 Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in charge account debt for 
families having a net decrease in such debt. · 
• Net increase equals gross inqease minus gross decrease. 
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TABLE C-5 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Increasing Charge Account 
Debt, Percent Decreasing Such Debt and Percentage 
Distribution of Both Groups,l935-36, by Income Level ' 

PEilCENT OF NON-llEUEF. 
FAMILIES 

Increasing 
INCOME LEVEL Debt 

Decreasing 
Debt 

Under $500 16.3 1.2 
500- 750 11.7 1.6 
750-1000 10.3 2.3 

1000-1250 8.3 2.3 
1250-1500 7.7 2.5 
1500-1750 7.9 2.5 
1750-2000 7.2 2.4 

2000-2500 7.3 2.0 
2500-3000 7.2 2.1 

3000-4000 5.9 2.0 
4000-5000 5.1 2.1 
5000 and over 5.6 1.1 

AU.LEVEU 9.2 2.1 

Estimated number 
of families 
(in thousandS} 

PERCENTAGE DISTlltBUTION 
OF NON·llEUEF FAMILIES 

Increasing Decreasing 
Debt Debt · 

16.1 6.3 
14.9 8.8. 
15.5 15.0 
12.3 .. 14.7 
9.3 13.1 . 
8.0 ~Il.Q 

5.9 8.6 

7.8 9~3 
4.2 5.3 

3.1 4.6 
.9 1.6 

2.0 1.7 

100.0 100.0 

2.221 512 
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TABLE C-6 

APPENDIX C 

Average Increase in Charge Account Debt of Non-Relief 
Families Increasing Such Debt. Average Decrease in 
Charge Account Debt of Non-Relief Families Decreasing 
Such Debt and Ratio of Average Increase and of Average 
Decrease to Average Income, 1935-36, by Income Level 

RAnOOJ' RATIO OJ' 
AVERAGE AVERAGE 

INCilEASE TO DECllEASZ TO 
AVEllAGZ AVERAGE AVERAGE AVERAGE 

INCOME LEVU. INCllEAS& INCOME• DECllEASZ INCOME I 

Under $500 $ 5! 17.0 $ 45 14.4 
500-1000 66 8.7 59 7.7 

1000-1500 65 5.! 75 • 6.1 
1500-2000 68 4.0 99 5.8 
2000-2500 80 5.6 100 4.5 
2500- !1000 89 5.5 1!14 4.9 

5000-4000 91 2.7 170 5.0 
4000-5000 128 2.9 192 4.4 
5000 and over 254 !.0 290 !1.4 

.ALL LEVELS $ 71. 4.4 $ 89 5.5 

• The average income in each class was derived from unpublished data on 
consumer incomes. 1935-!16. obtained from the National Resources Committee. 
as follows: the aggregate income received by non-relief families was divided 
by the total number of such families in each income class. The average income 
for the $5000-and-over group represents the average for families with incomes 
between $5000 and $20.000. 
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TABLE C-7 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Charge Account Debt, 1935-36, in Six Types 
of Community,• by Income Level 

.. . 
'. ALL NON• 

FAJlM ALL 
MIDDLE· COM· COM• 

INCOME METKOP· LAitGE SIZED SMALL VIL• MUNI· MUNI·. 

LEVEL OUSES CITIES ClTIES ClTIES LAGES TIES FAJlMS TIES 

Under $500 6.3 12.4 13.4 19.5 20.4 16.6 18.9 17.5 
500-1000 3.2 11.7 9.8 14.9 16.4 12.8 13.2 12.9 

1000-1500 2.2 11.4 8.9 12.6 13.3 10.5. 10.0 10.4 
1500-2000 3.3 12.8 9.7 12.9 11.7 10.5 7.7 10.1 
2000-2500 2.8 13.7 7.7 10.5 11.4 9.7 6.3 9.3 
2500-3000 2.4 14.8 8.8 10.0 10.6 9.7 6.9 9.5 

3000-4000 2.6 11.9 8.1 8.4 6.5 7.9 7.7 7.9 
4000-5000 4.7 8.6 8.8 7.3 5.7 7.1 7.9 7.2 
5000 and over 4.6 10.0 5.2 6.5 6.8 7.0 5.1 6.7 

ALL LEVELS 3.1 12.2 9.4 13.1 13.9 11.1 12.0 .11.5 

• Metropolises, 1.500,000 population and over: large cities, 100,000 to 1.500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2.500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than 2.500. 
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TABLE. C-8 

APPENDIX C 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief Families Having 
fa Net Change. Net Increase or Net Decrease in Charge 
Account Debt. and of All Non-Relief Families. 
1935-36. by ~ype of Community • 

NON-U.UU J'AMILIU HAVING 

TYROl' Net Net Net 
COMMUNITY Change Increase Decrease · 

Metropolises 3.1 3.4 1.6 
Largedtics 20.2 20.7 18.0 
Middle-sized dtics 8.7 8.8 8.6 
Smalldtics 19.0 19.9 15.0 
Villages 22.7 22.8 22.2 
Farms· 26.5 24.4 54.6 

ALL COMMUNITIES 100.0 100.0 100.0 

ALL 
NON·U.UEJ' 
J'AMIUUb 

11.3 
18.7 

' 10.4 
16.4 
18.4 
24.8 

100.0 

• Metropolises, 1,500,000 population and over: large dties, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized dties, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25,000: villages, leu 
than 2.500. · · 

b National Resources Committee, Consumer Incomes in the United State~ 
(1938) Table 25B, p. 101. 
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TABLE C-9 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Charge Account Debt for Non-Relief 
Families, and of the Aggregate Income of All Non-Relief' 
Families, 1935-36, by Type of Community• 

TYPE OF CltOSS CJtOSS NET 
COMMUNITY INCREASE b DECREASE• INCREASEd 

Metropolises 3.0 1.3 3.6 
Large cities 20.7 15.2 23.0 
Middle-sized cities 8.5 9.6 8.1 
Small cities 18.8 14.7 . 20.4 
Villages 22.2 20.2 23.0 
Farms 26.8 !19.0 21.9 

ALL COMMUNITIES 100.0 100.0 100.0 

ACCJtECATE 
INCOME.• < 

17.1 
22.9 
10.7 
15.2 
16.6 
17.5 

100.0 

• Metropolises, 1,500,000 population and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than 2,500. 
b Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in charge account debli for 
families having a net increase in such debL 

e Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in charge account debt 
for families having a net decrease in such debt. · . · 

4 Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 

• National Resources Committee, Consumer Incomes in the United States 
(1938) Table 7, p. 23. 
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TABLE C-10 

APPENDIX C 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change, 
Net Increase or Net Decrease in Charge Account Debt, 
1935-36, by Type of Community• 

TYP&OJ' NET NET 
COMMUNITY CHANG& INCllEAS& 

Metropolises S.J 2.8 
Largedties 12.2 10.2 
Middle-sized dties 9.4 .7.7 
Small dties U.l 11.2 
Villages U.9 11.4 
Farms 12.0 9.1 

ALL COMMUNITIU II.! 9.2 

NET 
DECJtEASE 

.3 
2.0 
1.7 
1.9 
2.5 
2.9 

2.1 

• Metropolises. 1,500,000 population and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1.500,000: 
middle-sized dties. 2,500 to 100,000; small dties, 2.500 to 25,000: villages, Jess 
than 2,500. 
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TABLE C-11 

Average Increase in Charge Account Debt of Non-Relief 
Families Increasing Such Debt, 1935-36. in Six Types 
of Community. • by Income Level 

AU. NON-
FAUI AU. 

KIDDLE- COM- COM-
INCOME M.ETilOP- LAJlCE SIZED SMAIL vn.- JIUNI- JIUNI-

LEVEL OUSES UTIES UTIES UTIES LACES TID FAJtMS TID 

Under $500 $46 $40 '41 $62 $40 '47 $60 $ 5S 
500-1000 54 61 72 62 6S 6S 7S 66 

1000-1500 45 52 51 59 69 59- 89 65 
1500-2000 52 54 66 62 91 66 90 68 
2000-2500 81 58 80 85 96 76 121 80 
2500-SOOO 82 58 125 85 108 81 185 89 

S000-4000 55 70 122 124 78 86 1!2 91 
4000-5000 46 lSI Ill 147 126 114 278 128 
5000 and over 109 !7S 155 161 IM 252 276 254 

AU. LEVELS ' 61 $71 '69 '67 '69 $68 $77 $71 

• Mettopoliscs. 1.500.000 population and over; large cities. 100,000 to 1.500.000; 
middle-sized cities. 25.000 to 100,000; small cities. 2.500 to 25.000; villages.1ess 
than 2.500. 
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TABLE Cl2 

Avera~e Decrease in Charge Account Debt of Non-Relief 
Famibes Decreasing Such Debt, 1935-36, in Six 
Types of Community,• by Income Level 

ALL NON• 
I'AUC ALL 

MmDU• COM• COM• 
INCOM& MrrROP• LAilC& SIZED SMALL VIL• MUNI• MUNI• 

U:VD. OLISU CITU'.S anu CITIU LAGU TIU I' ARMS TIU 

Under $500 .. $29. $24 $25 $60 $ 45 
500-1000 $29 47 $ 38 46 42 75 59 

1000-1500 $20 38 102 65 58 59 lOS 75 
1500-2000 14 lOll lOS 85 99 95 117 99 
2000-2500 46 83 76 126 118 97 117 100 
2500-3000 49 94 22lJ 101 142 124 181 134 

3000-4000 242 97 101 161 299 150 255 170 
4000-5000 221 84 321 220 315 154 317 192 
5000 and over 99 112 234 200 478 277 357 290 

ALLUVEU $70 $ 75 $101 $ 88 $ 81 $ 85 $101 $ 89 

a Metropolises, 1,500,000 bapulation and over: large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,00 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25,000; villages, leu 
than 2,500. 
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TABLE C-13 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Chang~ in 
Charge Account Debt. 1935-36, in Five 
Regions, • by Income Level 

NEW ___ NOJriB MOUNTAIN 

L~COME LEVEL ENGLAND CEN11LU. SOUTH AND PLAIN PACIFIC 

Under· $500 1.1 12.8 19.9 23.4 19.9 
500-1000 9.8 9.5 15.6 19.3 17.9 

1000-1500 8.3 - 7.8 13.8 15.9 16.5 --
1500-2000 9.3 7.8 14:.2 13.6 12.1 
2000-2500 8.7 6.3 14.2 12.5 13.2 
2500-SOOO 8.4 6.3 15.4 12.8 11.5 

3000-4000 8.2 5.7 ·. 10.4 14.7 9.5 
4000-5000 3.6 5.4 9.3 13.4 8.0 
5000 and over 6.8 6.8 6.0 15.6 3.3 

ALL LEVELS 8.4 8.1 15.3 16.8 14.4 

ALL ___ 

JlF..GIONS 

17.5 
12.9 -
10.4 -
10.1 
9.3 
9.3 -

7.9 
7.2 

. 6.7 

11.3 

• New England: Connecticut, Maine. Massachusetts. New Hampshm; Rhode 
Island. VermonL · ' 

North Central: Dlinois. Indiana. Iowa. Michigan. P..linnesota. Missouri. New 
Jersey. New York. Ohio, Pennsylvania. Wisconsin. 

South: Alabama. Arkansas, Delaware. Florida. Georgia. Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maryland. Mississippi. North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee. 
Tens, Virginia. West Virginia. 

Mountain and Plain: Arizona. Colorado, Idaho, Kansas. Montana. Nebraska, 
Nevada. New Mexico, North Dakota. South Dakota. Utah, Wyoming. 

Pacific: California. Oregon. Washington. 
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TABLE Cit 

APPENDIX C 

Percentage nistribution of Non-Relief Families Having a 
Net Change. Net Increase or Net Decrease in Charge 
Account Debt. and of All Non-Relief Families. 
1935-36. by Region • 

NON·UUU I'AMILID HAVING 
ALL 

Net Net Net NON·UIJU' 
U:GION Change lnaease Deaease I'AMWES b 

New England 4.8 4.8 5.0 6.5 
North Central 35.4 34.9 38.1 49.5 
South 41.5 42.5 36.7 30.5 
Mountain and Plain 9.1 8.9 9.6 6.1 
Pacific 9.4 9.1 10.6 7.4 

ALLUGIONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• For regional classification, aee Table CIS. 
II National Resources Committee. Comumef' lncome1 in the United State1 
(1938) Table 25B. p. 101. 



CHARGE ACCOUNT DEBT 

TABLE C-15 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Charge Account Debt for Non-Relief 
Families, and of the Aggregate Income of All Non-Relief 
Families, 1935-36, by Region • 
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CROSS CROSS NET ACCR.EGATE 

REGION INCREASE b DECREASE o INCREASEd INCOME• 

New England 4.6 4.9. 4.5 7.5 
North Central 58.7 57.4 59.2 54.9 
South 54.1 55.0 54.6 24.6 
Mountain and Plain 15.4 14.9 12.8 5.2 
Pacific 9.2 9.8 8.9 8.0 

ALL REGIONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• For regional classification, see Table C-U. 

b Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in charge account debt for 
families having a net increase in such debt. 

a Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in charge account debt 
for families having a net decrease in such debt. 

cl Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 

• Computed from National Resources Committee, Consumer Incomes in the 
United States (1958) Tables 6 and 24B. 

' 
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TABU C-16-

Percent of Non'-Relief Families Having a Net Change. 
Net Increase or Net Decrease in· Charge Account Debt. 
19~5-~6. by Region • · · · · . , 

I.EGION 

New England 
North Central 
South 
Mountain and Plain · ~ 
Padfic 

AU.I.EGIONS 

NET 
CHANCE 

8.4 . 
8.1 

15.5 
16.8· • 
14.4 ' 

u.s 

• For regional classification, see Table C·IS. 
. ~ : \ .. 

6.8 
6.5 

12 .• 8 
15;5 
11.4 .. , 
9.2 

1.6 
1.6 
2.5 
s.s 
s.o 
2.1 

, I 



AJI'PENDIX D 

Tables on Consumer Debt 

For all tables in this section showing a 
breakdown by income level. each in­
come level is inclusive of the lower 
limit and exclusive of the upper limit; 
for example. an income of exactly 
$1000 is included in the $1000-1250 

'·'""'·· 

income group. 

Unless otherwise noted. all tables have 
· been computed &om data on instal­

ment debt. cash loan debt and charge 
acmunt debt obtained &om the Study 
of Consumer Purchases. 
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Tables on Consumer Debt 

TABLE D-1 

Estimates of Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net 
Change in Consumer Debt and Percentage Distribution 
of Such Families and of All Non-Relief Families, . 
1935-36, by Income Level 

~TAGED~UTION 

Non-
(1) (2) (3) Relief 

ASSUMING ASSUMING AVERAGE Families All 
COMPLETE NO OF Having Non-

OVERLAPPING OVERLAPPING COLUMNS (1) ·a Net Relief 
INCOME LEVEL OF DEBT• OFDEBTb AND(2) Changeo Familiesd 

Under $500 17.5 37.4 27.5 8.5 10.6 
500- 750 16.8 38.1 27.5 9.1 11.3 
750-1000 21.3 42.9 32.1 12.6 '13.4 

1000-1250 24.9 44.1 34.5 U.2 . 13.2 
1250-1500 27.6 47.8 37.7 11.9 10.8 
1500-1750 29.0 50.2 39.6 10.5 9.1 
1750-2000 31.9 51.4 41.7 8.9 7.3 

2000-2500 30.2 50.1 40.2 11.2 9.5 
2500-3000 29.3 50.2 39.8 6.1 5.2 

3000-4000 23.8 41.2 32.5 4.5 4.8 
4000-5000 21.5 39.5 30.5 1.4 1.6 
5000 and over 15.0 30.1 22.6 ' 2.1 3.2 

ALL LEVELS 24.2 44.3 34.3 100.0 100.0 

• This column represents the minimum frequency of consumer debt, or the 
highest frequency of debt, whether instalment, cash loan or charge account, 
in any income level. 
b This column represents the maximum frequency of consumer debt, or the 
sum of the frequencies of instalment, cash loan and charge account debt. 
o The percentage distribution of families having a net change in consumer 
debt is based on the average of the minimum and maximum frequencies of 
debt (column 3). 
4 National Resources Committee, Consumer Incomes in the United States 
(1938) Table 8, p. 25. 



216 

TABUD-2 

APPENDIX D 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Consumer Debt for Non-Relief 
Families, 1935-36, by Income Level 

CROSS CROSS NI:T ACCUGATE 
INCOME UVU. INCJlEAS:I I DECJlEAS:I b INClliASJt I INCOME d 

Under $500 7.5 1.4 10.9 1.9 
500- 750 8.0 3.0 10.8 4.0 
750-1000 9.8 7.1 11.4 6.6 

1000-1250 11.2 8.5 12.7 8.5 
. 1250-1500 9.6 9.2 9.9 8.5 
1500-1750 10.2 9.9 10.3 8.2 
1750-2000 8.9 9.1 8.7 7.5 

2000-2500 12.6 14.1 11.8 11.8 
2500-3000 7.7 10.8 6.0 8.0 

5000-4000 6.2 11.5 5.3 9.0 
4000-5000 2.7 4.6 1.6 4.0 
5000 and over 5.6 11.0 2.6 22.4 

ALLUVELS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Estimated amount 
(in ~illions) $1.257.5 $452.9 $804.6 $44,559.9 

• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment, cash loan and 
charge account debt for families having a net increase in one of these types 
of debt. 
'Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment, cash loan and 
charge account debt for families having a decrease in one of these types of debt. 

• Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 

d Based on unpublished data obtained from the National Resources Commirtee 
on the distribution of aggregate income for non-relief families, 1935-56. 



CONSUMER. DEBT 

TABLE D-3 

Ratio of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease and Net Increase 
in Consumer Debt for Non-Relief Families to Aggregate 
Income of Such Families, 1935-36, by Income Level 

GROSS GROSS 
INCOME LEVEL INCJlEASE• DECJlEASEb 

Under $500 11.33 • 77 
500- 750 5.67 .77 
750-1000 4.24 1.10 

1000-1250 3.83 1.04 
1250-1500 3.31 1.14 
1500-1750 3.52 1.25 
1750-2000 3.34 1.23 

2000-2500 3.01 1.21 
2500-3000 2.74 1.38 

8000-4000 1.95 1.28 
4000-5000 1.92 1.16 
5000 and over .71 .51 

AU. LEVELS 2.83 1.02 

NET 
INCJlEASEO 

10.56 . 
4.90 
3.14 
2.79 
2.17 
2.27 
2.11 

1.80 
1.36 

.67, 

.76 

.20 

1.81 

• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment, cash loan and 
charge account debt for families having a net increase in one of these types 
of debt. 

b Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment, cash loan and 
charge account debt for families having a net decrease in one of these types 
of debt. 

• Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. · 
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TABLE D-t 

APPENDIX. D 

Ratio of Gross Increase. Gross Decrease and Net Increase 
in Consumer Debt to Aggregate Income of Non-Relief 
Families Having a Net Change in Such Debt. 1935-86, 
by Income. Level• . ... .. _ _. 

caoss CROSS 
JNCOM:I LEVEL INCilLU:I DECUAS:I 

Under $500 40.79 2.77 
500- 750 20.41 2.77 
750-·1000 13.14 3.41 

1000-1250 11.11 . 3.02 
1250-1500 8.94 3.08 
1500-1750 8.80 5.13 
1750-2000 8.02 2.95 

2000-'2500 7.53 !.03 
2500-5000 6.85 5.45 

!000-4000 5.44 2.!0 
4000-5000 6.!4 !.83 
5000 and over 5.12 2.24 

. AIL UVJ:I.S 8.21 2.96 

NZT 
INCil.LU:I 

58.02 
17.64 
9.73 
8.09 

'5.86 
-5.67 
5.07 

4.50 
!.40 

5.14 
2.!B 

.fiR 

5.25 

• These figures were computed on the basis of a frequency of consumer debt 
which is an average of the minimum and maximum frequencies. 
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TABLE D-5 

Percent of Non-Relief Families Having a Net Change in 
Consumer Deb4 1935-36,• in Six Types of Community,b 
by Income Level . : 

ALL NON-
I'AllM ALL 

MIDDLE· OOH· OOM• 
INCOME HETROP· LUGE SIZED SMAIL vn.- MUNJ• MUNI· 

LEVEL OWES CITIES CITIES CITIES LACES TIES I'AllMS TIES 

Under $500 9.4 28.6 21.9 !0.7 28.7- 25.9 29.7 27.5 
500-1000 17.6 39.8 3l~S ·· . 37.6 35.3 M.O. 24.2 -M.O 

1000-1500 25.8 44.1 39.7 46.1 .36.8 39.5 24.9 35.9 
1500-2000 28.9 ' . 51.1 45.'1.- ~ 48.6 4L8' 45.8 26.0 40.5 
2000-2500 26.8 52.1 41.2 42.8 41.2 41.8 30.6 40.2 
2500-3000 29.7 51.7 38.4 41.9 38.4 4~-~ 31.0 39.8 

3000-4000 27.0 41.4 33.5 30.7 29.8 33.5 28.4 . 32.5 
4000-5000 25.r· 32.7 32.9 28.9 36.1 30.7 30.5 50.5 
5000and 

over 18.8 22.4 19.0 24.5 25.5 21.7 51.1 22.6 . 
ALL LEVELS 24.6 43.7 36.4 41.0 55.6 37.1 26.3 34.5 

• These figures represent the average of the minimum and maximum frequen~ 
des of consumer debL For each type of-community the minimum frequency 
is the highest frequency of debt, whether instalment, cash loan or charge 
account. in any income leveL The maximum frequency of consumer debt 
is the sum of the frequencies of instalment~ cash loan and charge .~nt debL 
b Metropolises, ',500,000 population and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25,000; villages. less 
than 2,500. 
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TABLE D-6 

APPENDIX D 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Consumer Debt for Non-Relief 
Families, and of the Aggregate Income of All Non­
Relief Families, 1935-36, by Type of Community • 

TYPE OF CROSS CROSS NET ACCREGATI 
COMMUNRY JNCREAS&b DECREAS&' INCREASEd INCOME' 

Metropolises 7.5 6.7 7.9 17.1 
Large cities 21.2 . 17.7 23.1 22.9 
Middle-sized cities 8.4 7.6 8.9 10.7 
SmalJ cities 15.8 15.7 15.9 15.2 
Villages 18.5 17.4 19.2 16.6 
Farms 28.6 54.9 25.0 17.5 

ALL COMMt1NITIES 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• Metropolises. 1,500,000 population and over: large cities. 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000: small cities. 2.500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than 2.500. 

It Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment. cash Joan and 
charge account debt for families having a net increase in one of these types 
of debL 

• Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment. cash loan and 
charge account debt for families having a net decrease in one of these types 
of debt. 

d Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 

-.National Resources Committee, ComumeT lncome1 in the United State.t 
(1938) Table 7. p. 23. 
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TABLE D-7 

Ratio of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease and Net 
Increase in Consumer Debt for Non-Relief Families 
to Aggregate Income of Such Families, 1935-36, by 
Type of Community• . 

CROSS CROSS 
TYPE OF COMMUNITY INCilEASE b DECREASE a 

Metropolises 1.24 .41 
Large cities 2.61 .79 
Middle-sized cities 2.21 .74 
Small cities 2.94 1.06 
Villages 3.16 1.07 
Farms 4.64 2.03 

ALL COMMUNITIES 2.83 1.02 

NET 
INCilEASE d 

.83 
1.82 
1.47 
1.88 
2.09 
2.61 

1.81 

• Metropolises, 1,500,000 population and over; large cities, 100,000 to 1,500,000; 
middle-sized cities, 25,000 to 100,000; small cities, 2,500 to 25,000; villages, less 
than 2,500. 

b Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment, cash loan and 
charge account debt for families having a net increase in one of these types 
of debt. . 

a Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment, cash loan and 
charge account debt for families having a net decrease· in one of these types 
of debt. . 

d Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
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TABLE D-8 

APPENDIX D 

Percent of j'ion-Relief Families Having a Net Change 
in Consumer Debt. 1935-36.• in Five Regions.b 
by Income Level 

NEW NOllTH MOUNTAIN 
INCOME LEVEL :&NCLAND CI.NDAL SOUTH AND PLAIN PACIFIC 

Under $500 17.3 21.6 27.6 62.9 29.9 
500-1000 33.9 26.2 30.8 42.1 38.4 

1000-1500 35.5 31.3 42.1 42.7 45.8 
1500-2000 36.5 34.5 49.6 49.6 53.1 
2000-2500 32.2 ' 30.6 54.3 .45.4 53.5 
2500-3000 33.9 32.5 53.5 47.0 48.9 

3000-4000 23.1 27.7 39.4 44.2 40.8 
4000-5000 19.1 25.8 40.5 36.2 33.7 
5000 and over 19.9 18.6 31.5 27.5 23.8 

ALLLI.VELI 32.7 29.4 37.5 46.5 44.8 

ALL 
lli.ClONS 

27.5 
30.0 
35.9 
40.5 
40.2 
39.8 

32.5 
30.5 
22.6 

34.3 

• These figures represent the average of the minimum and maximum frequen· 
des of net change in consumer debt. For each region the minimum frequency 
is the highest frequency of change in debt, whether instalment, cash loan or 
charge account, in any income level. The maximum frequency of change in 
consumer debt is the sum of the frequencies of changes in instalment, cash 
loan. and charge account debt. 
b New England: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode 
Island, Vermont. · 

· North Central: Dlinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michi~an, Minnesota, Missouri, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Wisconsm. 

South: Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Texas, Virginia, West Virginia. 

Mountain and Plain: Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming. 

Pacific: California, Oregon, Washington. 
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TABLE D-9 

Percentage Distribution of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease 
and Net Increase in Consumer Debt ·for Non-Relief · 
Families, and of the Aggregate Income of All Non-Relief 
Families, 1935-36, by Region • 
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CROSS CROSS NET ACCREGATE 

REGION INCREASEb DECREASEC!: INCREASEd INCOME~ 

New England 5.5 4.6 5.7 7.5 ' 
North Central 44.7 47.2 45.5 54.9. 
South 27.1 28.2 26.5 24.6 
Mountain and Plain 12.4 11.0 15.1 5.2 
Pacific 10.5 9.0 11.4 8.0 

ALL REGIONS 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 

• For basis of regional classification, see Table D-8. 
b Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment, cash loan 
and charge account debt for families having a net increase ·in one of these 
types of debt. · · 
• Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment, cash loan 
and charge account debt for families having a net decrease in one of these 
types of debt. · · 

4 Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrea~e. 

• Computed from National Resources Committee, Consumer Incomes in the 
United States (1958) Tables 6 and 24B. 
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TABLE D-10 

Ratio of Gross Increase, Gross Decrease and Net 
Increase in Consumer Debt for Non-Relief Families 
to Aggregate Income of Such Families, 1935-36, 
by Region• 

CROSS CROSS 
REGION INCUASE1» Dt:CUAS.II 

New England 2.05 .64 
North Central 2.51 .88 
South 5.12 1'.17 
Mountain and Plain 6.67 2.15 
Pacific 5.72 1.15 

ALL RECIONS 2.83 1.02 

• For basis of regional dassification, see Table D-8. 

NET 
JNCUAS&d 

1.41 
1.0 
1.95 
4.52 
2.57 

1.81 

• Gross increase equals the sum of the increases in instalment, cash loan and 
charge account debt for families having a net increase in one of these types 
of debt. 
• Gross decrease equals the sum of the decreases in instalment, cash loan and 
charge account debt for families having a net decrease in one of these types 
of debt. 
d Net increase equals gross increase minus gross decrease. 
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TABLE D-11 

Percentage Distribution of Non-Relief, Non~Farm. 
Families Having a Net Change in Instalment Debt · 
or Cash Loan Debt, 1935-36, by Income Level 

INSTALMENT 
INCOME LEVEL DEBT 

Under $500 4.3 
500- 750 7.1 
750-1000 11.7 

1000-1250 14.1 
1250-1500 12.8 
1500-1750 11.5 
1750-2000 10.5 

2000-2500 12.7 
2500-3000 6.8 

5000-4000 5.0 
4000-5000 1.5 
5000 and over 2.0 

ALL LEVELS JOO.O 
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CAsH 
LOAN DEBT 

4.6 
6.7 

u.s 
12.3 
12.1 
11.7 
9.4 .. 

12:6. 
8.0 

5.7 
2.5 
5.3 

100.0 • 
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Methods of Estimate an·d Limitations 
of the Data 

THE expenditure data secured in the field investigation by the 
Study of Consumer Purchases were obtained from a selected 
sample of 60,000 non-relief families drawn from a random sample 
of 300,000 families. Data were collected in 51-cities, 140 villages 
and 66 farm counties in 30 states, chosen to represent different 
geographic regions, types of community and types of fa~ing 
area.1 The majority of the schedules covered the year ending 
approximately June 30, 1936, but some applied to the calendar 
year 1935 and others to the year immediately preceding the date 
of the interview-in other words, a 12-month period ending some 
time before or after June 30, 1936. In no case, however, did the 
schedule year end before December 1935 or after December 1936. 
The data used in this study were secured from Section XXIV of 
the schedule on family expenditures entitled "Changes in Family 
Assets and Liabilities During the Schedule Year," and specifically 
from items 23, 29, 31 and 32 of that section. These items have 
been reproduced below. Each of the 60,000 families was asked if 
there had been an increase or a decrease in its instalment, cash 
loan or charge account debt; if the family reported a change in 
either direction, the family was then asked by what amount the 
debt had increased or decreased. 

1 See National Resources Committee, Consumer Expenditures in the. United 
States (1938) pp. 104-05 for a complete list of the communities covered and 
pp. 102-20 for a more thorough description of the Study of Consumer Pur­
chases. 
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Changes in Debts Owed by Family • 

UABIUI'IU 

2~. Notes due· to banks, insurance companies, 
small loan companies •• · ••••..•.••••••••• 

29. Charge accounts due .. ...•..•..•........•• 
~1. Payments on instalment purchases made 

prior to schedule year (specify goods pur· 
chased): 

(a) .................................. •. 
(b) ................................... . .. (c) • • • • • • • .. • • • •. •. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

~2. Balance due on instalment purchases made 
during the schedule year (specify goods 
purchased): · 

(a) .............. • .. • .. • • ~ • .. • .. • ... . 
(b) .••••••••••••••.•••.••..•••••• •.• ••• 
(c) ..................... • ..••. • .• • •.•• 

APPENDIX E 

NET AMOUNT NET AMOUNT 

OF lNCll.!ASZ Of DECUASB 

$} • •••••••• · $ ......... ~ .• . . . . . . . . . . . ........ . 

xxxxxx 
xxxxxx 
xxxxxx 

.......... 

.......... . .•....... 

xxxxxx 
xxxxxx 
xxxxxx 

• From schedule entitled "Changes in Family Assets and Liabilities During the 
Schedule Year, .. Section XXIV, employed in field Investigation by the Study 
of Consumer Purchases • 

. T~e data-showing the percent of families having a net change, 
an increase or a decrease in debt, and the average amount of 
increase <;>r decrease for each of the. three types of. debt-had 
already been weighted by the random sample weights when they 
were ,supplied to the National Bureau,2 and all of the original 
field samples of each type of community and color-nativity group 
had been combined within each region to foim some fifty basic 
tabulation units. In order to build up estimates of instalment 
debt, cash loan debt or charge account debt for the country as a 
whole, therefore, it was necessary to combine these fifty separate 
series into one over-all tabulation. The process of combination for 
the instalment debt data will be described first, since it involved 
a more complicated technique, and specifically the illustration 
will be in terms of the data showing the percentage of families 
increasing debt. 

2 These data were obtained from the Bureau of Labor Statistics and the 
Bureau of Home Economics. 



METHODS AND LIMITATIONS 

In some types of community instalment debt data were avail­
able for six separate occupations; in others they were already 
combined into two to five occupational groupings. Data for each 
type of community were put on a uniform basis by combination 
of the various occupations into two groups, with weights obtained 
from the random sample of .300,000. families. One group . com­
prised salaried and independent professional, business and cleri­
cal workers; the other included only wage-earners. The occupa­
tional status of the family was determined according to the major 
source of family earnings, i.e., if members of the family received 
earnings from two or more occupations, the family was classified 
according to the occupation from which the greater proportion of 
total family earnings was derived. ' 

The first combination was applied to the data available from 
two samples of the same occupational and color-nativity group in 
one type of community within the same region. Data for non­
relief families in each occupational group in New York and 
Chicago. and in small and middle-sized cities in the East Central 
and l Vest Central regions, 3 were combined by an unweighted 
average of the frequencies of debt in each income group. Farm 
data for regions other than the South were combined by the 
weighting of each percentage by population weights provided by 
the National Resources Committee.4 Data for each color-nativity_ 
and farm status group in the South 5 were combined by the use 
of unweighted averages. These unweighted color-nativity and 
farm series were then consolidated by the use of population 
weights, so that they yielded a single series to represent southern 
farms. The data for white and Negro families in each occupational 
group in the other types of community in the South, and in the 
metropolises and large cities in the North Central region, were 

3 The East and West Central regions together form the North Central. 

4 Thus the series of percentages representing North Central farms constitute 
a weighted average of the data for Pennsylvania and Ohio, Dlinois and.IOlo\'a, 
and Michigan and Wisconsin farms. 

5 Separate tabulations were made for white operators. white sharecroppers. 
Negro operators and Negro sharecroppers in North and South Carolina and 
in the farm counties of Georgia and Mississippi. and for .. self-sufficing" farm­
ers in North Carolina. 
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then combined by weighting of the series for each color group by 
the appropriate population weights.' 

The final combinations encompassed the data for each occupa· 
tional group in each type of community in the five regions­
metropolises, large cities, middle-sized cities, small cities, villages, 
farms-and the further consolidation of the six types of com­
munity produced the summary tables which show an occupational 
breakdown. The two occupational groups in each type of com­
munity were then combined and for each income group a weighted 
average of the percentage in six types of community was obtained 
to represent the United States as a whole. Tables showing a 

· regional breakdown were developed separately, first through con­
solidation of the two occupational groups in each community 
within a region, and second, through combination of all types of 
communities within each of the five regions. 

In the development of tables showing change in instalment 
balance due, that is, average increase or decrease, combinations 
were made by the use of unweighted averages in all cases where 
the percentages of the families having an increase or decrease in 
debt were initially derived in this way. '\Vhere weights were 
required, they were developed for both increases and decreases 
in debt by multiplication of the population by the percentage of 
families having an increase or a decrease in debt. Thus separate 
weights were obtained for the average increase and average de­
crease in instalment debt for all commodities and for each com­
modity group. 

Those tables which show the changes in instalment debt for 
individual types of commodity are confined to data from middle­
sized cities, large cities and metropolises. Tables which show a 
breakdown by type of community and by type of commodity are 
derived from special tabulations which cover, in addition, small 
cities, villages and farms in the North Central reg.ion only. The 
e What are here called population weights are in effect the distributions of 
families in the United States by income level. color and nativity, type of com· 
munity and region. The income distributions of various groups of farm 
communities within regions, although unpublished, were made available to 
us by the National Resources Committee. All other income distributions 
which we have used as weights may be found in National Resources Com· 
mittee, ConsumeT Incomes in the United States (1938). 
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analysis of variations in the use of instalment credit for different 
commodities by type of community is therefore restricted to com­
munities in the North Central region. These data on individual 
commodities are somewhat limited, and it is necessary to exercise 
some caution in extending the results to the country as a whole; 
as has been indicated in the text, the smaller communities have a 
different pattern of instalment debt from that of the larger com­
munities. 

For changes in cash loan debt and in charge account debt the 
tables were developed from the fifty basic tabulation units by a 
method very similar to that used for the tables on instalment debt 
for all commodities combined. In the case of cash loan and charge 
account debt, however, the data were not available in an occupa­
tional breakdown. The first combination, therefore, was applied 
to data available from two samples of the same color-nativity 
group in each type of community in each region by an unweighted 
average, and the subsequent steps were the same as those for the 
instalment debt data except that the occupational breakdown was 
not maintained. Separate weights for average increase and average 
decrease in cash loan and charge account debt were obtained by 
the procedure employed for instalment debt. 

A number of difficulties involved in the preparation of this 
study stemmed from limitations in the data obtained from· the 
Study of Consumer Purchases. In the first place, the expenditure. 
study excluded all families which had received relief during any 
part of the }'ear. Likewise excluded were single individuals, 
whether relief or non-relief. The omission of families and single 
persons receiving relief does not detract appreciably from the 
value of a study of the use of instalment credit or of charge account 
credit, since the low incomes and inferior credit rating of relief 
recipients would bar them from most instalment purchases, and 
probably from charge account purchases as well. One might ex­
pect, on the other hand, that relief families would use cash loan 
credit to a considerable extent. A sample of almost 2,500 good 
and bad loans from the personal finance departments of twenty­
one commercial banks indicates, however, that less than 1 percent 
of the borrowers were on relief. It may be assumed, therefore, that 
even for the study of cash loan debt the omission of both families 
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and single individuals on relief does not constitute a serious defi· 
ciency. The exclusion of non-relief single individuals is much 
more to be regretted, for such persons make up a sizable body of 
consumers whose pattern of debt might be markedly different 
from that of non-relief families. 

In the second place, the data took no account of foreign-born 
families. Separate estimates were not worked up for this group 
in the present study, but on the assumption that its pattern of 
debt would not differ enough to affect the results greatly, the 
foreign-born white population was combined with the native 
white to weight the data for the latter group. Other color groups. 

· an insignificant proportion of population, were added to the 
Negro population. 

In the third place, data were lacking for the lowest income 
groups in some types of community, and for the highest income 
groups in others. No figures were available, for instance, for na­
tive white families with incomes under $500 in large cities and 
metropolises, or for. families with incomes under $250 in middle­
sized and small cities and villages, though such families were cov­
ered in farm counties. In some cases the data for all small-city 
families with incomes of $3000 and more were combined. For 
villages and farms, data were generally lacking for the income 
groups over $10,000 .. When the instalment debt figures were 
broken down by occupations it was apparent that data were 
lacking also in the larger types of community for independent 
business and professional occupations and for salaried business 
and professional occupations below the $1000 level, although 
information .was available for the income group below $1000 in 
the clerical and wage-earning occupations. No data were avail­
able for wage-earning or clerical families with incomes of $3000 
or more except in metropolises, or for such families with incomes 
in excess of $2500 if they lived in small cities or villages. 

The deficiencies in the data for the very low and very high in­
come groups necessitated special estimates of the debt patterns of 
these groups. One possible method of arriving at such estimates 
was to extrapolate on the basis of the pattern for the intermediate 
income groups, using some mathematical equation to express a 
trend from which estimates for the omitted groups could be de-



METHODS AND LIMITATIONS 235 
rived. This method was rejected, however, for three reasqns: first, 
the error of estimate is large, even with the best mathematical 
procedure; second, because of the relatively smaller number of 
families included in individual tabulation units, the trend in 
some cases was not clear, so that it was difficult to choose an 
equation; third, the amount of labor entailed wa.S considered too 
great. Families in the income bands for which estimates for in­
stalment debt were required constituted less than 7 percent,' and 
for cash loan and charge account debt less than 4 percent, of the 
total non-relief population. They accounted, moreover, for a 
relatively insignificant proportion of the families in the particu .. 
lar communities for which the estimates were made. Whatever 
the estimates, they could not have had· any marked effect upon 
the pattern of instalment, cash loan or charge account debt as a 
whole. 

The method adopted was far simpler than the one just out­
lined. In making estimates of the percentage of families in the 
lowest income band which had an increase or a decrease in in­
stalment debt, we applied to the $250-500 band the percentage 
change between the figures for that band' and for the $500-750 
band, when at least a partial trend was evident, to obtain the 
estimate for $0-250 group. When no trend was evident between 
the next higher income classes, we arbitrarily borrowed the figure 
in the ad joining income group. \Vhen we could discern no trend 
at all, we used the average of all income levels, but only to esti­
mate the percentage of families having an increase or a decrease 
in debt and not to estimate the average amount of the increase or 
decrease. For the latter estimates the procedure most frequently 
employed was to borrow the average of the next higher income 
level or else to apply to the $250-500 income group the percent­
age change between the averages for that group and for the $500-
750 group. It was rarely necessary to make the estimate on the 
basis of ·the trend in another type of community or color-nativity 
group. A similar procedure was followed in obtaining estimates 
where data were lacking for the higher-income groups. 

T The percentage is higher for instalment debt because estimat~ were made 
separately for independent business and professional families with incomes 
between $500 and $1000. 
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The final results thus obtained for the $0-250 income class, and 
to a lesser extent, for the $250-500 and the $5000-and-over groups 
are only approximate, but they are sufficiently accurate to war· 
rant their use, in view of the relative insignificance of the groups 
for which these estimates were made. Nevertheless the two lowest 
income groups have been combined in all tables to represent the 
under-$500 income group. In this way we have avoided separate 
presentation of a somewhat inaccurate estimate for the under· 
.$250 class. Tables which show the percentage distribution of 
families having a net change, increase or decrease in instalment, 
cash loan or charge account debt, as well as those which indicate 
the distribution of the gross increase, gross decrease and net in­
crease in each type of debt among income levels, regions, types of 
community and types of commodity, are affected to a very minor 
degree by the quality of these particular estimates. 

One other qualification of the data should be mentioned. When 
the expenditure schedule was filled out the family was asked only 
if there had been either a net increase or a net decrease in instal­
ment, cash loan or charge account debt as between the beginning 
and the end of the schedule year. Thus the data which represent 
the percentage of families having a net change in debt, or what 
has -been called the "percentage of families indebted" do not in­
clude families which during the course of the year contracted an 
additional amount of debt exactly equal to the amount of such 
debt paid off. This limitation does not present a very serious 
drawback, however, especially since families reported even very 
small increases or decreases in debt. 

The nature of the data made impossible the inclusion of families 
which had contracted and fully paid off instalment, cash loan 
or charge account debt within the period covered by this study. 
Thus the instalment debt estimates undoubtedly (all short of the 
number of families actually indebted for instalment purchases 
during the year 1935-36 since they do not take into account all 
of the instalment debt of relatively short duration. It is probably 
true, nevertheless, that the frequency of instalment debt has not 
been underestimated to any appreciable extent, for this type of 
credit is usually applied to commodities sold on fairly long terms. 
Probably the extent to which the frequency of cash loan debt 
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has been underestimated is even less marked than in the case of 
instalment debt. since cash loan oontracts are almost always of 
long duration. The use of the charge account data is. however, 
subject to greater qualification, since such credit is frequently 
extended only for shon terms. It is quite likely that families using 
charge account credit as a personal oonvenience rather than as a 
credit de,ice, and paying their bills in full every week or month, 
have not been included in the estimates of frequency of charge 
account debt presented in this study. and for this reason these 
estimates certainly underrepresent the extent of use of such 
crediL On the other hand, a much more adequate representation 
has been made here of families which used charge accounts as a 
real credit de,ice, and v.ilose indebtedness was therefore of 
longer duration. 
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